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El Grupo de Expertos sobre Libia establecido en virtud de la resolucion
1973 (2011) tiene el honor de transmitir adjunto el informe final sobre su labor, de
conformidad con lo dispuesto en el parrafo 13 de la resolucion 2644 (2022).

El informe se presenté el 7 de agosto de 2023 al Comité del Consejo de
Seguridad establecido en virtud de la resolucion 1970 (2011) relativa a Libia, que lo
examino el 18 de agosto.

El Grupo agradeceria que la presente carta y el informe se sefalaran a la
atencion de los miembros del Consejo de Seguridad y se publicaran como documento
del Consejo.
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Resumen
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En Libia los grupos armados han adquirido mayor capacidad para crear zonas de
inmunidad para sus actividades delictivas e influir en la politica nacional. Los lideres
de los grupos armados han utilizado su posicion no solo para afectar a la situacion de
la seguridad, sino también para controlar diversos aspectos de la vida socioeconémica
de Libia. La operacion militar llevada a cabo en Zawiya a finales de mayo de 2023
reflejo la dinamica que impera actualmente entre los grupos armados dominantes en
el oeste y demostr6 que siguen siendo actores clave en el proceso politico. El ascenso
de Saddam Haftar como uno de los actores mas poderosos en el este es otro ejemplo
de la manera en que la familia Haftar ha afianzado su control sobre el grupo conocido
como fuerzas armadas arabes libias. Algunos de los elementos de ese grupo asentados
en el sur del pais participaron en la transferencia de municiones y armamento al grupo
armado sudanés conocido como Fuerzas de Apoyo Rapido poco después de que
comenzara el conflicto armado en el Sudan en abril de 2023.

A pesar de las gestiones desplegadas a nivel nacional y regional para expulsar a
los combatientes extranjeros de Libia, la situacion de la seguridad se sigue viendo
afectada por la presencia de combatientes procedentes del Chad, la Republica Arabe
Siria y el Sudan y por la presencia de empresas militares privadas extranjeras.

Si bien los esfuerzos desplegados en la lucha contra el terrorismo han permitido
reducir la capacidad de los grupos terroristas incluidos en la lista para llevar a cabo
atentados en Libia, el pais sigue siendo susceptible al terrorismo debido a la porosidad
de sus fronteras con algunos paises vecinos y al vacio de seguridad que existe en el
sur.

Los grupos armados libios continuan violando impunemente y en forma flagrante
el derecho internacional humanitario y el derecho internacional de los derechos
humanos. Las violaciones incluyen el uso sistematico del encarcelamiento ilegal, los
malos tratos brutales y la denegacion del derecho de las personas detenidas en centros
de detencion oficiales o secretos que estan bajo su control efectivo a ser sometidas a
un juicio imparcial. Estos actos violentos estan dirigidos principalmente contra civiles
que presuntamente se oponen a la autoridad territorial y los intereses econémicos de
los grupos armados libios que operan en Bengasi, Sirte y Tripoli. Asimismo, durante
el periodo que abarca el informe la poblacion civil se torné cada vez mas vulnerable a
los peligros derivados de la intensificacion de las hostilidades armadas entre grupos
armados, en particular como consecuencia del uso de armas explosivas en zonas
densamente pobladas de Tripoli y Zawiya.

La trata de personas y el trafico de migrantes en todo el pais constituyeron una
grave amenaza para la seguridad y la estabilidad de Libia. Individuos pertenecientes a
ocho grupos armados libios, tres de los cuales figuran en la lista de personas
sancionadas, han generado importantes recursos financieros y de otro tipo a partir de
complejas operaciones de trata de personas y contrabando a lo largo de ocho rutas
internacionales mediante empresas ilegales bien desarrolladas que han ayudado a
aumentar la capacidad militar de esos grupos y su influencia politica sobre distintas
partes interesadas nacionales e internacionales. Determinados grupos armados y redes
privadas someten regularmente a torturas y violencia sexual a los migrantes y
solicitantes de asilo que estan bajo su control efectivo. Los nifios y niflas han sido
especialmente vulnerables a esos abusos y han sido utilizados como mano de obra
esclava.
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Segun la informacion disponible, solo un Estado Miembro ha emprendido
acciones legales contra personas o entidades que han sido denunciadas por haber
infringido el embargo de armas y cumplen los criterios de designacion. El efecto
disuasorio del régimen de sanciones sigue siendo insignificante, y algunos Estados
Miembros incluso ignoran impunemente las resoluciones pertinentes del Consejo.

Los grupos armados siguen utilizando vehiculos todoterreno y dispositivos
electronicos de consumo funcionalmente avanzados y de evolucion rapida, como las
aeronaves no tripuladas, a los que dan una amplia utilidad militar. La capacidad
operacional de los actores maritimos libios ha evolucionado debido al continuo
suministro de activos maritimos que reciben desde fuera de Libia. Las fuerzas afiliadas
a Haftar siguen capturando buques mercantes en las zonas maritimas que estan bajo su
control y pidiendo rescate por ellos.

El Grupo realizé dos inspecciones sobre el terreno de material militar en dos
buques mercantes que habian sido apresados por la operacion militar de la Unidn
Europea en el Mediterraneo. Ambos cargamentos militares estaban destinados a
Bengasi. El Grupo determin6 que uno de los buques habia entregado anteriormente
material en Bengasi. Durante el periodo que abarca el informe llegaron a Libia cuatro
buques de guerra extranjeros pertenecientes a cuatro Estados Miembros. Aunque
algunos de ellos proveyeron a Libia bienes o servicios no sujetos a embargo, el Grupo
sigue considerando que la entrada de ese medio de transporte en territorio libio sin la
aprobacion previa del Comité del Consejo de Seguridad establecido en virtud de la
resolucion 1970 (2011) constituye una violacion del embargo de armas.

El resurgimiento de la impresion ilicita de billetes por parte de la sucursal
oriental del Banco Central ha dado lugar a una politica monetaria disfuncional en Libia
y ha aumentado el riesgo de malversacion de fondos por parte de terceros.

El Instituto Libio de Inversiones (LYe.001) no puede cumplir las Normas
Internacionales de Informacion Financiera porque no esta en condiciones de presentar
estados financieros consolidados. La relacion del Instituto con sus filiales sigue siendo
problematica en lo que respecta a la aplicacion de la medida de congelacion de activos,
y la existencia de un conflicto de intereses entre sus directivos aumenta el riesgo de
desvio de activos.

Durante el periodo que abarca el informe, el Grupo detectd 24 buques cisterna
que cargaban productos refinados derivados del petrdleo en Bengasi. Seglin la
Empresa Nacional del Petroleo y la Empresa de Comercializacion de Petroleo de
Brega, se trataba de exportaciones ilegales. Uno de esos buques cisterna fue capturado
en forma sucesiva por dos Estados Miembros. También aumentd el contrabando de
combustible por tierra. El punto focal del Comité establecido en virtud de la resolucion
2146 (2014) del Consejo de Seguridad fue detenido en enero de 2023. Hasta junio de
2023, cuando se nombro a su reemplazante, no hubo ningun punto focal designado que
pudiera haber detectado las exportaciones ilicitas de petréleo, en un momento en que
proliferaban dichas exportaciones.
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Antecedentes
Introduccion

1. Este informe, que se presenta al Comité del Consejo de Seguridad de
conformidad con lo dispuesto en el parrafo 13 de la resolucion 2644 (2022), abarca
el periodo comprendido entre el 25 de abril de 2022, cuando se presento el anterior
informe del Grupo (S/2022/427)%, y el 17 de julio de 20232. En él se brinda
informacion actualizada sobre las investigaciones detalladas en el informe anterior.
En el anexo 1 se ofrece un panorama de la evolucion del régimen de sanciones relativo
a Libia®. En el anexo 2 figura una lista de abreviaciones y siglas.

2. En sus investigaciones, el Grupo aplicd las mejores practicas y los métodos
recomendados por el Grupo de Trabajo Oficioso del Consejo de Seguridad sobre
Cuestiones Generales relativas a las Sanciones (véase S/2006/997). El Grupo ha
mantenido los criterios de prueba mas estrictos posibles.

3.  El Grupo se bas6 en pruebas corroboradas y se cii6 a las normas
correspondientes respecto de la oportunidad de responder*. En el anexo 3 se presenta
informacion adicional sobre la metodologia. El Grupo llevd a cabo sus
investigaciones de manera transparente, objetiva, imparcial e independiente.

Cooperacion con interesados e instituciones

4.  Los Estados Miembros, organizaciones y particulares consultados figuran en el
anexo 4, y los registros de correspondencia del Grupo, en el anexo 5. El Grupo
presentd al Comité nueve cartas con actualizaciones o analisis sobre cuestiones de
interés. En cumplimiento de su mandato, el Grupo viaj6 a 21 Estados Miembros. El
Grupo también mantuvo contactos con Estados Miembros y otros interlocutores, entre
ellos otros grupos de expertos, a través de plataformas electronicas.

5. El Grupo cont6 con el apoyo logistico de la Mision de Apoyo de las Naciones
Unidas en Libia (UNSMIL) y sostuvo intercambios con la Mision. El Grupo también
sostuvo intercambios con la operacion militar de la Unién Europea en el Mediterraneo
(operacion IRINI), que facilité el acceso del Grupo para la inspeccion del material
incautado.

6. El 17 de noviembre de 2022, después de nueve meses de gestiones ante las
autoridades libias responsables de la concesion de visados, se expidié al Grupo un
visado de tres meses. El Grupo viajo6 a Libia del 8 al 16 de enero de 2023 y se reunio
con las autoridades establecidas en Tripoli y con otros interlocutores pertinentes. El
plan de viaje del Grupo también incluia una misiéon a Bengasi, que debio ser cancelada
porque las autoridades aeroportuarias de Tripoli no permitieron que el Grupo
embarcara en la aeronave de la UNSMIL. El Grupo solicité un nuevo visado el 17 de
marzo de 2023. Casi cuatro meses después, el 10 de julio de 2023, se expidid otro
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Ha de tenerse en cuenta que todas las referencias al documento S/2022/427 incluyen también el
documento S/2022/427/Corr.1.

Todos los hipervinculos fueron consultados el 11 de julio de 2023 (a menos que se indique lo
contrario).

Los anexos se distribuyen Unicamente en el idioma en que fueron presentados y sin revision
editorial oficial. Debido al limite de palabras que se aplica a los informes de los mecanismos de
vigilancia, el Grupo proporciona detalles relativos a diversas investigaciones en los anexos.

En el anexo 3 se presenta informacién adicional sobre la metodologia y la oportunidad de
responder.
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II.

visado de tres meses. En consecuencia, el Grupo no pudo viajar nuevamente a Libia
antes de redactar el presente informe.

7.  Tras mantener contactos sustantivos con varios ministerios en Tripoli, entre
ellos el Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores y el Ministerio de Defensa, el Grupo
comprobo que importantes comunicaciones oficiales que habian sido presentadas a la
Mision Permanente de Libia ante las Naciones Unidas en Nueva York no habian sido
recibidas por las autoridades pertinentes en Tripoli. Esa correspondencia incluia
comunicaciones esenciales para la implementacion del embargo de armas y la peticion
del Grupo de que se facilitara su visita a Libia.

8. Durante el periodo que abarca el informe, las fuerzas afiliadas a Haftar (HAF)?®
establecieron contactos con el Grupo y proporcionaron 3.089 archivos en 832 carpetas
que contenian 307 GB de informacidn. Practicamente toda la informacion consistia
en documentacion y medios electronicos de dominio publico. Ninguno de los datos
aport6 al Grupo ninguna informacion probatoria de la que no tuviera ya conocimiento.
La revision del material efectuada en abril de 2023 agotd el presupuesto de traduccion
e interpretacion del Grupo para el aflo en curso.

Actos que amenazan la paz, la estabilidad o la seguridad
de Libia o que entorpecen o erosionan la transicion politica

Dinamica de los grupos armados libios
Zawiya, centro de la dinamica de los grupos armados en la regién occidental

9. Zawiya es un importante centro para varias redes de delincuencia organizada
que dominan las actividades ilegales en localidades costeras situadas al oeste de
Tripoli (véase el anexo 6), entre ellas Zuwara, Sabrata y Warshafana. Esas redes
interconectadas se dedican a diversas actividades delictivas, y su nivel de
coordinacion depende de la naturaleza de la operacion ilicita. Sus principales fuentes
de ingresos proceden del contrabando de combustible, el trafico de migrantes, la trata
de personas y el narcotrafico. Los principales actores que operan detras de esas redes
delictivas son grupos armados que han alcanzado una apariencia de legitimidad
gracias a los mandatos en materia de seguridad que reciben del Estado, lo cual les
permite operar con impunidad.

10. El entrelazamiento entre las fuerzas de seguridad y la actividad delictiva en
Zawiya no ha dejado de aumentar desde 2020. A modo de ejemplo, en Google Maps
se puede encontrar un famoso mercado ilicito de estupefacientes llamado “Sifaw para
la venta de hachis y papel de liar Bafra” (véase el anexo 7). El jefe de la Dependencia
Antidrogas del Ministerio del Interior en Zawiya, Mohamed Sifaw, esta abiertamente
relacionado con ese lugar. El Grupo ha recibido confirmacion de multiples fuentes de
que en ese lugar hay vehiculos del Ministerio que trafican estupefacientes ilicitos
debajo de un puente.

o

Integradas por el grupo armado antes conocido como Ejército Nacional Libio de Khalifa Haftar
(que ahora ha pasado a llamarse fuerzas armadas arabes libias) y otros grupos armados
nacionales y extranjeros. El Grupo utiliza el término “fuerzas afiliadas a Haftar” para referirse a
todos los grupos armados afiliados a Haftar. Para hacer referencia a los grupos armados que se
autodenominan “Brigada” o “Batallén” se utilizan esos términos en mindscula, lo que permite
designarlos sin legitimarlos como si se tratara de unidades militares constituidas de un gobierno.
Analogamente, también se utilizan las mindsculas para referirse, cuando procede, a las
autoridades del este de Libia.
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11. Como consecuencia del ambiente de impunidad imperante, los dias 12 y 22 de
mayo de 2023 se registraron en Zawiya protestas durante las cuales los manifestantes
denunciaron la inaccion de las autoridades contra la delincuencia y la falta de medidas
gubernamentales. Esas protestas influyeron en la decision del Gobierno de lanzar el
25 de mayo de 2023 una operacion militar en la que se utilizaron aeronaves no
tripuladas para atacar mas de 20 objetivos, en particular infraestructuras y pequefias
embarcaciones. En Tripoli, la Oficina del Primer Ministro declar6 que la operacion
habia sido una iniciativa relacionada con el cumplimiento de la ley®.

12. Contrariamente a lo indicado en las comunicaciones oficiales, el Ministerio de
Defensa no dirigid la operacion. EI Grupo confirmé que el Jefe de Estado Mayor del
Ministerio de Defensa, General Mohamed al-Haddad, y el mando de las Fuerzas
Armadas del Gobierno de Unidad Nacional no participaron en el proceso de toma de
decisiones ni en la ejecucion de la operacion’. El Primer Ministro Abdulhamid Al
Dabiba, en su calidad de ministro de Defensa, autorizé personalmente el uso de
aeronaves no tripuladas y designoé los objetivos. El 24 de mayo de 2022, un decreto
emitido por Al Dabiba cre6 la Autoridad de Aviacion Electronica, que supervisa
directamente el uso de aeronaves no tripuladas®.

13. Muchos objetivos fueron seleccionados principalmente para debilitar el control
de la refineria de Zawiya, que actualmente estd a cargo de una persona sancionada,
Mohamed Al Amin Al-Arabi Kashlaf (LYi.025), comandante de la Guardia de las
Instalaciones Petroleras en Zawiya. Kashlaf no responde ante la jerarquia de la
Guardia de las Instalaciones Petroleras en Tripoli y supervisa directamente el
suministro de combustible desde la refineria de Zawiya®. Al parecer, durante la
operacion Kashlaf amenazd con interrumpir la cadena de suministro si la operacion
continuaba. Su autoridad sobre la refineria de Zawiya lo convierte en una figura clave
de la lucrativa red de contrabando de combustible en el oeste de Libia®. Cabe sefalar
que finalmente no se llevo a cabo una operacion terrestre contra la refineria, y esta
permaneci6 bajo el control de Kashlaf.

Reorganizacion de los organismos militares y de seguridad en el oeste de Libia

14. Durante la operacion con aeronaves no tripuladas que tuvo lugar en Zawiya,
Mohamed Bahrun (también conocido como Al Far) se erigi6 en el principal actor en
nombre de las Fuerzas Armadas del Gobierno de Unidad Nacional. Esa operacion
puso de manifiesto la estrecha colaboracion entre Bahrun y Al Dabiba. Al comienzo
de la operacion, Bahrun era el jefe de la dependencia de lucha antiterrorista del
Servicio de Inteligencia libio para la region occidental. El Grupo determinoé que desde
el 2 de julio de 2023 Bahrun trabajaba directamente bajo la Oficina del Primer
Ministro.

15. La importante participacion de Bahrun indica ademés que los principales
objetivos de la operacion eran el grupo Busriba y la esfera de influencia de sus aliados,
incluida la denominada Red Zawiya'!. Ali Busriba es un influyente miembro de la
Camara de Representantes. Su hermano, Hassan Busriba, dirige el Cuerpo de Apoyo a
la Estabilidad en Zawiya y compite directamente con Mohamed Bahrun por el control

8/294

5 https://twitter.com/dabaibahamid/status/1664365500200042501?s=46&t=AJSUGTVN8PWieUi-
5AGhcQ (1 de junio de 2023).

" Fuentes confidenciales de la comunidad diplomatica y del sector de la seguridad libio.

8 https://twitter.com/address_libya/status/1530183004638760960?s=46&t=AJSUGTVN8PWieUi-
5AGhcQ (27 de mayo de 2022); y
https://twitter.com/sholla_al7oria/status/1530070002598027265 (27 de mayo de 2022).

95/2018/812, parrs. 156 a 159.

10 véase también el parr. 60 para informacion relativa a sus actividades relacionadas con la trata
de personas.

1 véase el parr. 60.
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de la carretera costera. Busriba dirige el Cuerpo de Apoyo a la Estabilidad en Zawiya
con relativa autonomia respecto del comandante general, Abdel Ghani Khalifal2.
Ademas, un miembro de la familia de Busriba, Issam Busriba, ocupa el cargo de
Ministro del Interior en el Gobierno de Estabilidad Nacional con sede en Sirte. El 26
de mayo de 2023, el Presidente del Consejo Superior de Estado, Jaled Mishri, acusé a
Al Dabiba de reforzar las fuerzas de seguridad controladas por la Oficina del Primer
Ministro con el fin de impulsar sus ambiciones politicas personales (véase el anexo 8).

16. Cabe destacar el nuevo puesto de Al Dabiba como comandante directo de una
fuerza de seguridad. El 22 de mayo de 2023, el Gabinete promulg6 una decision por
la que se cred la Agencia Nacional de Fuerzas de Apoyo, una fuerza de seguridad con
sede en Tripoli que opera directamente bajo las 6rdenes de Al Dabiba (véase el
anexo 9). La composicion, el mandato y las capacidades de esa nueva fuerza siguen
siendo imprecisas. Con la incorporacion de la Agencia Nacional de Fuerzas de Apoyo,
el control sobre el uso de aeronaves no tripuladas y el apoyo de los combatientes de
Bahrun en Zawiya, Al Dabiba se ha posicionado como lider de una fuerza armada
importante.

17. En Tripoli, el Cuerpo de Disuasion para la Lucha contra la Delincuencia
Organizada y el Terrorismo, el Cuerpo de Apoyo a la Estabilidad y la Brigada 444
siguen siendo los principales agentes de poder que controlan la capital de Libia (véase
el anexo 10). El Grupo determind que, durante una reunion celebrada en febrero de
2023, los dirigentes del Cuerpo de Apoyo a la Estabilidad y del Cuerpo de Disuasion
para la Lucha contra la Delincuencia Organizada y el Terrorismo expresaron su firme
oposicion a la intencion de Al Dabiba de formar, como parte de los preparativos para
las proximas elecciones, un nuevo gobierno de unidad nacional que incluyera a
personas afiliadas al circulo de Saddam Haftar®®. No obstante, la creciente capacidad
militar de Al Dabiba aumenta su influencia sobre los otros grupos armados.

Fuerzas afiliadas a Haftar

18. Tras el fracaso de la ofensiva de 2019 sobre Tripoli, los familiares directos de
Haftar pusieron en marcha un plan para consolidar el control sobre las operaciones
militares, financieras y estratégicas de las Fuerzas armadas arabes libias (LAAF),
afiliadas a Haftar. El control efectivo ejercido por la familia Haftar, en particular por
el hijo menor de Haftar, brigadier Saddam Haftar, sobre las unidades clave de las
LAAF, las instituciones financieras y los oOrganos politicos alcanzé niveles sin
precedentes durante el periodo que abarca el informe. La familia Haftar tomo el
control de la mayor parte de la vida social y econdmica en el este de Libia.

El mando de Saddam Haftar

19. El brigadier Khalid Haftar, segundo hijo de Khalifa Haftar, asumi6 el mando de
la brigada 106, y el batallon 166 y el batallon 155 quedaron bajo el mando de facto
de Ayoub Bussif al-Farjani (yerno de Khalifa Haftar) y Bassem Al-Bouaishi (primo
de Khalifa Haftar), respectivamente. Esos nombramientos no solo refuerzan el control
que la familia Haftar ejerce sobre las LAAF, sino que también reducen las
posibilidades de que una figura militar ajena al circulo de Haftar ascienda en las filas
de las LAAF. El ejemplo mas reciente de esa estrategia en accion se produjo el 3 de
mayo de 2023, cuando Khalifa Haftar emitié una orden por la que la brigada 115 pasé
a formar parte de la brigada 106 (véase el anexo 11)4. La orden coloc6 a Abdulfatah
al-Nadhuri, hijo del General Abdulrazek al-Nadhuri, directamente bajo la supervision

12 También conocido como al-Kikli o Ghenewa.

13 Fuentes confidenciales de la comunidad diplomatica y del sector de la seguridad libio.

14 E1 8 de julio de 2023 se anuncié que la brigada Khaled Ben Walid, con sede en Tobruk, también
habia pasado a depender de la brigada 106.
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de Khalid Haftar. Abdulfatah al-Nadhuri intenté oponerse a la medida y reunir apoyo
tribal®®, pero no tuvo éxito. En algunas zonas controladas por las HAF, como Tobruk,
los jeques locales conservaron cierto nivel de autonomia e influencia que les permitio
cuestionar la autoridad de las LAAF'®. No obstante, en el este de Libia no existe
actualmente ninguna fuerza militar significativa que opere fuera del control directo
del circulo intimo de Haftar.

20. Tras la firma del acuerdo de alto el fuego que tuvo lugar en octubre de 2020,
Saddam Haftar emergié como figura clave dentro de las LAAF. Los lideres de algunos
grupos armados del oeste de Libia y algunos miembros de la comunidad internacional
lo presentaron como un interlocutor clave para cualquier dialogo estratégico con las
LAAF. Saddam Haftar comanda la brigada Tariq Ibn Ziyad (TBZ), que esta integrada
por una mezcla de grupos armados y combatientes, no todos con formacidon militar.
Por ejemplo, el batallon 10 esta compuesto por combatientes salafistas sin formacion
militar que participaron en la operacion Karama, que tuvo lugar en Bengasi entre 2014
y 2018. La base militar de TBZ en Sidi Faraj, al este de Bengasi, es en realidad una
pequeia localidad con instalaciones para entrenamiento, depdsitos para
almacenamiento de armas y centros de detencion para civiles y para personal militar.

21. El asesinato de Mahmoud al-Warfalli, comandante del grupo 50 de las HAF, que
tuvo lugar el 24 de marzo de 2021, condujo a la reorganizacién de las fuerzas de
seguridad en Bengasi. Esas fuerzas fueron colocadas gradualmente bajo el mando
efectivo de Saddam Haftar. Ali Al Mashai asumi6 el mando del grupo 20/20 (véase el
parrafo 55), e incorpord a la mayoria de los miembros del grupo 50 al grupo 20/20.
Sin embargo, Al Mashai no muestra el mismo carisma que Al-Warfalli ante los
efectivos de las LAAF y no posee un poder politico ni un respaldo tribal
significativos!®. Al Mashai es esencialmente “el hombre de Saddam”. Se dedica
principalmente a llevar a cabo operaciones de seguridad ilegales, que a menudo son
justificadas como medidas de aplicacion de la ley o de lucha contra el trafico de
migrantes. E1 Grupo 20/20 también ha puesto en practica la decision de las fuerzas de
seguridad de las HAF de atacar fisicamente a personas influyentes, activistas de los
medios sociales y otros criticos, con el objetivo de controlar la narrativa y mejorar la
imagen publica de Saddam Haftar (véanse parrs. 43 y 49). Los medios de
comunicacion difundieron un informe no verificado acerca de un cambio en la
clasificacion y la base del grupo 20/20'°, pero el Grupo no observd indicios
significativos sobre el terreno de que eso hubiese ocurrido.

Influencia economica y participacion politica

22. Bajo el liderazgo de Saddam Haftar, el “Organismo de Servicios y Produccion
Tariq Ibn Ziyad”? (Organismo TBZ) estuvo muy activo durante el periodo que abarca
el informe. El Organismo TBZ se dedica al mantenimiento de carreteras, la
recoleccion de residuos y la construccion de edificios publicos en Bengasi, Sabha,
Derna y otras zonas controladas por las LAAF. El Organismo TBZ actia como un
proveedor de servicios que obtiene contratos publicos y suele subcontratar a otras
empresas. También ha participado directamente en el plan de expansion futura de la
metropolis de Bengasi (véase el anexo 12). Ademas, Saddam Haftar controla

15 Abdulfatah y Abdulrazek al-Nadhuri pertenecen a la tribu Orfa (38,31,

16 Operacion de seguridad que tuvo lugar en junio de 2023.

17 véase S/2022/427, parr. 16.

18 Documentos confidenciales relacionados con las actividades de las fuerzas de seguridad en
Bengasi.

19 https://www.facebook.com/OyaNewsPaper/posts/745483423670197/ (4 de enero de 2023).

20 C\_u}“} GOlaadll JL\J R éJLL JL@A
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indirectamente Berniq Airways?! y mantiene una so6lida red en el sector bancario de
Bengasi, lo cual facilita su acceso a lineas de crédito.

23. Belgacem Haftar ha reforzado activamente la influencia de la familia Haftar en
la Camara de Representantes y en el Gobierno de Estabilidad Nacional??. Al parecer,
ha presionado para que la familia Haftar ejerza un mayor control sobre las
instituciones politicas del este de Libia?®,

24. La familia Haftar ha creado una importante red clientelar que le permite
controlar directamente los ascensos en el ejército y en el sector publico y la toma de
decisiones en el ambito politico. Esto significa que la familia Haftar tiene influencia
directa sobre el proceso politico nacional, que no puede avanzar sin su aquiescencia.

El efimero apoyo prestado por las fuerzas armadas arabes libias a las Fuerzas de
Apoyo Rapido en el Sudan

25. El conflicto armado que comenzo6 en el Sudan el 15 de abril de 2023 ha tenido
una repercusion muy limitada en el este de Libia. E1 Grupo determind que al comienzo
del conflicto algunos elementos de las LAAF prestaron apoyo militar a las Fuerzas
de Apoyo Rapido (FAR) mediante el suministro de material militar?*. Se establecid
un puente aéreo entre el aeropuerto de Bengasi (Benina) (HLLB) y el aeropuerto de
Kufra (HLLK). Se efectuaron vuelos los dias 16, 17 y 18 de abril de 20232, y, segin
algunos informes, una aeronave Ilyushin IL-76 realizdé actividades aéreas en el
aeropuerto de Kufra (HLLK)?. El 16 de abril de 2023 hubo un vuelo que no procedia
del aeropuerto de Benina (HLLB). Sin embargo, el vuelo estuvo en transito en ese
aeropuerto procedente de un lugar situado fuera de Libia que el Grupo no ha podido
identificar (véase la figura I).

26. Elaeropuerto de Kufra fue reforzado a principios de abril de 2023 por el batallon
128 de las LAAF?, que cuenta con numerosos sudaneses en sus filas. El material
militar fue transportado por carretera rumbo al sur, hacia la zona del paso fronterizo
de Ayn Kazit, e ingreso en el Sudan, donde las FAR recogieron los suministros?®. El
20 de abril de 2023, las LAAF cerraron oficialmente el paso fronterizo de Ayn Kazit?
y el control pas6 a manos de las FAR (véase la figura I1)%. Esta ruta terrestre desde
Kufra es una ruta lucrativa para el contrabando de drogas, vehiculos y, con frecuencia,
personas, lo que convierte a las FAR en uno de los principales asociados comerciales
de las unidades locales de las LAAF3L. El conflicto en el Sud4n ha interrumpido esta
ruta de contrabando.

2L https://bernig.aero/ar/en/.

22 \Véase S/2022/427, parr. 11.

% Documento confidencial procedente de una fuente diplomatica.

2 E| Grupo consulto al Grupo de Expertos establecido en virtud de la resolucion 1591 (2005).

% Fuentes confidenciales.

% https://twitter.com/joseph_ly7/status/1648066174259720192(17 de abril de 2023), y fuentes
confidenciales de la aviacion.

27 E| batallon 128 de las LAAF esta al mando del brigadier Hassan Maatug Zedma. Fuentes
confidenciales de la comunidad diplomatica en Libia.

2 Fuentes confidenciales de la comunidad diplomatica en Libia.

2% Normalmente controlada por el batallén Subul Al-Salam de las LAAF, con base en Kufra.

O https://www.facebook.com/Fawaselmedia/photos/a.155819376163364/819519316460030/
(19 de abril de 2023); https://libyareview.com/33833/trade-suspended-near-libyan-sudanese-
border/ (20 de abril de 2023), y fuente confidencial.

81 Fuentes confidenciales de la comunidad diplomatica en Libia; y
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2023/5/1/what-does-fighting-in-darfur-mean-for-sudans-
western-frontier (1 de mayo de 2023).

w

23-15247 11/294


https://berniq.aero/ar/en/
https://undocs.org/es/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/1591(2005)
https://twitter.com/joseph_ly7/status/1648066174259720192
https://www.facebook.com/Fawaselmedia/photos/a.155819376163364/819519316460030/
https://libyareview.com/33833/trade-suspended-near-libyan-sudanese-border/
https://libyareview.com/33833/trade-suspended-near-libyan-sudanese-border/
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2023/5/1/what-does-fighting-in-darfur-mean-for-sudans-western-frontier
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2023/5/1/what-does-fighting-in-darfur-mean-for-sudans-western-frontier

S/2023/673

12/294

Figura I
Operaciones de las Fuerzas de Apoyo Rapido y las fuerzas armadas arabes libias,

abril de 2023

RSF and LAAF operations (April 2023)
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Figura II
Trafico aproximandose por carretera a la zona del paso fronterizo de Ayn Kazit
(1 de mayo de 2023)*

Fuente: Google Earth.

27. El Grupo recibi6 confirmacion de que miembros de las LAAF, como minimo,
facilitaron el traslado de material militar desde el aeropuerto de Kufra hasta la
frontera sudanesa utilizando combatientes sudaneses afiliados al batallon 128. El
Grupo determind que un capitan de las FAR recibio instrucciones de su mando de
trasladarse desde El Geneina (Darfur Occidental, Sudan) hasta la frontera con Libia
para recoger material militar®®. La cronologia de su movimiento es coherente con la
entrega de material mencionada en los parrafos anteriores.

28. Los suministros militares estaban destinados a las unidades de las FAR que
participaban en la lucha por el control del aeropuerto de Merowe (HSMN)3*, en el
Sudan, situado a 800 km de la frontera con Libia. Las FAR habian capturado el
aeropuerto el 15 de abril de 2023, pero las Fuerzas Armadas Sudanesas recuperaron
el control el 16 de abril de 2023%, Esta actividad operacional tuvo lugar antes del
movimiento de suministros militares identificado por el Grupo. Posteriormente, el 20
de abril de 2023 las Fuerzas Armadas Sudanesas interrumpieron la cadena de
suministro procedente de Libia al capturar la base logistica de las FAR conocida como
“Shafir Lit” o “Chevrolet”, situada cerca de Karab Toum 6%,

29. EIl Grupo considera que Khalifa Haftar no orden6 directamente esa operacion de
reabastecimiento, y que ordend que su interrupcion cuando tuvo conocimiento de
ella®. Esta evaluacién se ve respaldada por una declaracién que el Comandante en
Jefe de las Fuerzas Armadas Sudanesas, General Abdel Fattah al-Burhan, formul6 el
23 de abril de 2023, en la que indicé que Haftar no apoyaba a las FAR®. El Grupo
considera que solo algunas fuerzas de las LAAF participaron como facilitadores en
esa efimera operacion de apoyo y que su participacion no indica ningun apoyo a largo
plazo de las LAAF a las FAR en el conflicto del Sudan.

30. Elementos de las LAAF pertenecientes al batallon 128 actuaron inicialmente de
forma autéonoma para prestar apoyo a las FAR, probablemente basandose en los
vinculos existentes entre ellos en materia de contrabando. Esto demuestra que algunas

32 21°43'37,13" N, 24°59' 1,28" E a las 0826 UTC.

% Fuente confidencial perteneciente a un grupo armado sudanés.

34 18°26'35" N, 31°50' 35" E.

3 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JL6zpY13fs0 (15 de abril de 2023), y
https://sudantribune.com/article273048/ (16 de abril de 2023).

% 20°13' 34,68" N, 25° 30' 7,99" E.

87 https://tass.com/world/1606961 (20 de abril de 2023).

% Fuentes confidenciales de la comunidad diplomatica en Libia.

3 https://english.ahram.org.eg/News/496267.aspx (22 de abril de 2023), y
https://en.alwasat.ly/news/libya/396435 (22 de abril de 2023).
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unidades situadas en el sur de Libia no necesitan la aprobacion previa del cuartel
general de las LAAF para sus operaciones de contrabando.

31. El Grupo considera que, si bien algunos elementos de las LAAF facilitaron el
movimiento interno de material militar dentro de Libia, no hay pruebas de que las
LAAF, como organizacion, hayan transferido fisicamente material militar fuera de
Libia. En consecuencia, el Grupo no puede confirmar que se haya producido una
violacion del embargo de armas.

32. El Grupo considera que las FAR infringieron el parrafo 10 de la resolucion 1970
(2011) al comprar material militar a Libia.

B. Gruposy agentes terroristas internacionales

33. Durante el periodo que abarca el informe, las Fuerzas Armadas del Gobierno de
Unidad Nacional y las HAF desarticularon al menos cinco células terroristas y
detuvieron a miembros clave de grupos terroristas en diversos lugares de Libia (véase
el anexo 13). Los patrullajes que las HAF llevaron a cabo en la region meridional
dieron como resultado una disminucién de las capacidades operacionales de los
grupos terroristas en Libia. Como consecuencia de ello, durante el periodo que abarca
el informe no se reivindico ningun atentado terrorista. Por el contrario, durante el
periodo abarcado en el informe anterior las unidades de las HAF situadas en el sur
fueron blanco de ese tipo de ataques en forma reiterada. Las entidades de seguridad
libias responsables de la lucha antiterrorista en la region occidental confirmaron que
la region, y en particular Bani Walid, anteriormente conocida como santuario de
terroristas, no habia sufrido ningln atentado terrorista desde que las Fuerzas Armadas
del Gobierno de Unidad Nacional iniciaron operaciones antiterroristas en esa ciudad.
Sin embargo, la amenaza del terrorismo sigue siendo elevada, dada la porosidad de
las fronteras de Libia y la intensificacion de los conflictos en algunos paises vecinos
situados al sur.

1. Estado Islamico en el Iraq y el Levante-Libia (QDe.165)

34. Las HAF llevaron a cabo en forma periédica operaciones antiterroristas en el
sur de Libia, dirigidas especificamente contra bases pertenecientes al Estado Islamico
en el Iraq y el Levante-Libia (EIIL-Libia, QDe.165). Esas operaciones no solo
obligaron al grupo a reubicarse en distintas ciudades de la region meridional, sino que
también dieron como resultado la eliminacion de comandantes de campo clave. Una
de esas figuras fue Mehdi Rajab Salem Dango (también conocido como Abu al-
Barakat), un ciudadano libio que fue el responsable de haber creado en 2016 en Libia
la organizacion terrorista afiliada al EIIL conocida como Ejército del Sahara“.

35. En el resumen publico de las actividades globales realizadas en 2022 (véase el
anexo 14), los dirigentes del EIIL afirmaron que su rama libia habia mantenido una
presencia reducida en Libia, donde solo habia perpetrado tres atentados*'. Durante el
periodo que abarca el informe, el EIIL-Libia no reivindicé la autoria de ningin
atentado terrorista.

40 Conferencia de prensa de la Fiscalia General, en la que se presentaron los resultados de las

investigaciones sobre el EIIL-Libia efectuadas en 2017. Disponible en
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_V22E2z0T3c (29 de septiembre de 2017).
41 Véase S/2022/427, anexo 13, cuadro 12.1.
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Cuestiones regionales

Comision Militar Conjunta 5+5

36. La Comision Militar Conjunta 5+5 sigue enfrentandose a varias dificultades que
obstaculizan la retirada efectiva de las fuerzas extranjeras de Libia, entre ellas la falta
de mando y control unificados debido a la fragmentacion del panorama en materia de
seguridad, la falta de confianza entre los distintos actores libios y las influencias e
intereses externos. Hasta el momento en que se redacté este informe, ningln
combatiente extranjero, fuerza extranjera o mercenario afiliado a las partes en
conflicto habia abandonado Libia en el marco de las gestiones desplegadas por la
Comision Militar Conjunta 5+5.

Grupos armados y combatientes extranjeros
Combatientes sirios

37. El Grupo determin6é que combatientes sirios respaldados por Tiirkiye seguian
estando constantemente presentes en diferentes campamentos militares de las Fuerzas
Armadas del Gobierno de Unidad Nacional en la region de Tripoli. Por ejemplo, el
Grupo determiné que un grupo de al menos 300 combatientes sirios afiliados al grupo
Sultan Suleiman Shah estaba presente en el campamento militar de Sidi Bilal (véase
el anexo 15), donde ha habido entrenamiento regular®’. A lo largo del periodo que
abarca el informe, esos combatientes sirios alternaron entre Libia y la Republica
Arabe Siria. Mientras estuvieron en Libia permanecieron en campamentos militares
y no participaron en ninguna actividad militar sobre el terreno.

Combatientes chadianos

38. Combatientes chadianos del Frente para la Alternancia y la Concordia en el
Chad, pertenecientes principalmente a la etnia tubu, habian participado anteriormente
en enfrentamientos armados contra la brigada TBZ*%. Esos combatientes permanecen
en el sur de Libia y han sido tolerados por las HAF, incluidas la brigada TBZ y la
brigada 128 con base en Sabha. Elementos del Frente para la Alternancia y la
Concordia en el Chad estuvieron presentes en la frontera con el Niger, cerca de la
localidad de Al-Qatrun, donde operaban un puesto de control. Los lideres del grupo
se han establecido en una zona remota cercana a la frontera con el Niger. Las HAF
les permitieron reabastecer a sus fuerzas en la localidad de Sabha*t. El Grupo ha
determinado que la nueva postura de las HAF hacia el Frente para la Alternancia y la
Concordia en el Chad les ha ayudado a gestionar su relacion con las tribus tubu de la
zona y a asegurarse el control de la frontera y de las carreteras de la zona.

39. Al parecer, a principios de marzo de 2023 al menos 30 miembros del Frente para
la Alternancia y la Concordia en el Chad regresaron de Libia al Chad y a su regreso
entregaron sus armas, en el marco del proceso de reconciliacién chadiano®®. El Grupo
se comunicé por escrito con las autoridades del Chad® para solicitar mas informacién
al respecto, pero no ha recibido respuesta.

42 E| grupo sirio Sultan Suleiman Shah demostrando parte de su adiestramiento. Disponible en
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0TzkXwTrdww (8 de abril de 2023).

43 Véase S/2022/427, parrs. 26 y 27.

4 Fuentes confidenciales de un grupo armado.

4 https://www.alwihdainfo.com/D-ex-combattants-rebelles-du-FACT-regagnent-le-Tchad-dans-le-
cadre-de-la-reconciliation-nationale_a121735.html (2 de marzo de 2023), y
https://libyaobserver.ly/inbrief/chad-announces-return-rebel-group-libya (6 de marzo de 2023).

46 15 de marzo de 2023.
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D.

Actos que entorpecen o erosionan la transicion politica en Libia

40. El Grupo continud prestando atencidén a cualquier acto que pudiera quedar
comprendido en los criterios de designacion indicados en el parrafo 11 de la
resolucion 2644 (2022) y tratando de identificar a los autores. Se determind que habia
habido incidentes que potencialmente cumplian esos criterios. El Grupo contintia
investigando esos incidentes, entre los que se incluyen, por ejemplo, los ataques
contra personas a las que se considera partidarias de la candidatura de Saif al-Islam
Qadhafi (LYi.017) a la presidencia o asociadas a ella*’.

Actos que contravienen disposiciones vigentes del derecho
internacional humanitario y del derecho internacional de
los derechos humanos o constituyen abusos contra los
derechos humanos

41. En cumplimiento de lo dispuesto en el parrafo 11 a) de la resolucion 2213 (2015)
y en resoluciones posteriores, el Grupo investigd actos cometidos en Libia que
contravinieron el derecho internacional humanitario o el derecho internacional de los
derechos humanos o constituyeron abusos contra los derechos humanos.

42. Durante el periodo que abarca el informe, el Grupo determin6 que se produjeron
22 incidentes de hostilidades armadas entre grupos armados en las zonas densamente
pobladas de Tripoli y Zawiya. Esas hostilidades dejaron un saldo de: a) mas de 130
civiles muertos o heridos; b) dafios a bienes de caracter civil y, en algunos casos,
destruccion de esos bienes; c¢) desplazamiento de la poblacion civil local, y d) un
riesgo considerable de que se produjeran pérdidas civiles por municiones sin detonar.
Ese dafio sustancial a la poblacion civil se debid principalmente al uso de armas
explosivas en zonas predominantemente residenciales y habitadas por civiles y al
hecho de que, en general, los beligerantes no tomaron todas las precauciones viables
a fin de evitar o al menos minimizar los dafios incidentales a la poblacion civil. Si
bien el Grupo identifico a las partes implicadas en esos incidentes, las considerables
dificultades enfrentadas para llevar a cabo una investigacion obstaculizaron la
posibilidad de que el Grupo evaluara la legalidad de cada ataque y la potencial
culpabilidad resultante en virtud del derecho internacional humanitario. Esas
dificultades incluyen: a) la falta de acceso fisico a los lugares y personas afectados,
b) la limitada disponibilidad de informaciéon corroborada en lo que respecta a los
ataques contra objetos, c) el caracter insuficiente de pruebas de vinculacién que
permitan verificar la exactitud del analisis del impacto del ataque debido a la similitud
entre los respectivos modus operandi de las partes implicadas, y d) la falta de
informacion creible sobre el proceso de planificacion y decision de los atentados, si
lo hubiese. En consecuencia, en esta fase de la investigacion no es posible determinar
si se ha alcanzado el umbral probatorio necesario para atribuir la posible conducta
ilicita a las entidades y personas responsables.

Violaciones del derecho internacional humanitario y del derecho internacional
de los derechos humanos cometidas en situaciones de privacion de libertad

43. El Grupo descubri6 14 casos de violacion del derecho internacional humanitario
y del derecho internacional de los derechos humanos que habian ocurrido en el centro
de detencion de Tripoli controlado por el Cuerpo de Disuasidn para la Lucha contra
la Delincuencia y el Terrorismo y en centros de detencién controlados por las HAF 48

47 Véase el anexo 17.
4 En los anexos 16, 18, 19, 20 y 21 se sefialan las ubicaciones conocidas de todos los centros de

detencion y otros lugares de reclusion.
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y situados en Ajdabiyah, Al-Bayda, Bengasi y Sirte*°. Esos grupos armados utilizaron
sistematicamente las operaciones de detencién para: a) castigar a civiles que
supuestamente disentian de la autoridad territorial de los lideres de los grupos
armados; b) aterrorizar a la poblacion civil de determinados barrios residenciales para
asegurarse el control ¢ imponer la obediencia; c) incapacitar a las personas que
supuestamente representaban una amenaza para las actividades econdmicas ilegales
de los grupos armados; d) saldar cuentas personales que algunos miembros de los
grupos armados tenian con algunos de los civiles que fueron objeto de los ataques, y
e) demostrar autonomia territorial y administrativa con respecto a las instituciones
nacionales oficiales responsables de la revision judicial de los casos de detencion
identificados.

Cuerpo de Disuasion para la Lucha contra la Delincuencia y el Terrorismo

44. El Grupo investigo seis incidentes de detencion arbitraria e ilegal, tratos crueles,
inhumanos o degradantes y violaciones graves del derecho a un juicio justo de
personas detenidas que se encontraban privadas de libertad en la carcel de Mitiga, en
Tripoli®, controlada por el Cuerpo de Disuasion para la Lucha contra la Delincuencia
y el Terrorismo °'. En esos incidentes, las autoridades encargadas de la detencion
privaron flagrantemente a las seis personas detenidas de garantias procesales y
judiciales basicas. En particular, privaron intencionadamente a las personas detenidas
de la proteccion de la ley al negarse reiteradamente a aplicar las decisiones judiciales
oficiales, incluidas las ordenes judiciales que disponian que los detenidos
compareciesen ante un juez (véase el anexo 16). Este patron constante de aislamiento
deliberado de las personas detenidas y ejercicio de un control auténomo del acceso
de las personas detenidas a la proteccion, una cuestion sobre la que el Grupo ha
informado periédicamente desde 2015%, ha convertido a la carcel de Mitiga en una
herramienta de maltrato sistémico.

Fuerzas armadas arabes libias

45. El Grupo descubrié nueve incidentes de encarcelamiento ilegal, desaparicion
forzada, tortura o tratos crueles, inhumanos o degradantes de civiles que habian
ocurrido en dos centros de detencion no oficiales controlados por la brigada TBZ:

a)  Un centro de detencion situado en la base militar de la brigada en Sidi
Faraj, Bengasi®;

b) Una seccion de detencion dentro del centro de detencion de Guernada (Al-
Bayda)®, al que se esta convirtiendo en un centro mas grande e independiente (véase
el anexo 16)%.

46. Los detenidos eran sometidos regularmente a: a) palizas brutales con tubos de
plastico y objetos metdalicos; b) privacion sensorial severa durante periodos
prolongados de hasta 30 dias; c¢) detencion prolongada en régimen de incomunicacioén
en condiciones degradantes y humillantes, sin acceso a un inodoro y sin ropa limpia,
y d) acoso e intimidacion constantes mientras estaban expuestos al sonido de las
palizas y los gritos de otros detenidos. Se utilizaron con particular crueldad métodos
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Articulos 9 y 14 del Pacto Internacional de Derechos Civiles y Politicos.

Véanse, por ejemplo, S/2015/128, parr. 82; S/2016/209, parr. 91; S/2018/812, parr. 40;
S/2021/229, parr. 35; S/2022/427, parr. 39, y el anexo 21.
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Articulo 3 comun a los cuatro Convenios de Ginebra de 1949, y articulos 7 y 9 del Pacto
Internacional de Derechos Civiles y Politicos.
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fisicos y psicoldgicos para infligir torturas y otros malos tratos a los detenidos, lo cual
les causé traumas psicologicos y ansiedad®®.

47. Sobre la base de pruebas testimoniales y documentales coincidentes, el Grupo
determind que el jefe de la seccion de detencion de la brigada TBZ en el centro de
Guernada, Mohammed Salim Mustafa Alhaj Idrees (también conocido como
Mohamed al-Tagouri), ha sido desde 2021 directamente responsable de la supervision
de los malos tratos infligidos en forma habitual a los detenidos a su cargo.

Respuesta de las fuerzas armadas arabes libias a las conclusiones del Grupo

48. Cuando se le ofrecié la oportunidad de responder al Grupo, el mando de las
LAAF impugné las conclusiones en lo que respecta a: a) la existencia de los dos
centros de detencion no oficiales, b) las violaciones constantes del derecho
internacional humanitario y del derecho internacional de los derechos humanos
descubiertas por el Grupo, y c) la responsabilidad de las unidades de las HAF
implicadas y de sus miembros, incluido el jefe de la seccion de detencion de
Guernada, Mohamed al-Tagouri®’.

49. En primer lugar, el mando de las LAAF sostuvo que las instalaciones de detencion
de la base militar de la brigada TBZ en Sidi Faraj son exclusivamente para su personal
militar. También sostuvo que en la base no hay instalaciones para recluir o detener a
civiles. En cuanto al centro de detencion de Guernada, afirmé que el centro y todas sus
secciones dependen exclusivamente del Ministerio del Interior, y que no existe ninguna
seccion de detencion separada que esté bajo el mando de la brigada TBZ.

50. En segundo lugar, el mando de las LAAF declardé que no ha habido malos tratos
a los detenidos en el centro de detencion de Guernada, que estad equipado para
proporcionar atencion médica periddica a los detenidos que la necesiten, y que se
permite regularmente el acceso al centro a observadores humanitarios independientes.

51. Entercer lugar, el mando de las LAAF afirmé que Mohamed al-Tagouri no tenia
ninguna responsabilidad en lo que respecta a las detenciones o a cualquier otra
cuestion relacionada con el centro de detencion de Guernada porque es miembro de
la policia militar de las LAAF, que es responsable de proporcionar seguridad externa
fuera de las instalaciones del centro de detencion de Guernada. Cuando se le ofrecio
la oportunidad de responder a las conclusiones del Grupo, Al-Tagouri confirmé que:
a) no hay ninguna seccion de detencion bajo el control de la brigada TBZ en el centro
de detencion de Guernada, b) €l es miembro de la policia militar de las LAAF y no
tiene funciones de mando, y ¢) en su calidad de miembro de la policia militar, lleva a
cabo tareas habituales de seguridad como vigilar el centro de detencién de Guernada
y escoltar a los detenidos entre los lugares de detencién y los tribunales®®,

52. Ni el mando de las LAAF ni Al-Tagouri aportaron pruebas que convencieran al
Grupo de la veracidad de sus declaraciones. De hecho, el Grupo dispone de numerosas
pruebas documentales y testimoniales independientes que corroboran sus conclusiones
(véase el anexo 16).

%6 Entrevistas del Grupo con testigos presenciales (fuentes confidenciales de derecho internacional
humanitario 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 73, 74 y 128).

57 Respuestas del mando general de las LAAF de 7 de julio de 2022 y 26 de junio de 2023, y reunién
virtual del Grupo con el mando general de las LAAF (9 de julio de 2023).

%8 Reunion virtual del Grupo con Mohamed Al-Tagouri (9 de julio de 2023).
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Ataques contra defensores de los derechos humanos, otros miembros
de la sociedad civil y periodistas

53. El Grupo investigd 21 incidentes de agresiones contra defensores de los
derechos humanos, trabajadores humanitarios, activistas sociales, académicos y
periodistas cometidos en Ajdabiyah, Al-Bayda, Bengasi, Sirte y Tripoli®®. Las
personas que fueron objeto de los ataques fueron privadas de su libertad de expresion
mediante: a) actos violentos de privacion ilegal de la libertad fisica, malos tratos y
quema y destruccion de su propiedad privada, b) abuso verbal, y ¢) amenazas directas
a ellas y a sus familiares directos de que se cometerian o se volverian a cometer actos
violentos de ese tipo contra ellas si desobedecian las 6rdenes de los agresores®’. Los
agresores utilizaron indebidamente y en forma deliberada leyes nacionales para
calificar a las victimas de “delincuentes”, “narcotraficantes”, “apostatas” y “espias”,
en un intento de justificar los actos de violencia e intimidacién cometidos contra las
personas atacadas y obtener el apoyo de la opinién publica.

54. Entre las principales entidades responsables de los ataques figuraban la oficina
de la Agencia de Seguridad Interna en Tripoli, las sucursales de la agencia de
seguridad interna en Bengasi y Tobruk, controladas por las HAF, la brigada TBZ y el
grupo 20/20. Para identificar a las personas que fueron blanco de los ataques, los
miembros de esas entidades recurrian a la vigilancia de sus actividades politicas,
sociales y profesionales o a la realizacion de redadas violentas. Posteriormente, las
atacaban con el objetivo de establecer un control total sobre sus acciones (véase el
anexo 17).

Respuesta de las fuerzas armadas arabes libias a las conclusiones del Grupo

55. El mando de las LAAF también impugno las conclusiones del Grupo en lo que
respecta a la responsabilidad del grupo 20/20 y su comandante, Ali Al Mashai
(también conocido como Ali Abdel Salam Ahmed), en lo que respecta a las
operaciones de seguridad ilegales y las concomitantes violaciones del derecho
internacional de los derechos humanos cometidas contra civiles en Sirte en agosto de
20221, En su respuesta, Ali Al Mashai adujo: a) que no existia un grupo 20/20 dentro
de las HAF, pero que tenia conocimiento de la existencia de una unidad militar del
mismo nombre con base en Tripoli, y b) que era sargento de la brigada TBZ y no tenia
funciones de mando®. Ni el mando de las LAAF ni Ali Al Mashai aportaron pruebas
que convencieran al Grupo de la veracidad de sus declaraciones. De hecho, el Grupo
dispone de numerosas pruebas documentales y testimoniales independientes que
corroboran sus conclusiones (véase el anexo 17).

Ataque contra personal de las Naciones Unidas

56. El Grupo tomo6 conocimiento de un incidente en el que tres miembros del
personal de la Mision de Apoyo de las Naciones Unidas en Libia (UNSMIL) en misioén
oficial fueron privados arbitraria e ilegalmente de su libertad el 1 de junio de 2023
por miembros de las LAAF que controlaban el aeropuerto de Bengasi (Benina). Las
autoridades que efectuaron la detencion violaron los derechos procesales de los
miembros del personal de la UNSMIL y los sometieron a tratos inhumanos y

59 Entrevistas del Grupo con testigos presenciales (fuentes confidenciales 31, 32, 62, 63, 64, 79,
83y 127).

80 Articulos 7, 9 y 19 del Pacto Internacional de Derechos Civiles y Politicos.

61 Respuestas del mando general de las LAAF de 26 de junio de 2023, y reunion virtual del Grupo
con el mando general de las LAAF (9 de julio de 2023).

62 Reunion virtual del Grupo con Mohamed Ali Al Mashai (9 de julio de 2023).
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degradantes durante su detencién®. El Grupo considera que, ademas de los actos
enumerados en el parrafo 11 a) de la resolucion 2213 (2015), esta conducta por parte
de los responsables cumple los criterios de designacion en lo que respecta a la
planificacion, la direccion o la participacion en ataques contra el personal de las
Naciones Unidas en virtud del parrafo 11 de la resolucion 2441 (2018).

Violaciones del derecho internacional humanitario y del derecho internacional
de los derechos humanos cometidas contra migrantes y solicitantes de asilo

57. El Grupo detectdé en Libia ocho rutas utilizadas para la trata de personas y el
trafico de migrantes. Esas rutas son explotadas por redes libias de tratantes y
traficantes de personas que cuentan con elementos internacionales y regionales en 17
paises, entre ellos Alemania, Bangladesh, Egipto, los Emiratos Arabes Unidos,
Eritrea, Etiopia, Francia, Italia, el Libano, Marruecos, el Niger, Nigeria, el Pakistan,
Portugal, la Republica Arabe Siria, Somalia y el Sudan. Los parametros clave de esas
rutas figuran en el anexo 18.

58. EIl Grupo investigd 64 casos de violaciones de derechos humanos cometidas
contra migrantes, entre ellos 26 niflos, que habian sido victimas de trata y privados
de su libertad en lugares de detencion ilegales situados a lo largo de esas rutas (véanse
las figuras III y IV). Las victimas eran sometidas constantemente a actos de
esclavitud, violacion, esclavitud sexual, prostitucion forzada, inanicion deliberada y
tortura, asi como a tratos crueles y extremadamente degradantes (véase el anexo 18).
El Grupo determiné que esos abusos de los derechos humanos habian sido cometidos
en el transcurso de operaciones delictivas organizadas. Esas redes de traficantes
privadas operaban en colaboracion con grupos armados libios y utilizaban empresas
ilegales bien desarrolladas situadas en Libia y en el extranjero con el objetivo de
generar importantes beneficios financieros y de otro tipo para esos actores.

8 Entrevistas del Grupo con fuentes confidenciales 08, 61y 64. Articulos 7 y 9 del Pacto
Internacional de Derechos Civiles y Politicos.
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Figura III

Rutas detectadas utilizadas para la trata de personas y el trafico de migrantes
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59. El Grupo identifico a tres de esas empresas ilegales que operan en Libia desde
al menos 2021:

a) Las empresas de trata y trafico que pertenecen a la Red Zawiya y operan
bajo su control®;

b) Un plan de negocios ilegales desarrollado y explotado por algunos
guardias y algunos miembros de la Brigada 42 en centros de detencién de migrantes
situados en Tripoli que estan bajo la autoridad del Departamento de Lucha contra la
Migracion Ilegal, y

c) Operaciones basadas en la extorsion organizada dirigidas por algunos
miembros de las LAAF y de las HAF en Bardiyah, Bengasi, Musa'id, Tobruk y Umm
Sa'd.

Red Zawiya ampliada

60. El Grupo determind que el comandante de la Guardia de las Instalaciones
Petroleras en Zawiya, Mohamed Al Amin Al-Arabi Kashlaf (LYi.025), y el
comandante de la Guardia Costera libia en Zawiya, Abd al-Rahman al-Milad
(LYi.026), junto con Osama Al-Kuni Ibrahim (LYi.029), continuaban dirigiendo una
importante red de trata y trafico en Zawiya. Desde que fueron incluidos en la lista en
2018, los dos comandantes han seguido expandiendo esa red mediante la inclusion de
entidades armadas que operan en las zonas de Warshafana, Sabrata y Zuwara. La Red
Zawiya ampliada incluye ahora elementos de la Brigada 55, el mando del Cuerpo de
Apoyo a la Estabilidad en Zawiya, y en particular sus unidades maritimas, y algunos
miembros de la Guardia Costera libia, todos los cuales operan con el objetivo de poner
en practica el plan comuin de la Red de obtener sustanciosas ganancias financieras y
activos de otra indole a través de actividades relacionadas con la trata de personas y
el trafico de migrantes.

61. Ese plan abarca: a) la extorsion organizada y el control de redes privadas de
trata de personas y trafico de migrantes que operan en zonas que estan bajo el control
territorial y maritimo de la Red; b) la extorsion de los migrantes detenidos bajo su
control mediante actos de maltrato brutal; c¢) la explotacion de los migrantes detenidos
bajo su control mediante su utilizacion como mano de obra forzada para trabajos de
construccion en fabricas de embarcaciones, viviendas y otras instalaciones de
propiedad de la Red, y d) la creacion de oportunidades y acuerdos comerciales con
grupos armados locales para facilitar sus actividades delictivas de trata y trafico de
personas y contrabando de articulos ilicitos®®.

62. La Red ha establecido un sistema de detencion irregular que comprende los
centros de detencion de migrantes de Al-Nasr, Al-Maya y Al-Zahra, asi como
multiples lugares de prision provisional en las zonas de Zawiya y Harsha, donde
elementos de la Red cometieron graves violaciones del derecho internacional
humanitario y del derecho internacional de los derechos humanos contra 34
detenidos®®. A través de ese sistema de detencion la Red ejerce el control fisico de las
personas que han sido objeto de trata o trafico con el fin de obtener ganancias
financieras y de otro tipo en beneficio de sus miembros. Esa actividad abarcaba varias
fases operacionales: a) la fase previa a la detencion; b) la fase de captura y retorno;
c) la fase de detencidn, y d) la fase de liberacidn, en los casos correspondientes (véase

64
65
66

S/2018/812, y S/2019/914, péarr. 57.

Entrevistas del Grupo con exdetenidos (fuentes confidenciales 27, 55, 58 y 122).

Articulo 3 comun a los cuatro Convenios de Ginebra; articulos 4 y 5 del Protocolo Adicional Il
a los cuatro Convenios de Ginebra de 12 de agosto de 1949; articulos 7, 8 y 9 del Pacto
Internacional de Derechos Civiles y Politicos, y articulo 37 de la Convencion sobre los
Derechos del Nifio.
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la figura V). Cuando miembros de la Guardia Costera libia o unidades maritimas del
Cuerpo de Apoyo a la Estabilidad capturaban a migrantes en el mar y los devolvian a
tierra, las autoridades encargadas de la detencion evaluaban a los migrantes
capturados en funcion de su género, nacionalidad y origen étnico con el fin de
determinar su respectiva capacidad para pagar por su liberacion. Los migrantes a los
que se consideraba capaces de pagar tasas de liberacion mas elevadas, la gran mayoria
de los cuales procedian de Bangladesh o del Pakistan, eran separados y trasladados
en camiones a los centros de detencion de Al-Nasr o Al-Zahra. Otros eran llevados al
centro de detencion de Al-Maya (véase el anexo 19).

Filial de Al-Nasr

63. La Red Zawiya sigue estando centralizada en el centro de detencion de
migrantes de Al-Nasr®, en Zawiya, dirigido por Osama Al-Kuni Ibrahim (LYi.029)%,
Sobre de la base de numerosas pruebas de la existencia de un cuadro persistente de
abusos contra los derechos humanos, el Grupo determin6é que Abd al-Rahman al-
Milad (LYi.026) y Osama al-Kuni Ibrahim (LYi.029) seguian siendo responsables de
las torturas, trabajos forzosos y otros malos tratos infligidos a personas recluidas
ilegalmente en el centro de detencion de Al-Nasr con el fin de extorsionarlas para que
pagaran grandes sumas de dinero y también como forma de castigo.

Filial de Al-Maya

64. El Grupo recibié mas pruebas de las continuas violaciones de los derechos
humanos cometidas contra detenidos en el centro de detencion de Al-Maya®, entre
ellas privacion ilegal de libertad, torturas, palizas brutales y condiciones de detencion
horrorosas que degradaron y traumatizaron gravemente a 24 detenidos, entre ellos
2 nifios. Once testigos presenciales reconocieron a Muammar al-Dhawi, comandante
de la Brigada 55, y a Mohamed Al-Kabouti, comandante de facto del centro de
detencion de Al-Maya, como dos de los principales responsables de los abusos
sistematicos cometidos contra las personas recluidas en ese centro de detencion.

65. El Grupo determind que el mismo patron de actos violentos tenia lugar en un
centro de detencion secreta de migrantes, a saber, el centro de detencion de Al-Zahra,
conocido como “Prisién 557, en Warshafana™. Durante el periodo comprendido entre
abril de 2021 y noviembre de 2022 ese centro estuvo a cargo de Mohamed Al-Kabouti
y otras personas que estaban a cargo de la Red Zawiya, entre ellas Abd al-Rahman al-
Milad (LYi.026) (véase el anexo 19).

Filial de Harsha

66. El Grupo determin6 ademas que, como parte de su lucrativo negocio privado de
trata y trafico de personas, Abd al-Rahman al-Milad (LYi.026) y otro oficial de la
Guardia Costera libia, Haytham al-Tumi, abusaron de sus cargos al capturar
ilegalmente a migrantes en el mar y remitirlos a centros de detencion irregulares que
estaban bajo el control efectivo de Al-Tumi. Ese plan fue coordinado con tratantes y
traficantes locales de personas de las zonas costeras de Sabrata, Zawiya y Zuwara.
Cuatro nifios que estaban detenidos ilegalmente fueron utilizados en forma
sistematica como mano de obra esclava en fabricas de construccion de embarcaciones

67.32°46' 18,5" N, 12° 41' 46,7" E.
88 5/2021/229, parr. 46; y entrevistas del Grupo con exdetenidos (fuentes confidenciales 65, 66,

67, 68y 122).

89 5/2022/427, parrs. 50 y 51.
70.32°41'34,7" N, 12° 52' 08,2" E.

23/294


https://undocs.org/es/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/es/S/2022/427

$/2023/673

situadas en Harsha y Zawiya que eran de propiedad de Abd al-Rahman al-Milad
(LYi.026) y Haytham al-Tumi y eran dirigidas por ellos™.

Figura V
Modus operandi de 1a Red Zawiya ampliada

Modus operandi of the expanded Zawiyah Network
LCG Zawiyah i &) SSA Zawiyah
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Departamento de Lucha contra la Migracion llegal

67. Durante el periodo que abarca el informe, el Grupo observd que existia una
mayor consolidacion de las funciones de supervision y coordinacion del sistema
oficial de detencion de migrantes en Libia por parte de la sede del Departamento de
Lucha contra la Migracion Ilegal, situada en Tripoli. La administracion del
Departamento de Lucha contra la Migracion Ilegal ha ampliado recientemente su
sistema, y se han abierto o reabierto seis centros de detencion en el oeste y el sur de
Libia’. El sistema de detencién de migrantes consta actualmente de 30 centros de
detencién que alojan a unos 6.570 migrantes’s.

68. Desde mayo de 2023, la poblacion migrante alojada en los centros de detencion
del Departamento de Lucha contra la Migracion Ilegal ha aumentado un 41 % como
consecuencia de los masivos y arbitrarios arrestos y detenciones de migrantes que
agentes de seguridad libios y las HAF han llevado a cabo en multiples lugares de las
zonas occidental y oriental de Libia, como Tripoli, Tobruk y Zuwara’. Los migrantes
detenidos siguen careciendo de proteccion juridica y humanitaria, y no tienen acceso

7
7
73

~

Entrevistas del Grupo con exdetenidos (fuentes confidenciales 52, 53, 54 y 55).

Centros de detencion de Baten al Jabal, Daraj, Gat, Sabha, Sirte y Tariq al -Matar.

El Grupo observa que el nimero exacto de migrantes y solicitantes de asilo detenidos, asi como
la cantidad y la condicidn de los centros de detencion del Departamento de Lucha contra la
Migracidn llegal, varian con frecuencia. La cifra indicada corresponde al 25 de junio de 2023.
Para informacién sobre las operaciones de detencion masiva de migrantes en el este de Libia,
véase el anexo 21.

N

74
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regular a inspecciones administrativas y judiciales internas ni a observadores
humanitarios independientes’®.

69. En este contexto, el Grupo determin6 que durante el periodo comprendido entre
marzo y noviembre de 20227 se habian registrado malos tratos sisteméticos a
detenidos que habian sido cometidos por: a) algunos guardias de tres centros de
detencion que estaban bajo la autoridad del Departamento de Lucha contra la
Migracion Ilegal —los centros de detencion de Ayn Zara, Tariq al-Matar y Tariq al-
Sikkah— y de la seccion no oficial del centro de detencion de Ayn Zara; y b) la
direccion de facto de los centros de detencion oficiales y no oficiales de Ayn Zara.
Esos abusos fueron cometidos como parte del plan de negocios ilegales que esa red
operaba con el proposito de obtener ganancias financieras y de otro tipo de los
migrantes que se encontraban detenidos ilegalmente en esas instalaciones. Cinco
detenidos, entre ellos dos nifios no acompafiados de 12 y 13 afios, relataron en
repetidas ocasiones que como parte del plan habian sido trasladados entre esos centros
de detencion, donde algunos guardias los habian sometido a ellos y a otros detenidos
a palizas regulares y los habian mantenido en condiciones de vida inhumanas hasta
que las familias de los detenidos pagaron por su liberacion a través de intermediarios
contratados con ese fin’’.

70. Entre los individuos responsables, Abdul Hakim al-Ramadan al-Sheikh, director
de facto del centro de detencion de Ayn Zara y comandante del Batallon 4278, fue
identificado por cuatro testigos presenciales como responsable directo de supervisar
el plan en las alas oficiales y no oficiales del centro de detencion de Ayn Zara y de
dirigir los trabajos forzosos de los detenidos en las obras de construccion situadas en
las inmediaciones del centro de detencion.

71. El plan abarcaba cuatro fases operacionales: a) busqueda y retorno ® de
migrantes en el mar, b) traslado desde los puntos de desembarque a los centros de
detencion del Departamento de Lucha contra la Migracion Ilegal, c¢) abusos contra
detenidos en esos centros de detencion, y d) liberacion de los detenidos que habian
sido victimas de abusos (véase el anexo 20).

Fuerzas afiliadas a Haftar

72. Desde finales de 2020, individuos pertenecientes a las HAF han utilizado un
nimero creciente de redes de trata y trafico de personas en el este de Libia para
desarrollar y controlar un sistema de explotacion de esas redes a cambio de permitirles
utilizar: a) el aeropuerto de Bengasi (Benina) como punto de entrada a Libia,
b) campamentos temporales y otras instalaciones en lugares que se encontraban bajo
el control territorial de las HAF, y c¢) puntos de salida de Libia para las embarcaciones
con migrantes que intentan llegar a aguas internacionales y dirigirse a puertos
europeos (véase el anexo 21). Entre los miembros de las unidades de las HAF que
cobraban regularmente las tasas de pago por esos servicios figuraban: a) miembros
de las LAAF que controlaban el aeropuerto de Bengasi (Benina); b) miembros de la
unidad de “hombres-rana” de la Guardia Costera libia de la region oriental (Al-

7!

o

76
7

N

78

79

Entrevistas del Grupo con fuentes confidenciales 04, 05, 08, 09 y 132. Véase también
S/2022/427, anexo 24.

Entrevistas del Grupo con exdetenidos (fuentes confidenciales 38, 39, 99, 101, 110y 114).
Articulos 7, 8 y 9 del Pacto Internacional de Derechos Civiles y Politicos, y articulo 37 de la
Convencidn sobre los Derechos del Nifio.

También ha representado al Cuerpo de Disuasion para la Lucha contra la Delincuenciay el
Terrorismo en las reuniones del comité conjunto 6+6.

Para las definiciones de los términos “busqueda y retorno” y “busqueda y salvamento”, véase el
anexo 22.
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I11.

Dafadi‘ al-Bashariyah), en coordinacion con unidades maritimas del grupo 20/20
situadas en Tobruk y Musa‘id, y ¢) elementos de la brigada TBZ en Umm Sa“‘d®.

Respuesta de las fuerzas armadas arabes libias a las conclusiones del Grupo

73. El mando de las LAAF impugnd las conclusiones del Grupo en lo que respecta
a la participacion del grupo 20/20 de las HAF o de otras unidades de las LAAF o de
las HAF en actividades relacionadas con la trata de personas y el trafico de migrantes
y en violaciones conexas del derecho internacional de los derechos humanos
cometidas contra migrantes retenidos en lugares que se encontraban bajo el control
efectivo de las HAF en los casos identificados por el Grupo. El mando de las LAAF
argumentd que todos los asuntos relacionados con la situacion de los migrantes,
incluidas las operaciones de aplicacion de la ley y otras operaciones de seguridad
similares, eran responsabilidad del ministerio del interior y, en particular, de las
oficinas del Departamento de Lucha contra la Migracion Ilegal en el este®. El mando
de las LAAF no aportd pruebas que convencieran al Grupo de la veracidad de sus
declaraciones. De hecho, el Grupo dispone de numerosas pruebas documentales y
testimoniales independientes que corroboran sus conclusiones (véase el anexo 21).

Implementacion del embargo de armas

74. En cumplimiento de lo dispuesto en los parrafos 9 a 13 de la resolucion
1970 (2011), modificada por resoluciones posteriores, el Grupo continu6 vigilando,
investigando y constatando infracciones®” e incumplimientos® del embargo de armas.
El Grupo continu6 perfeccionando y utilizando los indicadores de los tipos de envio
por via maritima o aérea para ayudar a determinar la probabilidad de que se
produjesen infracciones o incidentes y asi definir sus ejes de investigacion (véase el
anexo 23). Es necesario contar con multiples indicadores para determinar que un
buque, aeronave o aerolinea es de interés para el Grupo o para notificar que ha
cometido alguna infraccioén o incumplimiento.

75. El embargo de armas seguira siendo totalmente ineficaz mientras los Estados
Miembros puedan controlar el flujo logistico y las cadenas de suministro dirigidos a
las partes a las que brindan apoyo. Con excepcion de la incautacion de algunos

8

S

8

=

82

83

Entrevistas del Grupo con testigos presenciales (fuentes confidenciales 25 a 27, 47 a 51, 88 a
95, 96 a 99, 104, 105y 106).

Respuesta del mando general de las LAAF de 26 de junio de 2023, y reunion virtual del Grupo
con el mando general de las LAAF (9 de julio de 2023).

El Grupo considera que se ha producido una “infraccion” cuando ha habido transferencia fisica
de armas y material militar, adiestramiento o suministro de apoyo material. El Grupo utilizaba
anteriormente el término “infraccidn técnica” para referirse a los casos en que material militar,
como buques de guerra y aeronaves militares de carga, ingresa temporalmente en Libia sin que
exista una intencion real o creible de proporcionar capacidad militar a las partes en conflicto;
por ejemplo, el uso de aeronaves o buques militares por parte de Estados Miembros para
reabastecer a misiones diplomaticas, entregar articulos humanitarios o prestar asistencia
humanitaria. La recomendacién del Grupo relativa a este tipo de casos que figura en S/2022/427
(parrafo 60 y recomendacion 1) no fue aprobada. Por consiguiente, esos incidentes se notifican
ahora como “infracciones”, ya que el término “infraccion técnica” no fue aprobado.

El término “incumplimiento” se refiere a los casos en que una entidad no ha adoptado las
medidas adecuadas indicadas en la resolucion para evitar una infraccién (por ejemplo, al no
haber inspeccionado aeronaves o buques con destino a Libia) o para aportar al Comité o a su
Grupo informacion necesaria o previamente solicitada. El concepto de “incumplimiento técnico”
se refiere a las escasas situaciones en que no era razonable esperar que la parte responsable de la
transferencia supiera, en el momento de llevarla a cabo, que la transferencia constituiria un caso
de incumplimiento y que, por consiguiente, debia tomar medidas para mejorar sus protocolos y
procedimientos de diligencia debida.
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materiales, no se ha tomado ninguna medida contra las personas y entidades que han
sido denunciadas por infringir el embargo de armas y cumplen los criterios de
designacion indicados en el parrafo 11 e) de la resoluciéon 2213 (2015). En
consecuencia, el efecto disuasorio del régimen de sanciones sigue siendo
insignificante y las resoluciones pertinentes del Consejo son ignoradas impunemente.

76. E19 de junio de 2023, Libia actualizo la lista de 2018% de firmantes autorizados
para los certificados de usuario final, de conformidad con la nota a pie de pagina 3 de
la nota orientativa nim. 2 del Comité para la aplicacion de resoluciones, de 11 de
septiembre de 2014%. A pesar de las peticiones periédicas que el Comité ha formulado
a Libia, la lista de unidades declaradas bajo el control del Gobierno de Libia de
conformidad con la solicitud formulada en el parrafo 6 de la resolucion 2278 (2016),
reiterada en el preambulo de la resolucidon 2292 (2016) y reflejada en el parrafo 6 de
la resolucion 2362 (2017), no se ha actualizado desde el 30 de mayo de 2017%. En el
momento de redactar este informe, las fuerzas declaradas bajo control del Gobierno
siguen siendo la Guardia Costera libia, las unidades de eliminacion de municiones
explosivas y la Guardia Presidencial del Gobierno de Consenso Nacional, que ya no
es una unidad constituida (véase el anexo 24). Esto reduce significativamente las
opciones de que dispone el Gobierno de Libia para adquirir material militar de
conformidad con el embargo de armas. [Recomendacion 1].

77. Han pasado mas de 12 afios desde que se impusieron medidas restrictivas sobre
el suministro y la transferencia de armas y material militar a Libia en virtud de la
resolucion 1970 (2011). En el anexo 25 figura un resumen de los tipos de armas y
material militar que han sido transferidos a Libia durante ese periodo en violacion de
lo dispuesto en el parrafo 9 de esa resolucion. El resumen ilustra la variedad y la
complejidad técnica de las armas y el material militar de que se dispone actualmente
en Libia y sirve de referencia para ayudar a detectar futuras infracciones.

78. En el parrafo 19 de la resolucion 2213 (2015), el Consejo de Seguridad exhorto
a los Estados Miembros a que inspeccionaran en su territorio los buques y las
aeronaves que tuviesen su origen o su destino en Libia, si el Estado en cuestion
dispusiese de informacion que ofreciese motivos razonables para creer que la carga
contenia articulos prohibidos en virtud del parrafo 9 de la resolucion 1970 (2011). El
Grupo considera que los detalles contenidos en las cartas que envid a los Estados
Miembros implicados, junto con la amplia informacion de dominio publico, justifican
suficientemente en muchos casos la realizacion de inspecciones. Por consiguiente, el
Grupo considera que Egipto, los Emiratos Arabes Unidos, Jordania y la Republica
Arabe Siria incumplen lo dispuesto en el parrafo 19 de la resolucion 2213 (2015), ya
que no inspeccionaron la carga de buques o aeronaves comerciales sospechosos con
destino a Libia que se originaron en su territorio o pasaron por él, pese a que existian
motivos razonables para hacerlo.

84 21 de diciembre de 2018.

8 Disponible en https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sites/www.un.org.securitycouncil/files
/1970_ian2.pdf.

8 27 de octubre de 2020, 25 de mayo de 2021 y 31 de marzo de 2023. Véase también S/2022/427,
parr. 67 y recomendacion 2.
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A.

Infracciones, incumplimientos y otras cuestiones en el ambito
maritimo

Actores maritimos libios

79. Desde el anterior informe del Grupo®, la capacidad y las cadenas de mando de
los actores maritimos libios han evolucionado. La unidad maritima del Cuerpo de
Apoyo a la Estabilidad se integré formalmente en la Administracion General de
Seguridad Costera, que funciona bajo el control del Ministerio del Interior®. El
Cuerpo de Apoyo a la Estabilidad aumento6 su flota con al menos cuatro pequefias
embarcaciones de tipo civil. La Administracion General de Seguridad Costera recibio
de Italia seis botes inflables de casco rigido 900 PRO DPS como parte de un proyecto
financiado por la Unién Europea®. El 1 de junio de 2023 Italia informé al Grupo de
que también entregaria tres buques de busqueda y rescate Clase 300 a la Guardia
Costera libia como parte de ese mismo proyecto. En ese sentido, Italia proporcion6 al
Grupo especificaciones técnicas y detalles de los dos tipos de buques. El Grupo
considera que ninguno de los dos casos cabe en el ambito de aplicacion del embargo
de armas. E1 Grupo prosiguid sus investigaciones sobre el suministro de buques a los
que considera material militar (véase el anexo 26).

Buque mercante Luccello/Victory RoRo

80. En el informe publicado con la signatura S/2022/427, el Grupo informé sobre la
transferencia de 100 vehiculos militares blindados Spartan-2, que fueron entregados
en Bengasi el 4 de marzo de 2022% por el buque mercante Luccello (ntim. 7800112
de la Organizacién Maritima Internacional (OMI))® en violacién del embargo de
armas. El 2 de mayo de 2022, 50 de esos vehiculos militares blindados fueron
trasladados de Bengasi a Tripoli por el mismo buque®, pero con un nuevo nombre,
Victory RoRo, y con otro Estado del pabellén®®. Durante el viaje, el buque salié de
las aguas territoriales libias y luego ingres6 nuevamente en ellas, con lo cual infringio
nuevamente el embargo de armas. Una imagen de dominio publico muestra a los
vehiculos desplazandose hacia el este desde el puerto de Tripoli (véase el anexo 27).
Un envio posterior de armas a Libia a bordo del buque mercante Victory RoRo fue
interceptado el 18 de julio de 2022 (véase el parrafo 103).

Buques de guerra extranjeros

81. Durante el periodo que abarca el informe, buques de guerra de terceros paises
siguieron entrando en aguas territoriales libias, entre otras cosas para entregar
articulos o llevar a cabo actividades que estaban amparadas por excepciones o
exenciones al embargo de armas (véase el cuadro 1). El Grupo contintia aplicando la
practica anterior del Comité y del Grupo en relacion con la interpretacion del embargo
de armas, incluido el entendimiento de que las excepciones al embargo no se aplican
explicitamente a los sistemas de suministro para articulos o actividades
exceptuados®. Ni las resoluciones pertinentes ni las directrices emitidas por el Comité
autorizan explicitamente la entrada de un buque, aeronave o vehiculo que por si

87.5/2022/427, parr. 65.

8 véase también el anexo 19.

8 Apoyo al programa Integrated Border and Migration Management in Libya, en el marco del
Fondo Fiduciario de Emergencia de la Unién Europea para Africa.

% véase S/2022/427, cuadro 1 y anexo 30.

% Navega bajo el pabellon de las Comoras.

92 Bases de datos maritimas y entrevista a un tripulante del buque mercante Victory RoRo (28 de
julio de 2022).

9 Guinea Ecuatorial.

% Véase S/2022/427, parr. 60 y recomendacion 1.
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Cuadro 1

mismo esté sujeto al embargo de armas en los casos en que dicho buque, aeronave o
vehiculo sea utilizado para el suministro de articulos o la realizacion de actividades
que no estén sujetos al embargo de armas. En opiniéon del Grupo, la entrada de un
medio de transporte de ese tipo en territorio libio, aunque sea por un tiempo limitado,
sin la aprobacién del Comité constituye una infraccion® del embargo de armas (véase
el anexo 28). Por consiguiente, el Grupo seguird informando sobre los buques de
guerra extranjeros que ingresen en territorio libio (véanse el cuadro 1 y el anexo 29).

Entrada de buques de guerra extranjeros en territorio libio

Pais Buque de guerra Articulos entregados o actividad realizada
Italia Tremiti (A5348), * Observado por el Grupo en la base naval de Abu Sitta en enero de
buque de transporte 2023
de cabotaje * Uno de los tres buques de la clase Gorgona presentes en Abu Sitta de
forma rotatoria desde 2018
Malta Patrullero de altura * Solicitud de exencion formulada en virtud del parrafo 9 ¢) de la
(Pol) resolucion 1970 (2011) para material para mision diplomatica y
modo de entrega (buque de guerra)
* EI Comité aprobd la solicitud de exencion; antes de la entrega, Malta
notificé nuevamente el uso de un buque de guerra
Tirkiye Fragatas de la clase » Hasta dos fragatas de clase G atracaron de forma rotatoria en el
Gabya (clase G) puerto militar y astillero de Al-Jums durante varios meses
Reino Unido de  HMS Albion * Visita para el suministro de adiestramiento exceptuado en virtud del
Gran Bretafiae (L 14), muelle de parrafo 10 de la resolucion 2095 (2013)

Irlanda del Norte transporte anfibio

ingreso del buque de guerra en aguas territoriales libias

* No se presentd al Comité ninguna solicitud de exencion para el

23-15247

Zonas “de exclusiéon maritima” o “prohibidas” establecidas por las fuerzas
afiliadas a Haftar

82. En el documento S/2022/427, el Grupo informé sobre las actividades de
miembros de una unidad maritima de las HAF y sobre zonas maritimas declaradas
ilegalmente por las HAF®. El 9 de junio de 2022, el presidente de la Autoridad de
Puertos y Transporte Maritimo de Libia informé a la Organizacion Maritima
Internacional (OMI) de que la zona a la que el Grupo se habia referido como “zona
prohibida” habia sido “cancelada recientemente” (véase la carta en el anexo 30).
Posteriormente, la Autoridad intentd restablecer la zona a través de la Mision
Permanente de Libia ante la OMI, pero mas tarde retird la solicitud.

83. El 7 de octubre de 2022, Antigua y Barbuda denuncio6 ante la OMI que los dias
24 de mayo y 21 de septiembre de 2022 dos buques de su pabelldon, el buque mercante

% Esto constituye lo que el Grupo denominaba anteriormente “infraccién técnica”. En S$/2022/427,

parr. 60 y nota a pie de pagina 82, el Grupo abordé la cuestion de las “infracciones técnicas”. La
recomendacion sobre esta cuestion no fue aprobada. Dado que la recomendacion y el término
“infraccion técnica” estan intrinsecamente vinculadas, no es razonable que el Grupo contintie
utilizando el término en relacion con el uso de buques y aeronaves militares para entregar a
Libia articulos no sujetos al embargo o para realizar en Libia actividades no comprendidas en el
embargo.

% Parrs. 68 a 71.
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Corona J (nim. OMI 9238686)°7 y el buque mercante Rogaland (nim. OMI 9505596),
respectivamente, habian sido objeto de actos que el Grupo calific6 como pirateria
(véase el anexo 31)%. Los puntos de interceptacion se encontraban fuera de las aguas
territoriales de Libia y de la “zona prohibida”.

84. El Grupo contintia investigando la cadena de suministro de los botes inflables
de casco rigido utilizados por las unidades maritimas de las HAF implicadas en casos
denunciados anteriormente (véase el anexo 26).

Infracciones en materia de transferencia de armas y
adiestramiento militar

Antecedentes

85. El Grupo determin6 que durante el mandato actual se produjeron 12 incidentes
de transferencias de armas ® y 7 actividades de entrenamiento militar 1 que
infringieron las disposiciones del parrafo 9 de la resolucion 1970 (2011). El Grupo
también detectd cinco infracciones en materia de transferencia de armas y dos en
materia de adiestramiento que no fueron sefialadas en periodos comprendidos en
informes anteriores; se las ha afiadido al presente informe con el fin de proporcionar
pruebas para los datos de referencia que figuran en el anexo 25. El Grupo también ha
logrado determinar responsabilidades en dos infracciones cuyos autores no habian sido
identificados en el documento S/2021/229.

86. Para facilitar la consulta, las infracciones son presentadas en orden cronologico
y en formato tabular (véase el anexo 32). Las infografias sobre las infracciones
figuran en los anexos 33 a 57.

Adiestramiento militar impartido por Tiirkiye a las Fuerzas Armadas del
Gobierno de Unidad Nacional

87. En el documento S/2022/427, el Grupo informé sobre el adiestramiento
proporcionado a las Fuerzas Armadas del Gobierno de Unidad Nacional por las
Fuerzas Armadas turcas'®’. Ese adiestramiento se siguié impartiendo durante el
periodo que abarca el informe, tanto en Libia como en Tiirkiye, aunque con menor
frecuencia. El Grupo sigue considerando que, si bien parte del adiestramiento
especializado impartido por Tirkiye —por ejemplo, en lo que respecta a la
eliminacién de municiones explosivas'®— cabe dentro de la exencion prevista en el
parrafo 9 de la resolucion 2095 (2013) para fines de adiestramiento humanitario, la
mayor parte del adiestramiento militar impartido por Tiirkiye a las Fuerzas Armadas
del Gobierno de Unidad Nacional constituye una clara infraccion del parrafo 9 de la
resolucion 1970 (2011).

97

98
99

Véase también S/2022/427, anexo 28, para informacion sobre un incidente ocurrido en 2021 en
el que estuvo implicado el mismo buque.
Ibid.

El término “transferencia” se refiere a las transferencias de armas y equipo militar.

100 E] término “adiestramiento” se refiere a las actividades de adiestramiento militar impartidas por

terceros.

101 parr. 76.
102 y/éanse https://twitter.com/tcsavunma/status/1475029180207271942 (26 de diciembre de 2021)

y https://twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1475831938514575365 (28 de diciembre de 2021).
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Acuerdo con Italia para el adiestramiento de fuerzas especiales

88. El Grupo observé que los medios sociales oficiales de las Fuerzas Armadas del
Gobierno de Unidad Nacional'® y los medios de comunicacién de acceso publico'®
informaron de que el 20 de marzo de 2023 se habia firmado en Roma un acuerdo
técnico entre altos representantes de Italia y Libia relativo al adiestramiento de
fuerzas especiales libias. El Grupo solicito informacion a Italia y a Libia sobre el tipo
de adiestramiento que se impartiria 1%, con el fin de asegurarse de que el
adiestramiento no quedaria comprendido en el ambito de aplicacion del parrafo 9 de
la resolucion 1970 (2011). El 31 de mayo de 2023, Libia respondié que, aunque el
acuerdo no incluia armas, abarcaba el adiestramiento de las Fuerzas Armadas Libias.
Libia no proporcioné informacidn suficiente para tranquilizar al Grupo en el sentido
de que dicho adiestramiento no infringiria lo dispuesto en el parrafo 9 de la resoluciéon
1970 (2011). Italia atn no ha respondido.

El “comercio hormiga”

89. El “comercio hormiga” del que el Grupo inform¢é en el documento S/2022/42710
continud, aunque las incautaciones siguieron siendo escasas. Durante el periodo que
abarca el informe se inform6 de una Unica incautacion, de 32 armas, que tuvo lugar
en Egipto el 9 de mayo de 2022 cerca del oasis de Siwa'?’. El rastreo no fue posible
porque los nimeros de serie habian sido borrados, lo que, en opinién del Grupo,
sugiere que las armas fueron utilizadas por grupos delictivos organizados.

Infracciones e incumplimientos en materia de aviacion

Aeronaves militares de carga’®

90. Los aerdédromos libios siguen siendo utilizados por aeronaves militares de
algunos Estados Miembros, aunque a niveles mucho menores que en 2021 y 2022. En
noviembre de 2022, el Grupo pidi6 aclaraciones a los cuatro Estados Miembros cuyas
aeronaves militares aterrizaron con mas frecuencia en Libia con respecto al objetivo
de esos vuelos:

a) La Federacion de Rusia respondio6 el 14 de diciembre de 2022 que “las
aeronaves de las Fuerzas Armadas de la Federacion de Rusia no entregan a Libia
cargamentos sujetos al embargo de armas”;

b)  Tirkiye respondié el 30 de diciembre de 2022 que “estos vuelos son
utilizados para el transporte de material provisional para uso de los asesores militares
turcos destacados en Libia y para su rotacion periodica de personal”. Tiirkiye agrego
que los vuelos se realizaban en el marco del Memorando de Entendimiento sobre
Seguridad y Cooperacion Militar de 27 de noviembre de 2019 entre Tiirkiye y las
Fuerzas Armadas del Gobierno de Consenso Nacional%;

103 véase https://www.facebook.com/The.presidency.of.the.General.Staff. To.Libyan. Army/posts/

pfbid02vKgmsCLVseoo0iiDrTCdjmadMkb4aM1HNgFbwggNQ78HKfSVniVrdKpbT97CX5ZiFlI
?_rdc=1&_rdr (20 de marzo de 2023).

104 véase https://www.agenzianova.com/en/news/Difesa-Italia-will-train-Libya%?27s-special-forces/

(22 de marzo de 2023), y https://libyareview.com/32961/italy-libya-sign-agreement-to-train-
special-forces/ (23 de marzo de 2023).

105 Carta de 23 de marzo de 2023.

106 parr, 78.

107 Twitter.com, EgyArmySpox (9 de mayo de 2022). Confirmado por un Estado Miembro.

108 5/2022/427, parr. 60 y recomendacion 1.

109 véase https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2019/12/20191226-3.pdf (26 de diciembre de
2019).
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Cuadro 2

c) El Reino Unido de Gran Bretafia e Irlanda del Norte respondio el 14 de
enero de 2023 que “ha revisado los manifiestos de carga de esos vuelos y puede
confirmar que la carga de esos vuelos cumplia con lo dispuesto en el parrafo 9 de la
resolucion 1970 (2011)”. El1 Reino Unido declar6 que, en aras de la transparencia, en
adelante presentaria al Comité informes de buena fe inmediatamente después de

dichos vuelos®?;

d) Los Estados Unidos de América ain no han respondido.

91. El Grupo formulé una peticion similar a Italia, el 13 de febrero, y también a
Marruecos, el 23 de junio de 2023. El 28 de abril de 2023 Italia respondi6é que los
vuelos “transportaban equipos, efectos personales y suministros alimentarios [...]
equipo y materiales para el contingente militar italiano [...] transporte de personal”.
El 27 de junio de 2023 Marruecos respondié que el vuelo que operaba debia
transportar a un equipo de fitbol a Bengasi para un evento deportivol!!,

92. De todos los Estados Miembros que respondieron a las solicitudes de
informacion sobre esta cuestion, solo Marruecos se mostrd dispuesto a compartir la
documentacidn solicitada por el Grupo, como cartas de porte aéreo o manifiestos de
carga, para aclarar la finalidad de esos vuelos.

93. A pesar de sus respuestas, todos esos Estados Miembros han infringido el
parrafo 9 de la resolucion 1970 (2011). Esta cuestion ha sido planteada en repetidas
ocasiones por el Grupo!!?, y sus motivos para hacerlo se explican con mas detalle en
el anexo 28.

Infracciones e incumplimientos relacionados con la aviacion

94. El Grupo ha detectado la presencia permanente de aeronaves que portaban
nimeros de matricula que, con casi total seguridad, eran falsos en aerddromos
controlados por grupos armados afiliados a Khalifa Haftar. Algunas de esas aeronaves
también han sido observadas utilizando aerédromos egipcios y jordanos. Continian
las investigaciones sobre los vuelos efectuados por esas aeronaves. Los datos de esas
aeronaves figuran en el cuadro 2.

Infracciones e incumplimientos en materia de aviacion (incluidas las actualizaciones)

Fecha de Usuario Detalles de la infraccion o el
deteccion final Aeronave incumplimiento Responsable Observaciones/Fuente
24 de enero HAF AN-12A El Grupo reconoce que Jupiter Jordania Se ha confirmado que
de 2021 (2340806)*  Jet LLC pint6 las marcas del HAF volaba con marcas falsas
AN-220 antes de entregarlo a Space Cargo Inc  de un 9U-BBD de Burundi
Space Cargo Inc Véase S/2022/427, anexos
26,89y 97
Véase el anexo 58 del
presente informe
29 de marzo HAF AN-26 Se determiné que la aeronave HAF Es muy probable que
de 2021 (14209) operaba desde el aeropuerto  Arden Aviation volara con marcas falsas
de Khadim (HL59) en Libia  Group de un 9U-BBB de Burundi
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110 13 de marzo y 15 de mayo de 2023, con un total de cuatro vuelos.
11 E| equipo Forces Armées Royales perdi6 el partido de fatbol de la Copa de Campeones de Clubes

Arabes por 3 a 1, pero se clasificé para la segunda ronda con un resultado global de 5 a 4.

112 5/2022/427, parr. 60 y recomendacion 1.
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Fecha de Usuario Detalles de la infraccion o el
deteccion final Aeronave incumplimiento Responsable Observaciones/Fuente
tras la ruptura de un contrato Véase el anexo 59 del
con una aerolinea africana presente informe
12 de HAF AN-12BP Se ha determinado que Egipto Se ha confirmado que
febrero de (5342908) operaba en apoyo de las HAF HAF volaba con marcas falsas
2022 en el aeropuerto internacional Space Cargo Inc  de un 9U-BBC de Burundi
de El Cairo Véase S/2022/427, anexos
26, 89y 97
Véase el anexo 60 del
presente informe
24 de junio HAF IL-76TD Se ha determinado que el BU Shames FZE Véase S/2022/427, cuadro
de 2022 (63471147)  operador de la acronave era 93.3 y anexo 97
EX-76005 BU Shames FZE Volaba con la matricula
EX-76005
Véase el anexo 61 del
presente informe
13 de HAF IL-76TD Se ha determinado que Es muy probable que
noviembre operaba dentro del espacio volara con marcas falsas
de 2022 aéreo jordano en pistas de de un 9U-ILO de Burundi
vuelo comunes utilizadas para y luego de un 9U-BVU de
Libia como 9U-ILO. En Burundi
marzo de 2023, la aeronave Véase el anexo 62 del
cambid la numeracion que presente informe
mostraba a 9U-BVU
16 de abril HAF IL-76TD Se ha determinado que FlySky Airlines ~ Véase el anexo 63 del
de 2022 (1023411368) operaba desde los Emiratos  (FSQ) presente informe
(EX-76006) Arabes Unidos (OMAA) a

Bengasi (HLLB) utilizando
documentacion de vuelo falsa

@ Numero de serie del fabricante.

Uso de aeronaves corporativas por parte de Haftar

95.

El Grupo vigilo el uso de aeronaves corporativas por parte de Khalifa Haftar

durante los periodos correspondientes a los tres informes anteriores. El Grupo
considera ahora que esas aeronaves suelen prestar apoyo militar a las HAF. Por
ejemplo, fueron utilizadas para transportar a Khalifa Haftar y a su Estado Mayor a
actos militares, como el desfile militar que se realizo en el aeropuerto de Sabha el 18
de octubre de 2022 (véase el anexo 64)%3.

96. Las aeronaves son suministradas por Falcon Wings LLC, de los Emiratos Arabes
Unidos™“. La empresa estd totalmente controlada por Haitem M A Albuashi, un
ciudadano libio que reside en los Emiratos Arabes Unidos y tiene estrechos vinculos
familiares, tribales y comerciales con Khalifa Haftar (véase el anexo 65). En
comunicaciones de fechas 24 de noviembre y 28 de diciembre de 2022, el Grupo
ofrecié a Falcon Wings LLC la oportunidad de responder a través de sus asesores

23-15247

113 Otros vuelos incluyen el P4-BAR de Bengasi a Italia que el 3 de marzo de 2023 llevo a Khalifa

Haftar a reuniones con autoridades italianas en Roma.

14 https://www.falconwings.com/en/.
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designados, GA Political Limited (Reino Unido)'®. E1 10 de marzo de 2023, GA
Political respondi6 al Grupo que, “tras consultar con nuestros abogados, no estamos
sometidos a ninguna investigacion legal, por lo que no puedo acceder a sus
peticiones”. El Grupo considera que el suministro de esas aeronaves a las HAF por
parte de Falcon Wings LLC infringe la disposicion del parrafo 9 de la resolucion 1970
(2011) relativa a la prestacion de asistencia de otro tipo relacionada con actividades
militares. EI Grupo también determind que Falcon Wings LLC incumplia el parrafo
14 de la resolucion 2644 (2022), ya que no cooperd plenamente con el Grupo al no
facilitar la informacion de que disponia.

Infracciones cometidas por empresas militares privadas

Informacion actualizada sobre el “Proyecto Opus”

97. En el documento S/2021/229, el Grupo indicé que el “Proyecto Opus” habia
desplegado una aeronave Pilatus PC-6, tres helicopteros Super Puma AS332L y tres
helicopteros Gazelle SA341°. El Grupo ha determinado que todas esas aeronaves
estan ahora plenamente operativas y son utilizadas por las HAF (véase el anexo 66).
La empresa Lancaster-6 DMCC (también conocida como L-6 FZE) no ha respondido
a ninguna otra solicitud de informacion que el Grupo le ha remitido a través de sus
abogados. El 25 de mayo de 2023 el Grupo se comunico por escrito con los Emiratos
Arabes Unidos para solicitar aclaraciones sobre las empresas del “Proyecto Opus”,
pero atn no ha recibido respuesta.

98. EI Grupo también recibié imagenes de una inspeccion de una aeronave LASA
T-Bird (matricula YU-TSH), cuyo ultimo propietario conocido es L-6 FZE (Emiratos
Arabes Unidos), realizada en octubre de 2021 en Chipre. Las imagenes confirmaron
que en las alas de la aeronave se habian instalado los puntos rigidos necesarios para
el transporte y despliegue de armas, lo que la define como equipo militar comprendido
en el embargo de armas. El Grupo ha confirmado que Opus Capital Assets Limited
FZE' envi6 instrucciones a una empresa de aviacion chipriota para que afiadiera
marcas a la aeronave con el fin de darle un aspecto mas civil. La empresa de apoyo
aéreo situada en Chipre ha cobrado 106.810 euros en concepto de tasas de
mantenimiento y hangar desde octubre de 2019. Esa cantidad incluye pagos de
8LANG DMCC™® (también conocida como 8-LANG DMCC), una empresa de los
Emiratos Arabes Unidos que esta registrada a nombre de Christian Paul Durrant. Esta
empresa no habia sido identificada anteriormente en relacion con esta aeronave y se
hizo cargo de los pagos de Lancaster 6 DMCC en Chipre en octubre de 2020 o
alrededor de esa fecha (véase el anexo 67)%°.

Organizaciéon ChVK Wagner

99. Una investigacion conjunta con el Grupo de Expertos para la Republica
Centroafricana establecido en virtud de la resolucion 2127 (2013) ha determinado que
aeronaves de carga operadas por ChVK Wagner!? han estado utilizando aeré6dromos

115 GA Political aduce que es el “asesor juridico” de Falcon Wings LLC, pero su registro en el

Reino Unido (registro num. 11882064) indica que la naturaleza de su actividad es “actividades
de organizaciones politicas”. Véase https://ga-political.com.

116 5/2021/229, anexo 76.

17 1hpid.

18 www.8-LANG.com.

118 E| Grupo determind que tanto Durrant como Lancaster 6 DMCC habian infringido el parrafo 9
de la resolucién 1970 (2011). Véase S/2021/229, parr. 86 y anexo 76.

120 1) _18 (TL-KBR) e IL-76 (TL-KMZ).
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militares libios'?* en sus vuelos desde el aeropuerto de Latakia (OSLK), en la

Republica Arabe Siria, al aeropuerto de Bangui M'Poko (FEFF), en la Republica
Centroafricana 122, El Grupo informd sobre estas aeronaves en el documento
S/2022/427%%, En los anexos 68 y 69 se puede encontrar informacién actualizada al
respecto.

Medidas de respuesta a los intentos de infringir el embargo

de armas

Libia

100. El 4 de marzo de 2023, las autoridades de Misrata se incautaron de 12.000
pistolas que estaban ocultas entre enseres domésticos en un contenedor de transporte.
El Grupo obtuvo documentacion confidencial de envio y determind que entre las
pistolas habia pistolas de fogueo Retay Falcon de 9 mm!?*. El contenedor estaba
destinado inicialmente a un consignatario en Saint Kitts y Nevis, pero durante el viaje
fue desviado a Misrata a peticion del vendedor turco, Capra Arms Savunma Ve Silah
Sanayi San Tic Ltd. El nuevo consignatario era Al-Takamul Al-Afrigii Company, en
Misrata. Si bien la documentacion inicial de exportacion y carga habia identificado
correctamente las pistolas de fogueo, los documentos de carga emitidos tras el desvio

las omitieron. Ni la empresa ni Libia respondieron a las cartas del Grupo (véase el
anexo 70).

Malta

101. El 10 de diciembre de 2022, Malta adopté6 medidas, de conformidad con el
parrafo 9 de la resolucion 1970 (2011), para garantizar que una actividad de
adiestramiento para un grupo armado’? que habia sido solicitada por el Gobierno de
Estabilidad Nacional *® no infringiera el embargo de armas. Se impidi6
temporalmente que ocho militares de una empresa privada embarcaran en una
aeronave privada fletada con destino a Bengasi hasta que se recibieran mas
aclaraciones sobre sus actividades. Recibieron autorizacion para viajar tres dias
después, pero desde entonces han retrasado sus actividades en Libia.

Respuesta regional

102. En sus resoluciones 2635 (2022) y 2684 (2023), el Consejo prorrogd la
autorizacion para la inspeccion de buques en alta mar frente a las costas de Libia hasta
el 3 de junio de 2023 y el 2 de junio de 2024, respectivamente!?’. Durante el periodo
que abarca el informe la Operacion IRINI llevo a cabo inspecciones periddicas, que
dieron lugar a dos incautaciones de material militar (véanse los parrafos 103 a 110).

2L Al Khadim (HL59) y Yufra (HL69).

122 .5/2023/87, parrs. 46 a 48, y S/2023/360, parrs. 97 a 100.

123 y/éase el anexo 95.

124 E] Grupo ha informado ampliamente sobre anteriores importaciones de armas de fogueo para su
conversion en armas de fuego real y su posible reexportacion desde Libia. Véase S/2017/466,
anexo 46; S/2018/812, parr. 123 y anexo 35; S/2019/914, parr. 65 y anexos 29y 30, y
S/2022/427, anexo 60.

125 Mencionado como “Fuerzas Especiales Libias” en la documentacion justificativa proporcionada
por Libia.

126 5/2022/427, nota a pie de pagina 13.

127 Autorizacion concedida por primera vez en la resolucion 2292 (2016), parrs. 3y 4.
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Buque mercante Victory RoRo (anteriormente buque mercante Luccello)

103. El 18 de julio de 2022, la operacion IRINI abord6 el buque mercante con
pabellon de Guinea Ecuatorial Victory RoRo (nim. OMI 7800112), que se desplazaba
desde Aqaba (Jordania) hacia Bengasi, y se incauté6 de 107 de los vehiculos que
transportaba. El Grupo inspecciond los vehiculos en el puerto al que el buque fue
desviado y observd que habian sido modificados de tal forma que, de haber sido
entregados en Bengasi, habrian quedado comprendidos en el ambito de lo dispuesto
en el parrafo 9 de la resolucion 1970 (2011). El Grupo determiné que al menos 13 de
los vehiculos habian sido blindados por VIP Armouring Industry Company, con sede
en Amman (Jordania). Ni la empresa ni Jordania respondieron a las cartas del Grupo.

104. El buque mercante Victory RoRo, que anteriormente navegaba como buque
mercante Luccello (véase el parrafo 80), era operado por su propietaria, Yildirim
Shipping Co., que estaba registrada en Liberia pero utilizaba casi la misma direccion
en Mersin, Tiirkiye, que la propietaria y operadora del buque mercante Luccello,
Medred Ship Management Co. Ltd!?®. Varios indicadores apuntan a otra empresa de
Mersin, Legend International Logistic Co. Ltd., como empresa asociada o empresa
matriz de ambas empresas.

105. Los vehiculos de base fueron vendidos en configuracion civil por dos
fabricantes a siete distribuidores de cinco paises del Golfo. Esos distribuidores
revendieron los vehiculos a revendedores de flotas, que a su vez los vendieron a otros
revendedores. Hasta el momento, el Grupo ha podido rastrear 41 vehiculos hasta
Jordania, incluidos los 13 mencionados anteriormente. El Grupo continda
investigando la cadena de suministro (véase el anexo 71).

Buque mercante Meerdijk

106. El 11 de octubre de 2022, la operacion IRINI abordé el buque mercante con
pabelldon de los Paises Bajos Meerdijk (nim. OMI 9377925), que se desplazaba desde
Jebel Ali (Emiratos Arabes Unidos) hacia Bengasi, y se incauté de 41 vehiculos que
eran transportados en el buque. El Grupo inspecciond los vehiculos en el puerto al
que el buque fue desviado y observo que tenian caracteristicas congruentes con las de
los vehiculos militares blindados producidos por The Armored Group (TAG). El
Grupo determind posteriormente que eran vehiculos militares blindados BATT UMG
fabricados por TAG Middle East FZC, una empresa registrada en los Emiratos Arabes
Unidos que forma parte de la estructura de comercializacion global de TAG LLC
(Estados Unidos).

107. Segln la documentacion de la carga, y también segiin un miembro de la
tripulacion que fue entrevistado por el Grupo, Bengasi era el destino final de los
vehiculos. El propietario y operador del buque mercante Meerdijk, Shipping
Company Groningen, con sede en los Paises Bajos, no respondi6 a la carta del Grupo.
Los Paises Bajos informaron al Grupo de que sus autoridades habian iniciado una
investigacion penal y, por lo tanto, todavia no podian proporcionar mas informacion.

108. Los Emiratos Arabes Unidos proporcionaron al Grupo una copia de un
certificado de usuario final no valido!? fechado el 12 de diciembre de 2021 y
expedido por el “Ministerio de Defensa de Libia”. El certificado de usuario final no
valido menciona al Ministerio de Defensa con sede en Tripoli como destinatario final
de los vehiculos y lleva la firma de Abdulhamid Al Dabiba, en su calidad de Ministro
de Defensa. Durante una reunién oficial con el Grupo celebrada el 12 de enero de
2023, altos funcionarios del Ministerio de Defensa libio informaron al Grupo de que
no tenian conocimiento de la adquisicion ni de ninglin certificado de usuario final. En

128 5/2022/427, cuadros 2 y 3.
129 véanse el parr. 76 y el anexo 24.
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respuesta a la peticion de los altos funcionarios, el Grupo compartié con el Ministerio
todas las cartas enviadas o recibidas desde enero de 2022 en relacion con el embargo
de armas. Libia no respondio a las cartas del Grupo.

109. TAG Middle East FZC declaré que habia vendido los vehiculos al Ministerio de
Defensa del Gobierno de Unidad Nacional. Tras recibir el certificado de usuario final
no valido, en el que se indicaba que los vehiculos serian utilizados “en el sur de Libia
para la funcidon de seguridad interna de brindar apoyo a las operaciones de lucha
contra la migracion ilegal, el terrorismo y la delincuencia organizada”, la empresa
recibi6 la autorizacién de los Emiratos Arabes Unidos para llevar a cabo la
exportacion. Segun la empresa, los vehiculos partieron de Jebel Ali con destino a
Bengasi.

110. Tanto los Emiratos Arabes Unidos como la empresa sostienen errbneamente que
la exportacion esta comprendida dentro de la excepcion establecida en el parrafo 13 a)
de la resolucion 2009 (2011), modificada por el parrafo 10 de la resolucion 2095
(2013), que permite el suministro de equipo militar no letal al Gobierno de Libia
cuando esté destinado exclusivamente a brindar asistencia en materia de seguridad o
desarme. E1 Grupo no comparte esa opinion. Sobre la base de la documentacion de la
carga, la entrevista a un miembro de la tripulacion y la confirmacion proporcionada
por TAG Middle East FZE, el Grupo considera que, contrariamente a lo que se indica
en el certificado de usuario final no valido, los vehiculos debian ser entregados en
Bengasi. Dicha entrega habria quedado comprendida en el ambito de aplicacion del
parrafo 9 de la resolucion 1970 (2011), ya que no se ha declarado que ninguna unidad
de Bengasi esté bajo el control del Gobierno de Libia. Por consiguiente, la excepcion
relativa a la prestacion de asistencia en materia de seguridad y desarme al Gobierno
de Libia no puede aplicarse en este caso (véanse el parrafo 76 y los anexos 24 y 72).

Sintesis de las responsabilidades relacionadas con infracciones e
incumplimientos

111. El Grupo considera que los Estados Miembros, entidades o particulares
seflalados en el cuadro 3:

a) Infringieron lo dispuesto en el parrafo 9 de la resolucion 1970 (2011);

b)  Incumplieron lo dispuesto en el parrafo 19 de la resolucion 2213 (2015) al
no haber inspeccionado adecuadamente los buques o aeronaves que tenian su origen
o su destino en Libia; o

¢) Incumplieron lo dispuesto en los parrafos 14 o 15 de la resolucion 2644
(2022) al no haber suministrado la informacion de que disponian sobre la aplicacion
de las medidas o no haber permitido el acceso sin trabas a los documentos que el
Grupo consideraba pertinentes para el desempefio de su mandato.

37/294


https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/2009(2011)
https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/2095(2013)
https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/2095(2013)
https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/1970(2011)
https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/1970(2011)
https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/2213(2015)
https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/2644(2022)
https://undocs.org/es/S/RES/2644(2022)

$/2023/673

Cuadro 3

Sintesis de las responsabilidades relacionadas con infracciones o incumplimientos

Infraccion de
la resolucion
1970 (2011),

Incumplimiento
de la resolucion
2644 (2022),

Pais/entidad® parr. 9 parrs. 14 0 15° Motivo

Pais

Burundi

Egipto * Incumplimiento de la obligacidn de inspeccionar a
su llegada las aeronaves utilizadas para prestar
apoyo militar a las HAF

Italia 4 v » Transferencias frecuentes de material conexo hacia
Libia y desde Libia, concretamente vuelos de
aeronaves militares de carga y buques de guerra

Libia (Fuerzas v v * Adquisicion de armas y material conexo sin

Armadas del solicitar la aprobacion previa del Comité

Gobierno de Unidad

Nacional)

Jordania v * Incumplimiento de la obligacion de inspeccionar a
su llegada las aeronaves utilizadas para prestar
apoyo militar a las HAF

* Incumplimiento de la obligacion de inspeccionar a
su partida los buques utilizados para transferir
armas y material conexo a Libia

Marruecos 4 » Transferencias frecuentes de material conexo hacia
Libia y desde Libia, concretamente vuelos de
aeronaves militares de carga

Federacion de Rusia v » Transferencias frecuentes de material conexo hacia
Libia y desde Libia, concretamente vuelos de
aeronaves militares de carga

Republica Arabe Siria * Incumplimiento de la obligacion de inspeccionar a
su partida los buques y aeronaves utilizados para
transportar combatientes extranjeros a Libia

Tiirkiye v * Transferencia de armas y material conexo a Libia
para ser utilizadas por las Fuerzas Armadas del
Gobierno de Unidad Nacional

 Provisién de adiestramiento relacionado con
actividades militares a las Fuerzas Armadas del
Gobierno de Unidad Nacional

» Transferencias frecuentes de material conexo hacia
Libia y desde Libia, concretamente aeronaves
militares de carga y buques de guerra
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Infraccion de  Incumplimiento  Incumplimiento

la resolucion de la resolucion  de la resolucion
1970 2011), 2213 (2015), 2644 (2022),
Pais/entidad” parr. 9 parr. 19 parrs. 14 0 15° Motivo
Emiratos Arabes v v v  Transferencia de armas y material conexo a Libia
Unidos para ser utilizadas por las HAF
* Incumplimiento de la obligacidn de inspeccionar a
su partida los buques utilizados para transferir
armas y material conexo a fuerzas que no estan
bajo el control del Gobierno de Libia
Reino Unido v * Transferencias frecuentes de material conexo hacia
Libia y desde Libia, concretamente vuelos de
aeronaves militares de carga
* Despliegue del HMS Albion hacia Tripoli
Estados Unidos v v * Transferencias frecuentes de material conexo hacia

Libia y desde Libia, concretamente vuelos de
aeronaves militares de carga

Entidad

AN

Arden Aviation Group v Operaciones aéreas de suministro directo o
DOO (Bulgaria) indirecto de equipo militar y otras formas de
asistencia a Libia

HAF (eastern Libya) v v v * Adquisicion de armas y material conexo
* Incumplimiento de la obligacion de inspeccionar a
su llegada los buques y aeronaves utilizados para
transferir armas y material conexo a Libia
Al-Takamul Al- v v * Adquisicion de armas y material conexo
Afriqgii Company
(Libia)
Capra Arms Savunma v v * Transferencia de armas y material conexo a Libia

Ve Silah Sanayi San
Tic Ltd. (Tirkiye)

Falcon Wings LLC v v » Operaciones aéreas para el suministro directo de
(Emiratos Arabes otro tipo de asistencia a las HAF

Unidos)c

Fly Sky Airlines v » Operaciones aéreas para el suministro directo de
(FSQ)* otro tipo de asistencia a las HAF

(Kirguistan)

Jordan VIP v

Armouring Industry
Company (Jordania)

Lancaster-6 v
DMCC/L-6 FZE

(Emiratos Arabes

Unidos)

Legend International v
Co. Ltd. (Tirkiye)
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Infraccion de  Incumplimiento  Incumplimiento

la resolucion de la resolucion  de la resolucion
1970 2011), 2213 (2015), 2644 (2022),
Pais/entidad” parr. 9 parr. 19 parrs. 14 0 15° Motivo
Metatek Group v » Anteriormente Bridgeporth Limited (Reino Unido)
(Reino Unido)®
Minerva Special v
Purpose Vehicles LLC
(Emiratos Arabes
Unidos)
SAKO Limited v
(Finlandia)
Shipping Company v
Groningen (Paises
Bajos)
Yildirim Shipping v * Transferencia de vehiculos militares blindados a
Company (Liberia) Libia

* Intento de transferir vehiculos militares blindados a

Libia

2 Por orden alfabético y categoria.

Incumplimiento de la obligacion de proporcionar informacién solicitada por el Grupo.

¢ https://www.falconwings.com/en/.
¢ https://flysky.kg.

e

IV.

40/294

www.metatek-group.com.

Unidad de las instituciones del Estado

112. Esta cuestion fue examinada a la luz de lo dispuesto en el parrafo 5 de la
resolucion 2509 (2020).

Banco Central de Libia

113. El 22 de noviembre de 2022, la Camara de Representantes destituyo al
Vicegobernador del Banco Central, Ali Al-Hibri'®, y dispuso que lo sustituyera Marei
Rahil al-Barassi'®!. Esta informacién fue confirmada en ese momento por varias
fuentes confidenciales del Grupo. En abril de 2022 dejaron de celebrarse reuniones
oficiales entre ambas sucursales en lo que respecta a la unificacion. Desde entonces,
como el Gobernador del Banco, Sadiq al Kebir, confirmé al Grupo en enero de 2023,
solo han tenido lugar intercambios operacionales informales. Sin embargo, el 20 de
agosto de 2023 el Gobernador Kebir y el Vicegobernador Al-Barassi anunciaron la
reunificaciéon del Banco®*?. El Grupo investigard ahora las implicaciones de ese

130

13
132

s

Confirmado por fuentes en Libia. Véase también https://libyaobserver.ly/inbrief/hor-dismisses-
parallel-cbl-chief-al-hibri (23 de noviembre de 2022).

Al-Barassi fue presidente del banco Al Wahda en Derna.

Banco Central de Libia. “El Banco Central de Libia se reunifica después de casi una década”,
20 de agosto de 2023. Disponible en https://cbl.gov.ly/en/2023/08/20/both-the-governor-and-
his-deputy-have-announced-that-the-central-bank-of-libya-has-returned-as-a-unified-sovereign-
institution-and-will-continue-to-make-efforts-to-deal-with-the-effects-that-resulted/. Véase
también Misién de Apoyo de las Naciones Unidas en Libia (UNSMIL), “UNSMIL welcomes the
announcement of the reunification of the Central Bank of Libya”, 20 de agosto de 2023.
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V.

anuncio, lo cual incluira el examen de cuestiones como la presencia de billetes falsos
en el suministro de moneda nacional y la reunificacion del sistema de operaciones
bancarias y de los depodsitos bancarios.

Empresa Nacional del Petroleo

114. El1 7 de julio de 2002 se reconstituyé el Directorio Ejecutivo de la Empresa
Nacional del Petroleo. El Directorio destituyé a Mustafa Sanalla, que lo presidia
desde 2014, y nombr6 en su lugar a Farhat Bengdara. Sanalla recurrié su destitucion
ante los tribunales y, en el momento en que se redactd este informe, el caso estaba
pendiente ante la Corte Suprema de Libia. El nombramiento de Bengdara fue seguido
poco después por el levantamiento del estado de fuerza mayor y la reapertura de
instalaciones petroliferas que habian sido objeto de reiterados bloqueos antes de su
nombramiento®®®, Las tasas de produccién de crudo volvieron a ser de 1,2 millones
de barriles diarios y se mantuvieron estables en ese nivel durante el periodo que
abarca el informe'®*, que se caracterizo por la ausencia de bloqueos de instalaciones
petroliferas. Los desacuerdos planteados por las autoridades de la region oriental con
respecto al uso de los ingresos derivados del petroleo de la Empresa Nacional del
Petréleo comenzaron a resurgir a finales de junio de 2023, E1 6 de julio de 2023 se
constituy6 un comité de partes interesadas para abordar esas cuestiones (véase el
anexo 73), pero es demasiado pronto para evaluar su impacto.

115. Durante este mandato, las comunicaciones entre el Grupo y la Empresa Nacional
del Petroleo se vieron afectadas por: a) el acceso muy limitado del Grupo a Libia
(véase el parrafo 6); b) la ausencia de un punto focal, previsto en la resolucion 2146
(2014), durante seis meses (véase el parrafo 125), y ¢) lo que el Grupo percibidé como
una reticencia de la Empresa Nacional del Petrdleo a entablar contacto. A finales de
junio de 2023, el Grupo restablecid un canal de comunicacién con la Empresa
Nacional del Petréleo.

Prevencion de las exportaciones o importaciones ilicitas
de petroleo

A. Exportacion ilicita de petréleo crudo

116. No se ha designado ninglin buque con arreglo a lo dispuesto en el parrafo 11 de
la resolucion 2146 (2014). No se ha sefialado a la atencion del Grupo ningin intento
de exportacion ilicita de petréleo crudo desde Libia.

Disponible en https://unsmil.unmissions.org/unsmil-welcomes-announcement-reunification-
central-bank-libya.

133 5/2022/427, parr. 103.
134 | os niveles de produccion se actualizan periddicamente en la pagina oficial de la Empresa

Nacional del Petréleo en Facebook. Disponible en https://www.facebook.com/noclibya.

135 https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/eastern-libya-administration-threatens-oil-blockade-

2023-06-24/ (24 de junio de 2023); y https://twitter.com/Eljarh/status/1674159113779945480
(28 de junio de 2023).
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Exportacion ilicita de productos refinados derivados del petrdleo
Antiguo puerto de Bengasi

117. El1 9 de mayo de 2022, el punto focal nombrado en virtud de la resolucion
2146 (2014) inform6 al Comité de wuna exportacion ilicita de gasdleo
subvencionado ¥ en el buque petrolero TSM Dubhe (nim. OMI 9249594), con
pabellon de Tuvalu, que habia zarpado de Bengasi. El punto focal también se refirio
a otros dos buques, los petroleros Queen Majeda (num. OMI 9117806), con pabellon
de Palau, y Aqua Marine (nim. OMI 9179488), con pabellon de Tiirkiye, que habian
“cargado ilegalmente en Bengasi”, sin especificar la carga. En su respuesta, el Comité
solicito al punto focal que le proporcionara mas informacion, en particular si se habia
contactado al Estado del pabellon. No se ha recibido respuesta.

118. Desde mayo de 2022, un total de 24 pequeiios petroleros (de 500 a 20.000
toneladas de peso muerto), que en su mayoria operaban sin haber activado su sistema
de identificacién automatica y sin haber registrado escalas en puerto, se han acercado
a Bengasi y han atracado en el antiguo puerto®®®. Esa parte del puerto se utilizaba
anteriormente para la exportacion ilicita de chatarra®. Est4 situada junto a la terminal
maritima de petroleo Ra’s al-Minqgar de la Empresa de Comercializacion de Petréleo
de Bregal. Esa terminal ha sido utilizada para suministrar combustible al depdsito
de la empresa situado en Bengasi'*. Desde alli, camiones cisterna cargan el
combustible y recorren unos 13 km de regreso al antiguo puerto de Bengasi, donde
abastecen a los buques que estan esperando. Las imagenes satelitales muestran que el
antiguo puerto se ha ido convirtiendo gradualmente en una improvisada terminal de

combustible (véase el anexo 74).

119. El Grupo ha detectado tres modalidades con las que operan las redes de
contrabando de combustible, pero aun no ha determinado la magnitud de cada una de
ellas:

a) Los buques cargan combustible en Bengasi y navegan hacia aguas
internacionales, en particular hacia las inmediaciones de Hurds Bank, un lugar de
toma de combustible situado en alta mar al este de Malta. Alli se realizan las
transferencias de buque a buque. Posteriormente, los buques regresan a Bengasi,
donde se los carga nuevamente;

b)  Losbuques cargan combustible en Bengasi y se dirigen hacia otros Estados
Miembros, donde descargan el combustible utilizando certificados de exportacion
ilicitos. Uno de esos casos fue el del petrolero Queen Majeda (nim. OMI 9117806)
(véase el anexo 75), cuya carga fue incautada por Italia el 24 de mayo de 2022. Tras
ser liberado, el buque continu6 sus viajes a Bengasi y finalmente fue incautado el 12
de septiembre de 2022 por Albania, donde permanece a la espera de que concluyan
las investigaciones de las autoridades albanesas. Entre la documentacion de carga de
varios viajes de entrega de gasoleo se encuentran certificados de origen falsificados
emitidos con el membrete de la Empresa Nacional del Petroleo y de “Brega
Petrolium” (sic) (véase el anexo 75);

13

13

6

Q

Esta fecha corresponde al periodo abarcado en el informe anterior, pero a la sazén ya se habia
finalizado el anterior informe del Grupo (S/2022/427).

Se trata de gasé6leo importado por la Empresa Nacional del Petrdleo, que luego se distribuye a
un precio inferior al precio de importacion.

1% 32°07'16,07" N, 20° 03' 0,68" E.
189.5/2021/229, anexo 12, apéndice A, figura 12.A.6.
140 32°07' 05,27" N, 20° 02' 55,15" E.

141 32°10' 23,22" N, 20° 08' 36,09" E.
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c) Los buques cargan combustible en el Estado Miembro A por debajo de su
capacidad y declaran como destino de entrega el Estado Miembro B, situado al otro
lado del mar Mediterraneo. Posteriormente, hacen una escala no registrada en
Bengasi, donde cargan hasta completar su capacidad o incluso por encima de ella.
Luego prosiguen su viaje hacia el Estado Miembro B y presentan la documentacion
de carga del Estado Miembro A, con o sin la cantidad de carga correcta.

Contrabando por mar desde el oeste

120. El Grupo determin6 que continua el contrabando maritimo de combustible desde
las zonas cercanas a Zawiya y Zuwara'*2. El Grupo habia identificado los lugares de
contrabando de combustible en sus informes anteriores**®. De esos lugares, el Grupo
determiné que Sidi Ali'* ha sido reactivado en respuesta al aumento de los precios
del petroleo (véase el anexo 76). El Grupo ha investigado cuatro incidentes de
contrabando, incluido el del petrolero Serdar (nim. OMI 9062398), con pabellon de
Saint Kitts y Nevis, que fue incautado por las autoridades libias por contrabando de
combustible (véase el anexo 77).

Contrabando de combustible por tierra

121. Durante el periodo que abarca el informe aumentd el contrabando de
combustible por tierra, especialmente a través de las fronteras meridional y occidental
de Libia, asi como el desvio de combustible dentro de Libia. Por ejemplo, desde
agosto de 2022 el suministro de combustible hacia el punto de distribucion de Sabha
ha aumentado gradualmente de unos 600.000 litros a 1,2 millones de litros diarios, lo
que no concuerda con las necesidades reales del mercado. Ese aumento diferencial
indica la magnitud del contrabando transfronterizo de combustible.

Legalidad de las exportaciones de combustible desde Libia

122. Las refinerias de Libia cubren el 10 % de las necesidades nacionales de gasolina
y el 30 % de las de gaséleo. Solo el combustible para aviacion se refina en cantidades
suficientes para cubrir las necesidades del mercado local. Los datos comerciales
muestran que también se ha exportado combustible para aviacion'*®, El fueloil pesado,
o mazut ligero, se exporta desde Zawiya siempre que el mercado nacional esta
sobreabastecido. La Empresa Nacional del Petroleo tiene el monopolio de la
importacion y exportacion de petrdleo crudo y de productos refinados derivados del
petroleo. La Empresa Nacional del Petroleo confirmé al Grupo que no exporta
gasoleo, combustible diésel ni gasolina, ya que esos productos se importan en su
mayoria y luego se subvencionan, por lo cual su exportacion supondria una pérdida
financiera. La Empresa Nacional del Petroleo subrayd que de conformidad con la
legislacion libia cualquier exportacién de esos productos es ilegal¥.

123. La responsabilidad de almacenar y distribuir combustible para el mercado
nacional recae en la Empresa de Comercializacion de Petroleo de Brega. El
combustible se guarda en los centros de almacenamiento de la Empresa y luego se

142
14
144
145

@

146
147

Fuentes confidenciales en Libia.

S/2018/812, parr. 165, y S/2019/914, parr. 166.

33°2'19,37" N, 11° 55'1,42" E.

Reunioén del Grupo con la Empresa de Comercializacion de Petroleo de Brega, celebrada en
Tripoli el 12 de enero de 2023.

S&P Global, Global Trade Analytics Suite.

Multiples reuniones celebradas por el Grupo con el punto focal designado de conformidad con
la resolucion 2146 (2014), en particular en el momento de las notificaciones, y una reunién
virtual del Grupo con la Compafiia Nacional de Petroleo celebrada el 26 de junio de 2023.
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distribuye a través de ocho empresas autorizadas por el Ministerio de Economia y
Comercio. La Empresa enfatizé ante el Grupo que no lleva a cabo exportaciones'*,

C. Punto focal designado en virtud de la resolucion 2146 (2014)
del Consejo de Seguridad

124. E112 de enero de 2023, el Ministro de Petréleo y Gas, Mohamed Aoun, informo
al Grupo de una carta de fecha 29 de noviembre de 2022 en la cual se solicitd al
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores que informara al Comité de que Mustafa
Abdullah Bin Issa habia sido nombrado nuevo punto focal en virtud de la resolucion
2146 (2014)%, El Grupo informé de ello al Comité, pero sefialé que debia seguir en
contacto con el punto focal notificado oficialmente, Imad Ben Rajeb, hasta que el
nombramiento fuese comunicado oficialmente al Comité. Recién cinco meses
después, el 16 de junio de 2023, el Representante Permanente de Libia ante las
Naciones Unidas inform¢é oficialmente al Comité del nombramiento de Bin Issa. El
Grupo seifiala que el punto focal no trabaja para la Empresa Nacional del Petréleo y
no tiene una vision general de las operaciones diarias de importacion y exportacion
de la Empresa. Esta situacion complicara los intercambios técnicos y urgentes con el
Comité y con el Grupo.

125. Durante este mandato, el anterior punto focal nombrado en virtud de la
resolucion 2146 (2014), Imad Ben Rajeb, redujo gradualmente su nivel de contacto
con el Grupo. Afirmoé que lo hacia en parte por instrucciones de la direccion de la
Empresa Nacional del Petroleo y en parte debido a preocupaciones relacionadas con
su propia seguridad. La visita del Grupo a Libia coincidié con su detencion, que tuvo
lugar el 10 de enero de 2023, dos dias antes de la fecha en que el Grupo tenia previsto
reunirse con ¢l en las instalaciones de la Empresa Nacional del Petroleo. La Empresa
Nacional del Petroleo canceld la reunion y rechazo deliberadamente y sin ofrecer
excusas razonables otras solicitudes para celebrar una reunion en Tripoli o en forma
virtual, hasta que se programoé una reunion virtual para el 26 de junio de 2023. En esa
reunion, la Empresa Nacional del Petroleo confirm6 que en adelante se dispondria de
un canal de comunicacion abierto. No obstante, el Grupo desea sefialar que, de hecho,
los seis meses de silencio de la Empresa Nacional del Petroéleo habian dejado al
Comité y al Grupo sin un punto focal, pese a lo dispuesto en la resolucion 2146 (2014)
(véase el anexo 78).

D. Una respuesta eficaz al contrabando

126. Todos los agentes de la cadena de suministro de combustible con los que el
Grupo se reunié durante el periodo que abarca el presente informe (el Ministerio de
Petrdleo y Gas, la Empresa Nacional del Petroleo y la Empresa de Comercializacion
de Petréleo de Brega) reconocieron que el contrabando de combustible desde Libia
era perjudicial para la estabilidad del pais. El Grupo determindé que ninguna parte
interesada adecuada aceptaria asumir el liderazgo o un papel significativo en la lucha
contra las exportaciones ilicitas de combustible. El Grupo considera que solo una
respuesta coherente e integrada de todas las partes interesadas nacionales pertinentes
permitird encarar el problema en forma eficaz.

148 Reunion del Grupo con la Empresa de Comercializacion de Petroleo de Brega, celebrada en

Tripoli el 12 de enero de 2023, y reunidn virtual del Grupo con la Compafiia Nacional de
Petroleo celebrada el 26 de junio de 2023.

Mustafa Abdullah Bin Issa es el Director General de Asuntos Técnicos del Ministerio de
Petroleo y Gas y también representa a Libia en calidad de Gobernador en la Organizacion de
Paises Exportadores de Petroleo.
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Aplicacion de las disposiciones relativas a la congelacion
de activos de entidades designadas

Instituto Libio de Inversiones (LYe.01)

Sinopsis

127. Durante el periodo que abarca el informe, el Grupo observo que el Instituto
Libio de Inversiones demostré una creciente cooperacion y disponibilidad para
facilitar la mayor parte de la informacion solicitada. Sin embargo, el Grupo sigue
considerando que el Instituto Libio de Inversiones no esta en condiciones de ofrecer
un estado financiero consolidado preciso que responda a las normas internacionales,
ni de proporcionar estados financieros de sus filiales.

Cuestiones relativas a la gestion
Deficiencias evidentes en una auditoria del Instituto Libio de Inversiones

128. En el documento S/2021/219%%C se sefiala que el Instituto Libio de Inversiones
se comprometié a poner en practica diversas recomendaciones recibidas de Oliver
Wyman Limited (Reino Unido) como parte de su estrategia de transformacion, y que
también se comprometio a cumplir los Principios de Santiago para los fondos
soberanos®®!. Ernst and Young Global Limited (Reino Unido) estd colaborando en la
auditoria de los estados financieros del Instituto Libio de Inversiones para 2018 y
2019 de conformidad con las Normas Internacionales de Informacion Financiera.
Esos estados financieros auditados son los ultimos disponibles.

129. Aunque el Grupo ha visto las conclusiones del informe de auditoria de Ernst and
Young, no ha visto el informe completo y, por lo tanto, no puede extraer ninguna
conclusion a partir de los resultados. Por ejemplo, el resumen de activos elaborado
por los auditores no fue preparado sobre una base consolidada. El informe indica que
la inversion en filiales era de 27.100 millones de dolares a finales de 2018 y de 8.400
millones de dodlares a finales de 2019. Ante estas elevadas cifras, es fundamental
disponer de estados consolidados para poder evaluar la gestion de las filiales (véase
el parrafo 132).

130. El Grupo ha identificado algunas cuestiones clave. En primer lugar, las
“auditorias” de 2018 y 2019 incumplen el Principio 11 de Santiago, segun el cual se
debe “elaborar en forma oportuna un informe anual y los estados financieros que lo
acompafien”. A este respecto, en virtud del articulo 11.7 de la Ley libia nim. 13 de
20102, los directores del Instituto Libio de Inversiones estdn obligados a preparar
las cuentas definitivas y el balance anual dentro de un plazo no superior a tres meses
a partir del cierre del ejercicio economico. Esto no se hizo. En segundo lugar, la
redaccion estandar de un informe de auditoria contiene una definiciéon de estados
financieros®®. Los informes de auditoria de 2018 y 2019 parecen contener (inicamente
un resumen de los activos globales del Instituto. En consecuencia, faltan los cuatro
informes de apoyo fundamentales: a) un estado de ingresos; b) un estado de situacion
financiera; ¢) un estado de cambios en el patrimonio neto, y d) las notas conexas.

150
15
15
153

[

Véanse los parrs. 133y 134.

Véase https://www.ifswf.org/santiago-principles-landing/santiago-principles.

Véase https://lia.ly/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/LAW-13-Lia.pdf.

Seguln las Normas Internacionales de Informacién Financiera y las Normas Internacionales de
Contabilidad, los estados financieros comprenden el estado de ingresos (frecuentemente
mencionado como cuenta de pérdidas y ganancias), el estado de situacion financiera
(frecuentemente mencionado como balance), el estado de cambios en el patrimonio neto, el
estado de flujos de efectivo y las notas correspondientes.
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131. En resumen, el Grupo considera que, aunque quizas se hayan producido algunas
limitadas mejoras en la presentacion de informacion financiera, el Instituto Libio de
Inversiones no estd en condiciones de garantizar el cumplimiento de las normas
internacionales aplicables. Mientras el Instituto no cumpla plenamente esas normas,
las investigaciones del Grupo relacionadas con cualquier posible infraccion vinculada
con los activos congelados del Instituto se veran obstaculizadas.

Proceso conflictivo de toma de decisiones en el Instituto Libio de Inversiones
v sus filiales

132. El 16 de junio de 2023, uno de los directores del Instituto Libio de Inversiones
fue nombrado presidente de una filial (Compagnie des Exploitations Réunies). Como
resultado de ese nombramiento, una persona implicada en la gestion de alto nivel de
un grupo de empresas designado también tiene control directo efectivo sobre una
filial. Si bien se trata de una practica habitual, puede afectar a los procesos de toma
de decisiones. En virtud de la nota orientativa num. 1 del Comité para la aplicacion
de resoluciones®, las filiales no estan sujetas a la medida de congelacién de activos,
en tanto que el Instituto Libio de Inversiones si lo esta. El Grupo considera que ese
conflicto de intereses en materia de gestion podria aumentar el riesgo de desvio de
activos. El Grupo ya abordd esta situacion en el documento S/2021/229%%°. El Grupo
reitera su opinion de que la medida de congelacion de activos deberia aplicarse
también a las filiales.

Cuestiones legales
Cuestiones legales externas: el caso judicial de Euroclear en Bélgica

133. El Grupo sigue vigilando las actuaciones judiciales en relacion con el caso
Euroclear que tienen lugar en Bélgica. Este caso se refiere a un desvio ordenado
judicialmente de un pago de una liquidacion por valor de 16.000 millones de euros
que debia transferirse a una cuenta congelada perteneciente al Instituto Libio de
Inversiones en Bahrein. En lugar de ello, el pago fue oficialmente incautado y
confiscado en Bélgica en el marco de una investigacion penal sobre malversacion y
blanqueo de capitales que afectaba a 2.000 millones de euros de fondos congelados
pertenecientes al Instituto Libio de Inversiones. El 7 de julio de 2023, un tribunal
belga rechaz6 la peticion del Instituto para que se archivara el expediente y se dejara
sin efecto la incautacion.

Cuestiones juridicas internas: el caso judicial de Mohsen Derrigia contra el Instituto
Libio de Inversiones

134. El 20 de marzo de 2019, la Corte Suprema de Libia fallo a favor de Mohsen
Derrigia en un caso contra el Consejo Directivo del Instituto Libio de Inversiones
relacionado con su despido, y proporciond orientacion juridica al Circuito
Administrativo del Tribunal de Apelacion de Tripoli. El 16 de junio de 2021 el Tribunal
de Apelacion dictamind que Derrigia habia sido destituido ilegalmente como
Presidente del Instituto Libio de Inversiones antes de que finalizara su mandato de tres
aflos y anuld la resolucion sobre su destitucion. El Tribunal de Apelacion considerd
que no habia motivo legal para su despido como funcionario publico por parte del
Consejo Directivo del Instituto Libio de Inversiones. El Presidente del Instituto, Ali
Mahmoud, impugndé la decision, pero el 22 de diciembre de 2021 el Tribunal de
Apelacion dictamind nuevamente que su sentencia debia ser implementada. E1 10 de

154

155

La nota orientativa num. 1 para la aplicacion de resoluciones estipula que “las filiales del
Instituto Libio de Inversiones y la Libya Africa Investment Portfolio no estan sujetas a la
medida de congelacion de activos”.

Pérrs. 135 a 137.
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agosto de 2022, la Corte Suprema de Libia respaldé la decision del Tribunal de
Apelacion. La decision de la Corte Suprema aun no se ha implementado, y Ali
Mahmoud sigue siendo el Presidente del Instituto (véase el anexo 79).

Impresion de billetes falsos

135. El Gobernador del Banco Central de Libia, Sadiq al-Kebir, informé al Grupo de
que el Banco Central tenia conocimiento de que la sucursal oriental del Banco Central
habia reanudado la produccion de nuevos billetes. También informé al Grupo de que
el Banco Central habia remitido el caso a la Fiscalia General para que llevara a cabo
una investigacion (véase el anexo 80).

136. El 3 de enero de 2023, De La Rue Limited (Reino Unido) elabor6 un informe
técnico de analisis de falsificaciones para el Banco Central. En dicho informe, De La
Rue llegd a la conclusion de que “el nivel de sofisticacion necesario para producir
estas falsificaciones indica que se trata del trabajo de un falsificador profesional, ya
que se requieren tintas, laminas y equipos especializados, todo lo cual posiblemente
forme parte de un grupo delictivo organizado”.

137. El Grupo determino que, hasta 2020, el Directorio Ejecutivo de la sucursal
oriental habia aprobado la produccion de 18.000 millones de dinares libios'®®. El
articulo 30 de la Ley Bancaria de Libia dispone que solo se puede fabricar nueva
moneda con la aprobacion del Directorio Ejecutivo. El Grupo sefiala que el Directorio
Ejecutivo de la sucursal de Tripoli del Banco Central no habia aprobado la produccion
de esos billetes. Por consiguiente, ante la falta de consenso entre las sucursales del
Banco Central, dicha produccion es ilegal en virtud de la legislacion bancaria libia.

138. Esta impresion unilateral de moneda, que difiere de la moneda “oficial”
producida por la sucursal de Tripoli del Banco Central, significa que no es posible
implementar una politica monetaria coherente en todo el territorio de Libia, ya que
no existe un control central del suministro de dinero. Y lo que es mas importante, esa
moneda ilegal se estd produciendo en la parte del pais dominada por Haftar. Existe
un riesgo real de que la moneda ilegal sea utilizada para financiar actividades de
grupos armados que pueden poner en peligro la estabilidad y la seguridad de Libia.

Implementacion de las disposiciones relativas a la
congelacion de activos y la prohibicion de viajar aplicables
a personas designadas

Sayyid Mohammed Qadhaf Al-Dam (LYi.003)

139. El Grupo determind que Sayyid Mohammed Qadhaf Al-Dam (LYi.003) habia
muerto el 16 de marzo de 2023. Egipto, que figura como su pais de residencia en su
inscripcion en la lista, confirmoé que habia fallecido en la ciudad de Guiza (Egipto) a
la edad de 75 afios. Su certificado de defuncion figura en el anexo 8 (véase la
recomendacion 2).

Saadi Qadhafi (LYi.015)

140. El Grupo ha confirmado que Saadi Qadhafi tiene la intencién de vender una
propiedad en litigio en el Canada. Para facilitar la venta, Saadi Qadhafi firm6 un
poder que fue registrado en el Consulado de Libia en Estambul (Tiirkiye) el 11 de

156 5/2017/466, parr. 213 y anexo 56.

47/294


https://undocs.org/es/S/2017/466

$/2023/673

48/294

noviembre de 2022 con el nimero de referencia 75/1. En el poder, Saadi Qadhafi
declar6 que en ese momento residia en Estambul (véase el anexo 82). El 27 de junio
de 2023, el Grupo se comunicé por escrito con Tiirkiye en relacion con la
implementacion de las medidas de congelacion de activos y prohibicion de viajar. No
se ha recibido respuesta.

141. En su informe S/2022/427, el Grupo inform6é de que Saadi Qadhafi habia
abandonado Libia para dirigirse a Tiirkiye. En ese momento, el Grupo no pudo
determinar si habia permanecido en Tiirkiye o habia viajado a un tercer pais®®’. El
Grupo considera ahora que el hecho de que haya firmado un poder que contiene una
declaracion legal de residencia en Tiirkiye proporciona pruebas de que Tiirkiye no ha
cumplido la medida de prohibicion de viajar dispuesta en el parrafo 15 de la
resolucion 1970 (2011) (véase la recomendacion 3).

Mohammed Al Amin Al-Arabi Kashlaf (LYi.025)

142. El Grupo determiné que la Guardia de las Instalaciones Petroleras en Zawiya es
una entidad que esta nominalmente bajo el control del Gobierno de Unidad Nacional.
Con el fin de aclarar la situacion laboral de Mohammed Al Amin Al-Arabi Kashlaf
(LYi.025) (también conocido como Al-Qasab), el Grupo pidié que las autoridades
libias proporcionaran informacion actualizada sobre la implementacion de la
congelacion de activos y la prohibicion de viajar en relacion con esta persona, con
inclusion de detalles sobre la situacion actual y la cadena de mando de la Guardia de
las Instalaciones Petroleras en Zawiya, asi como sobre sus activos financieros
personales y sus recursos econéomicos. Las autoridades libias atin no han respondido.

Abd al-Rahman al-Milad (LYi.026)

143. El Grupo ha determinado que Abd al-Rahman al-Milad (LYi.026) (también
conocido como Al-Bija) ha utilizado documentacion falsificada de las Naciones
Unidas en un intento de lograr el levantamiento de las sanciones de prohibicion de
viajar y congelacion de activos que se le impusieron como persona designada en
Libia. Esas gestiones han estado dirigidas a entidades del Gobierno de Libia e
interlocutores privados dentro de Libia, con el objetivo de recabar el apoyo del
Gobierno de Libia a su solicitud de supresion de su nombre de la lista.

144. El Grupo tiene en su poder un documento oficial libio, emitido el 28 de
septiembre de 2022 por la Fiscalia General, en el que se ordena a las autoridades
responsables que supriman el nombre de Al-Milad del sistema nacional de vigilancia
de llegadas y salidas. El Grupo considera que esa accion permitiria que Al-Milad
abandonara Libia con activos en su poder, en violacion de la medida de congelacion
de activos.

145. El 25 de enero de 2023, el Grupo solicitd que las autoridades libias
proporcionaran informacion actualizada sobre la implementacion efectiva de la
congelacion de activos y la prohibicion de viajar impuestas a Al-Milad. La solicitud
fue presentada a raiz de que, después de ser liberado de prision preventiva el 11 de
abril de 2021 (véase el anexo 83), Al-Milad reanud6 sus funciones profesionales en
las fuerzas armadas libias, incluido un nombramiento como oficial en la Academia
Naval de Janzour®. Ese nombramiento significa que recibe un sueldo militar del
Gobierno, lo cual constituye una violacion de las medidas de congelacion de activos

157 parr. 126.
158 5/2022/427.
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a menos que los fondos sean depositados en una cuenta congelada. Las autoridades
libias atin no han respondido.

Informacion actualizada sobre las personas designadas

146. En el anexo 84 el Grupo proporciona informacion identificatoria o actualizada
sobre tres personas incluidas en la lista (véase la recomendacion 4).

Recomendaciones

147. El Grupo recomienda lo siguiente:

Al Consejo de Seguridad:

Recomendacion 1.

Al Comité:

Recomendacion 2.

Recomendacion 3.

Recomendacion 4.

Recomendacion 5.

Recordar el parrafo 6 de la resolucion 2278 (2016), en el que
se pide al Gobierno de Libia que proporcione informacion
actualizada pertinente para la labor del Comité en lo que
respecta a la estructura de las fuerzas de seguridad que estan
bajo su control. [véase el parrafo 76]

Actualizar la entrada de la lista de sanciones correspondiente a
Sayyid Mohammed Qadhaf Al-Dam (LYi.003) para reflejar su
fallecimiento. [véase el parrafo 139]

Actualizar la entrada de la lista de sanciones correspondiente a
Saadi Qadhafi (LYi.015) para reflejar su nuevo domicilio
(Tirkiye). [véase el parrafo 141]

Actualizar las entradas de la lista de sanciones
correspondientes a Mohammed Al Amin Al-Arabi Kashlaf
(LYi.025), Abd al-Rahman Salim Ibrahim al-Milad (LYi.026) y
Osama Al-Kuni Ibrahim (LYi.029) con la informacion
actualizada proporcionada por el Grupo. [véase el parrafo 146]

Examinar la informacion proporcionada separadamente por el
Grupo durante el periodo comprendido en este informe con
respecto a las personas que cumplen los criterios de
designacion que figuran en las resoluciones pertinentes del
Consejo de Seguridad.
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Annex 1 Overview of the evolution of the Libya sanctions regime

1. By resolution 1970 (2011), the Council expressed grave concern at the situation in Libya, condemned the violence
and use of force against civilians and deplored the gross and systematic violation of human rights. Within that context, the
Council imposed specific measures on Libya, under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations, including the arms
embargo, which relates to arms and related materiel of all types, including weapons and ammunition, military vehicles and
equipment, paramilitary equipment, and spare parts for the aforementioned, in addition to the provision of armed mercenary
personnel. The arms embargo covers both arms entering and leaving Libya. The Council also imposed travel ban and asset
freeze measures, and listed individuals as subject to one or both measures, in the resolution. Furthermore, the Council
decided that the travel ban and the asset freeze were to apply to the individuals and entities designated by the Committee
established pursuant to resolution 1970 (2011) concerning Libya involved in or complicit in ordering, controlling or
otherwise directing the commission of serious human rights abuses against persons in Libya.

2. By resolution 1973 (2011), the Council strengthened the enforcement of the arms embargo and expanded the scope
of the asset freeze to include the exercise of vigilance when doing business with Libyan entities, if States had information
that provided reasonable grounds to believe that such business could contribute to violence and use of force against civilians.
Additional individuals subject to the travel ban and asset freeze were listed in the resolution, in addition to five entities
subject to the freeze. The Council decided that both measures were to apply also to individuals and entities determined to
have violated the provisions of the previous resolution, in particular the provisions concerning the arms embargo. The
resolution also included the authorization to protect civilians and civilian populated areas under threat of attack in Libya. In
addition, it included a no-fly zone in the airspace of Libya and a ban on flights of Libyan aircraft.

3. On 24 June 2011, the Committee designated two additional individuals and one additional entity subject to the
targeted measures. By resolution 2009 (2011), the Council introduced additional exceptions to the arms embargo and
removed two listed entities subject to the asset freeze, while allowing the four remaining listed entities to be subjected to a
partial asset freeze. It also lifted the ban on flights of Libyan aircraft.

4, By resolution 2016 (2011)), the Council terminated the authorization related to the protection of civilians and the no-
fly zone. On 16 December 2011, the Committee removed the names of two entities previously subject to the asset freeze.

5. In resolution 2040 (2012), the Council directed the Committee, in consultation with the Libyan authorities, to review
continuously the remaining measures with regard to the two listed entities — the Libyan Investment Authority and the Libyan
Africa Investment Portfolio — and decided that the Committee was, in consultation with the Libyan authorities, to lift the
designation of those entities as soon as practical.

6. In resolution 2095 (2013), the Council further eased the arms embargo in relation to Libya concerning non-lethal
military equipment.

7. By resolution 2144 (2014), the Council stressed that Member States notifying to the Committee the supply, sale or
transfer to Libya of arms and related materiel, including related ammunition and spare parts, should ensure such notifications
contain all relevant information, and should not be resold to, transferred to, or made available for use by parties other than
the designated end user.

8. By resolution 2146 (2014), the Council decided to impose measures, on vessels to be designated by the Committee,
in relation to attempts to illicitly export crude oil from Libya and authorized Member States to undertake inspections of such
designated vessels.

9. By resolution 2174 (2014), the Council introduced additional designation criteria and requested the Panel to provide
information on individuals or entities engaging or providing support for acts that threaten the peace, stability of security of
Libya or obstructing the completion of the political transition. The resolution strengthened the arms embargo, by requiring
prior approval of the Committee for the supply, sale or transfer of arms and related materiel, including related ammunition
and spare parts, to Libya intended for security or disarmament assistance to the Libyan government, with the exception of
non-lethal military equipment intended solely for the Libyan government. The Council also renewed its call upon Member
States to undertake inspections related to the arms embargo, and required them to report on such inspections.

10. By resolution 2213 (2015), the Council extended the authorizations and measures in relation to attempts to illicitly
export crude oil from Libya until 31 March 2016. The resolution further elaborated the designation criteria listed in

resolution 2174 (2014).
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11. By resolution 2214 (2015), the Council called on the 1970 Committee on Libya to consider expeditiously arms
embargo exemption requests by the Libyan government for the use by its official armed forces to combat specific terrorist
groups named in that resolution.

12. By resolution 2259 (2015), the Council confirmed that individuals and entities providing support for acts that threaten
the peace, stability or security of Libya or that obstruct or undermine the successful completion of the political transition
must be held accountable, and recalled the travel ban and asset freeze in this regard.

13. By resolution 2278 (2016) the Council extended the authorizations and measures in relation to attempts to illicitly
export crude oil, while calling on the Libyan Government of National Accord (GNA) to improve oversight and control over
its oil sector, financial institutions and security forces.

14. By resolution 2292 (2016), the Council authorized, for a period of twelve months, inspections on the high seas off
the coast of Libya, of vessels that are believed to be carrying arms or related materiel to or from Libya, in violation of the
arms embargo.

15. By resolution 2357 (2017), the Council extended the authorizations set out in resolution 2292 (2016) for a further 12
months.

16. By resolution 2362 (2017), the Council extended until 15 November 2018 the authorizations provided by and the
measures imposed by resolution 2146 (2014), in relation to attempts to illicitly export crude oil from Libya. These measures
were also applied with respect to vessels loading, transporting, or discharging petroleum, including crude oil and refined
petroleum products, illicitly exported or attempted to be exported from Libya.

17. By resolution 2420 (2018), the Council further extended the authorizations, as set out in resolution 2292 (2016) and
extended by resolution 2357 (2017), for a further 12 months from the date of adoption of the resolution.

18. By resolution 2441 (2018), the Council extended until 15 February 2020 the authorizations provided by and the
measures imposed by resolution 2362 (2017), in relation to attempts to illicitly export crude oil from Libya.

19. By resolution 2473 (2019), the Council further extended the authorizations, as set out in resolution 2292 (2016) and
extended by resolutions 2357 (2017) and 2420 (2018), for a further 12 months from the date of adoption of the resolution.

20. By resolution 2509 (2020), the Council extended until 30 April 2021 the authorizations and the measures in resolution
2146 (2014), as amended by paragraph 2 of resolutions 2362 (2017) and 2441 (2018), and modified the designation period
in paragraph 11 of resolution 2146 (2014) to be one year, and requested the Panel to report any information relating to the
illicit export from or illicit import to Libya of petroleum, including crude oil and refined petroleum products.

21. By resolution 2526 (2020), the Council further extended the authorizations, as set out in resolution 2292 (2016) and
extended by resolutions 2357 (2017), 2420 (2018), and 2473 (2019), for a further 12 months from the date of adoption of
the resolution.

22. By resolution 2571 (2021), the Council extended until 30 July 2022 the authorizations and the measures in resolution
2146 (2014), as amended by paragraph 2 of resolutions 2362 (2017), 2441 (2018) and 2509 (2020), in relation to attempts
to illicitly export petroleum, including crude oil and refined petroleum products, from Libya.

23. By resolution 2578 (2021), the Council further extended the authorizations, as set out in resolution 2292 (2016) and
extended by resolutions 2357 (2017), 2420 (2018), 2473 (2019), and 2526 (2020) for a further 12 months from the date of
adoption of the resolution.

24. By resolution 2635 (2022), the Council further extended the authorizations, as set out in resolution 2292 (2016) and
extended by resolutions 2357 (2017), 2420 (2018), 2473 (2019), 2526 (2020) and 2578 (2021) for a further 12 months from
the date of adoption of the resolution.

25. By resolution 2644 (2022), the Council extended until 30 October 2023 the authorizations and the measures in
resolution 2146 (2014), as amended by paragraph 2 of resolutions 2362 (2017), 2441 (2018), 2509 (2020) and 2571 (2021)
in relation to attempts to illicitly export petroleum, including crude oil and refined petroleum products, from Libya.

26. By resolution 2684 (2023), the Council further extended the authorizations, as set out in resolution 2292 (2016) and
extended by resolutions 2357 (2017), 2420 (2018), 2473 (2019), 2526 (2020), 2578 (2021) and 2635 (2022) for a further 12
months from the date of adoption of the resolution.
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27.  To date the Committee has published six implementation assistance notices which are available on the Committee’s
website. %

159 http://www.un.org/sc/committees/1970/notices.shtml.
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Annex 2

AGO

AlS

a.k.a

BPD

BCP

CBL
ChVK
Committee

CRC
DACOT
DC
DCIM
DOB
DWT
EOD
EU
EUBAM
EUNAVFOR MED IRINI
EUC
EUR
FACT
FzC
FZE
GACS
GNA
GNA-AF
GNU
GNS
HAF
HFO
HoR
IAN
IFRS
ICCPR
IHL
IHRL
IMO
IAN
ISA
ISIL
JMC
Km
LAAF
LAIP
LCG
LIA
LIS
LLC
LYD

m

MOI
MT
MV
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Abbreviations and acronyms

Attorney General’s Office

Automatic Identification System

Also known as

Barrels Per Day

Border Crossing Point

Central Bank of Libya

Russian language abbreviation for private military enterprise
Committee established pursuant to Security Council resolution 1970
(2011) concerning Libya

Convention on the Rights if the Child
Deterrence Apparatus for Combating Crime and Terrorism
Detention Centre

Directorate for Combating Illegal Migration
Date of Birth

Deadweight Tonnage

Explosive Ordnance Disposal

European Union

EU Border Assistance Mission in Libya
European Union Naval Force Mediterranean Operation Irini
End-user Certificate

Euro

Front pour I’ Alternance et la Concorde au Tchad
Free Zone Company

Free Zone Enterprise

General Administration for Coastal Security
Government of National Accord

Government of National Accord - Armed Forces
Government of National Unity

Government of National Stability

Haftar affiliated forces

Heavy Fuel Oil

House of Representatives

Implementation Assistance Notice

International Financial Reporting Standards
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights
International Humanitarian Law

International Human Rights Law

International Maritime Organization
Implementation Assistance Notice

Internal Security Agency

Islamic State in Iraq and the Levant

Joint Military Commission

Kilometre(s)

Libyan Arab armed forces

Libyan Africa Investment Portfolio

Libyan Coast Guard

Libyan Investment Authority

Libyan Intelligence Service

Limited Liability Company

Libyan Dinar(s)

Metre(s)

Ministry of Interior

Motor Tanker

Motor Vessel
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NFSA
nm
NOC
OHCHR
OPEC
Panel
PFG
PMC
RHIB
RSF
SAF
SAR
SARU
SF

SSA
TAG
TBZ
UAE
UAV
UN
UNODC
UNSMIL
usbD
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National Support Force Authority
Nautical Miles

National Oil Corporation

Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights
Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries
Panel of Experts on Libya
Petroleum Facility Guard

Private Military Company

Rigid Hulled Inflatable Boats
Rapid Support Forces

Sudanese Armed Forces

Search and Rescue

Search and Return

Special Forces

Stability Support Apparatus

The Armored Group

Tariq Ibn Ziyad (brigade)

United Arab Emirates

Uncrewed Aerial Vehicle

United Nations

UN Office on Drugs and Crime
UN Support Mission in Libya
United States Dollars
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Annex 3 Methodology

1. The Panel ensured compliance with the methodological standards recommended by the Informal Working Group of
the Security Council on General Issues of Sanctions (S/2006/997). Those standards call for reliance on verified, genuine
documents and concrete evidence and on-site observations by the experts, including taking photographs, wherever possible.
When physical inspection is not possible, the Panel will seek to corroborate information using multiple, independent sources
to appropriately meet the highest achievable standard, placing a higher value on statements by principal actors and first-
hand witnesses to events.

2. The Panel used satellite imagery of Libya procured by the United Nations from private providers to support
investigations, as well as open-source imagery. Commercial databases recording maritime and aviation data were referenced.
Public statements by officials through their official media channels were accepted as factual unless contrary facts were
established. Any mobile phone records from service providers were also accepted as factual. While the Panel wishes to be
as transparent as possible, in situations in which identifying sources would have exposed them or others to unacceptable
safety risks, the Panel decided not to include identifying information in this document and instead placed the relevant
evidence in United Nations secure archives.

3. The Panel reviewed social media, but no information gathered was used as evidence unless it could be corroborated
using multiple independent or technical sources, including eyewitnesses, to appropriately meet the highest achievable
standard of proof.

4. The spelling of toponyms within Libya often depends on the ethnicity of the source or the quality of transliteration.
The Panel has adopted a consistent approach in the present update. All major locations in Libya are spelled or referenced as
per the UN Geographical Information System (GIS) map at appendix 3.A.

5. The Panel has placed importance on the rule of consensus among the Panel members and agreed that, if differences
and/or reservations arise during the development of reports, it would only adopt the text, conclusions and recommendations
by a majority of five out of the six members. In the event of a recommendation for designation of an individual or a group,
such recommendation would be done based on unanimity.

6. The Panel is committed to impartiality in investigating incidents of non-compliance by any party.

7. The Panel is equally committed to the highest degree of fairness and has offered the opportunity to reply to Member
States, entities and individuals involved in the majority of incidents that are covered in this update. Their response has been
taken into consideration in the Panel’s findings. The methodology for this is provided in appendix 3.B.

8. The Panel’s methodology, in relation to its investigations concerning IHL, THRL and human rights abuses, is
provided in appendix 3.C.
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Appendix A to Annex 3: UN GIS place name identification

Figure 3.A.1
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Appendix B to Annex 3: ‘The opportunity to reply’ methodology used by the Panel

1. Although sanctions are meant to be preventative not punitive, it should be recognized that the mere naming of an
individual or entity?®® in a Panel’s report could have adverse effects on the individual. As such, where possible, individuals
concerned should be provided with an opportunity to provide their account of events and to provide concrete and specific
information/materiel in support. Through this interaction, the individual is given the opportunity to demonstrate that their
alleged conduct does not fall within the relevant listing criteria. This is called the ‘opportunity to reply’.

2. The Panel’s methodology on the opportunity to reply is as follows:

(a) Providing an individual with an ‘opportunity to reply’ should be the norm;

(b) The Panel may decide not to offer an opportunity of reply if there is credible evidence that it would
unduly prejudice its investigations, including if it would:

(1) Result in the individual moving assets if they get warning of a possible recommendation for
designation;

(if)  Restrict further access of the Panel to vital sources;
(iii)  Endanger Panel sources or Panel members;
(iv)  Adversely and gravely impact humanitarian access for humanitarian actors in the field; or

(v)  For any other reason that can be clearly demonstrated as reasonable and justifiable in the
prevailing circumstances.

3. If the circumstances set forth in 2 (b) do not apply, then the Panel should be able to provide an individual an
opportunity to reply.

4, The individual should be able to communicate directly with the Panel to convey their personal determination as to
the level and nature of their interaction with the Panel.

5. Interactions between the Panel and the individual should be direct, unless in exceptional circumstances.

6. In no circumstances can third parties, without the knowledge of the individual, determine for the individual its level

of interaction with the Panel.

The individual, on the other hand, in making their determination of the level and nature of interaction with the Panel, may
consult third parties or allow third parties (for example, legal representative or his/her government) to communicate on
his/her behalf on subsequent interactions with the Panel.

160 Hereinafter just the term individual will be used to reflect both.

23-15247 59/294



$/2023/673

Appendix C to Annex 3: Violations relating to IHL, IHRL, and acts that constitute human rights abuses

1.
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investigative methodology

The Panel’s methodology, in relation to its investigations concerning IHL, IHRL and human rights abuses, is set out
as below:

(@) All Panel investigations are initiated based on verifiable information being made available to the Panel, either
directly from sources or from media reports.

(b) In carrying out any investigations on the use of explosive ordnance against the civilian population, the Panel
will rely on at least three or more of the following sources of information:

(i)
(i)

(iii)

(iv)

v)

(vii)

(vii)

(viii)

(ix)
)

At least two eye-witnesses or victims;

At least one individual or organization (either local or international) that has also independently
investigated the incident;

If there are casualties associated with the incident, and if the casualties are less than ten in number,
the Panel obtains copies of death certificates and medical certificates. In incidents relating to mass
casualties, the Panel relies on published information from the United Nations and other
organizations;

Technical evidence, which includes imagery of explosive events such as the impact damage, blast
effects, and recovered fragmentation. In all cases, the Panel collects imagery from at least two
different and unrelated sources. In the rare cases where the Panel has had to rely on open-source
imagery, the Panel verifies that imagery by referring it to eye or by checking for pixilation
distortion;

a. In relation to air strikes, the Panel often identifies the responsible party through crater
analysis or by the identification of components from imagery of fragmentation; and

b. The Panel also analyses imagery of the ground splatter pattern at the point of impact
from mortar, artillery, or free flight rocket fire to identify the direction from which the
incoming ordnance originated. This is one indicator to assist in the identification of the
perpetrator for ground fire when combined with other source information.

The utilisation of open source or purchased satellite imagery wherever possible, to identify the
exact location of an incident, and to support analysis of the type and extent of destruction. Such
imagery may also assist in the confirmation of timelines of the incident;

Access to investigation reports and other documentation of local and international organizations
that have independently investigated the incident;

Other documentation that supports the narrative of sources, for example, factory manuals that
may prove that the said factory is technically incapable of producing weapons of the type it is
alleged to have produced,;

In rare instances where the Panel has doubt as to the veracity of available facts from other sources,
local sources are relied on to collect specific and verifiable information from the ground. (For
example, if the Panel wished to confirm the presence of an armed group in a particular area);

Statements issued by or on behalf of a party to the conflict responsible for the incident; and/or

Open-source information to identify other corroborative or contradictory information regarding
the Panel’s findings.
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(c) In carrying out its investigations on depravation of liberty and associated violations the Panel relies on the
following sources of information:

(1) The victims, where they are able and willing to speak to the Panel, and where medical and security
conditions are conducive to such an interview;

(i) The relatives of victims and others who had access to the victims while in custody. This is
particularly relevant in instances where the victim dies in custody;

(iii) Interviews with at least one individual or organization (either local or international) that has also
independently investigated the incident;

(iv) Medical documentation and, where applicable, death certificates;
(v) Documentation issued by prison authorities;
(vi) Interviews with medical personnel who treated the victim, wherever possible;

(vii) Investigation and other documentation from local and international organizations that have
independently investigated the incident. The Panel may also seek access to court documents if
the detainee is on trial or other documentation that proves or disproves the narrative of the victim;

(viii)  Where relevant, the Panel uses local sources to collect specific and verifiable information from
the ground, for example, medical certificates;

(ix) Statements issued by the party to the conflict responsible for the incident; and/or

x) Open-source information to identify other corroborative or contradictory information regarding
the Panel’s findings.

(d) In carrying out its investigations on other violations, which can include forced displacement and threats against
medical workers, the Panel relies on information that includes:

0] Interviews with victims, eyewitnesses, and direct reports where they are able and willing to speak
to the Panel, and where conditions are conducive to such an interview;

(i) Interviews with at least one individual or organization (either local or international) that has also
independently investigated the incident;

(iii) Documentation relevant to verify information obtained:;
(iv) Statements issued by the party to the conflict responsible for the incident; and/or

(V) Open-source information to identify other corroborative or contradictory information regarding
the Panel’s findings.

(e) Upon completion of its investigation, wherever possible, the Panel provides those responsible with an
opportunity to respond to the Panel’s findings in so far as it relates to the attribution of responsibility. Detailed
information on incidents will not be provided when there is a credible threat that would threaten Panel sources.

(F) If a party does not provide the Panel with the information requested, as called upon by paragraphs 14 and 15 of
resolution 2644 (2022), the Panel may consider this for reporting to the Committee.

2. The Panel will not include information in its reports that may identify or endanger its sources. Where it is necessary
to bring such information to the attention of the Council or the Committee, the Panel may include more source information
in confidential annexes.

3. The Panel will not divulge any information that may lead to the identification of victims, witnesses, and other
particularly vulnerable Panel sources, except: (a) with the specific permission of the sources; and (b) where the Panel is,
based on its own assessment, certain that these individuals would not suffer any danger as a result. The Panel stands ready
to provide the Council or the Committee, on request, with any additional imagery and documentation to supports the Panel’s
findings beyond that included in its reports. Appropriate precautions will be taken though to protect the anonymity of its
sources.
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Annex 4 Member States, organizations and institutions consulted

1. This list excludes individuals and certain organisations or entities with whom the Panel met, in order to protect
source(s) confidentiality.

Table 4.1
Member States, organizations and institutions consulted 2°¢

Representative or International

A Institution / NGO
Organization

Country/ Location Government

AlbaniaP® Ministry of Interior, Finance,
Justice, Transport
Permanent Mission

Australia Australian Federal Police ¢

Austria Ministry of Foreign Affairs ¢ UNODC¢

Bangladesh Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Belgium Permanent Mission European Commission
Brazil ¢ Permanent Mission

Burundi Permanent Mission

China? Permanent Mission

Cyprus Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Egypt Ministries of Foreign Affairs,

Interior, Defence, Justice,
and Civil Aviation
Permanent Mission
France @ Ministries of Foreign Affairs, NGOs
Finance and Defence
Permanent Mission
Greece Ministries of Foreign Affairs,
Finance and Defence
Permanent Mission

India ® Permanent Mission
Ireland ® Permanent Mission
Italy Ministry of Foreign Affairs, EUNAVFOR
Interior, Finance, Defence MED Op IRINI
and Justice NGOs
Permanent Mission
Japan ¢ Permanent Mission
Jordan Ministries of Foreign Affairs LTP
and Finance
Permanent Mission
Liberia Permanent Mission Liberian Shipping
Registry ¢
Libya Ministry of Foreign Affairs, EU Delegation Brega Petroleum
Defence, Justice, Oil and Gas Marketing
CBL Turkish Embassy Company
SSA UNSMIL LIA
NOC ¢
NGOs
Liechtenstein FAST Initiative 9
Malta © Ministry of Foreign Affairs ¢

Permanent Mission
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Representative or International

Country/ Location Government A Institution / NGO
Organization
Mexico ®
Permanent Mission
Morocco Permanent Mission
Mozambique Permanent Mission
Netherlands Permanent Mission
Niger Permanent Mission
Russian Federation®  Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Permanent Mission
Spain Ministry of Foreign Affairs World Bank
Switzerland © Ministry of Foreign Affairs OHCHR Special Rapporteur © NGOs
Permanent Mission
Tunisia Ministry of Foreign Affairs EUBAM NGOs
and Interior German Embassy
Netherlands Embassy
Switzerland Embassy
United States Embassy
Turkiye Permanent Mission
United Arab Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
Emirates Interior and Justice
Permanent Mission
United Kingdom 2 Ministry of Foreign Affairs ¢ IMO NGOs
Treasury
Permanent Mission
USA?® State Department and
Treasury
Mission

2 Countries indicated ‘* are permanent members of the Security Council.

® Countries indicated *°” are elected members of the Security Council (2022).
¢ Countries indicated ‘® are elected members of the Security Council (2023).
4Via VTC or other electronic platform.

¢ Violence against Women and Girls
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Annex 5 Summary of Panel correspondence (2571 (2021) and 2644 (2022)) mandates'®!

Table 5.1
Correspondence with Member States (2571 (2021) Mandate)
(27 April 2022 to 12 July 2022) 2

# awaiting

# letters sent # replies from  reply from
Member State / country by the Panel Member State  Member State
Belarus 1 0
Burundi 1 0 1
Central African Republic 2 0 2
Egypt 3 3 0
Equatorial Guinea 1 0 1
Italy 1 1 0
Japan 1 1 0
Jordan 1 0 1
Libya 2 0 2
Republic of South Africa 1 0 1
Syrian Arab Republic 1 1 0
Tanzania 1 0 1
Tunisia 2 0 2
Tirkiye 1 0 1
Ukraine 1 1 0
United States of America 1 0 1
Total 21 7 14

227 April 2022 being the last date that letters were included in annex 5 to S/2022/427 and 12 July 2022 being the end
of the resolution 2571 (2021) mandate.

Table 5.2
Correspondence with Member States (2644 (2022) Mandate)
(13 July 2022 to 17 July 2023) @

# awaiting
# letters sent # replies from  reply from
Member State / country by the Panel ®  Member State  Member State
Albania 1 1 0
Bangladesh 1 1 0
Belgium 1 1 0
Bulgaria 4 4 0
Burundi 4 0 4
Central African Republic 1 0 1
Chad 1 0 1
Cyprus 1 1 0
Egypt 8 6 2
Finland 1 0 1

161 Excluding updates to the Committee, letters to the Chair or visit/visa requests to Member States.
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# awaiting
# letters sent # replies from  reply from

Member State / country by the Panel ®  Member State  Member State
France 2 2 0

Greece 2 2 0

Italy 6 4 2

Japan 1 1 0

Jordan 5 2 3

Kyrgyz Republic 2 2 0

Liberia 1 0 1

Libya 20 2 18
Morocco 2 2 0
Netherlands 2 2 0

Poland 1 0 1
Republic of South Africa 1 0 1
Russian Federation 3 1 2
Tunisia 2 0 2
Turkiye 18 4 14
Ukraine 2 2 0

United Arab Emirates 3 1 2

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 4 4 0

United States of America 8 2 6

Total 108 47 61

213 July 2022 being the commencement of the resolution 2644 (2022) mandate and 17 July 2023 being the last date
for which replies were requested and could be included in the final report.
® Includes all letters sent with a requested reply date by 17 July 2023.

Table 5.3
Correspondence with regional organizations and other entities (2571 (2021) Mandate)
(27 April 2022 to 12 July 2022) @

# letters sent # awaiting
Organization or entity by the Panel # replies reply
European Union 1 1
Euro Control 2 2
Total 3 3 0

227 April 2022 being the last date that letters were included in annex 5 to S/2022/427 and 12 July 2022 being the end
of the resolution 2571 (2021) mandate.

Table 5.4
Correspondence with regional organizations and other entities (2644 (2022) Mandate)
(13 July 2022 to 17 July 2023) @

# letters sent # awaiting
Organization or entity by the Panel # replies P reply
Attorney General’s Office (Libya) 2 0 2
Euro Control 2 2 0
International Atomic Energy Agency 1 1 0
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# letters sent # awaiting
Organization or entity by the Panel # replies P reply
HAF 6 3 3
Judiciary (Belgium) 1 0 1
National Oil Corporation (Libya) 1 1 0
Total 13 7 6

213 July 2022 being the commencement of the resolution 2644 (2022) mandate and 12 July 2023 being the last date
for which replies were requested and could be included in the final report.
® Includes all letters sent with a requested reply date by 17 July 2023.

Table 5.5
Correspondence with commercial companies (2571 (2021) Mandate)
(27 April 2022 to 12 July 2022)2

# letters sent
Organization or entity by the Panel  # replies # awaiting reply

Barrett Firearms Manufacturing Inc (USA) 1 1 0
Minerva Special Purpose Vehicles LLC (UAE)
SAKO Limited (Finland)

Zaiwalla and Co (UK)

Total

Nl O O

1
1
0
2

N Y

227 April 2022 being the last date that letters were included in annex 5 to S/2022/427 and 12 July 2022 being the end
of the resolution 2571 (2021) mandate.

Table 5.6
Correspondence with commercial companies 2644 (2022) Mandate)
(13 July 2022 to 12 July 2023) @

# letters sent

Organization or entity by the Panel  # replies ® # awaiting reply
Abdul Latif Jameel Import and Distribution Co., Ltd. (Saudi 1 1¢ 0
Arabia)

Accuracy International Limited (UK)

Air Libya (Libya)

Al Futtaim (UAE)

Al Rajeeb and Al Refai for Cars (Kuwait)
Al-Takamul Al-Afrigii Company (Libya)
Almutakss Cars FZE (UAE)

Amsterdam Global Shipping (Netherlands)

Aviation Company (South Sudan)

Boies Schiller Flexner LLP (USA)

Boustany United Machineries Co, S.A.L. (Lebanon)
Capra Arms Savunma ve silah sanayi tic. Ltd. (Turkiye)
Daimler Truck AG (Germany)

Ebrahim K. Kanoo B.S.C. (Bahrain)

Falcon Wings LLC (UAE)

Ford Motor Company (USA)

Fursan Al Khaleej (Kuwait)

P PR R R RPRPRPDNMRPRRRRERRERER
P PP OFRPR OORRPRERREPRORIEREOLPR
O OO R ORFRPRFPR WOOOR OORrR O
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# letters sent
Organization or entity by the Panel  # replies # awaiting reply
General Motors Limited (USA) 1

Hilton Group (USA)

Holman Fenwick Willam MEA LLP (UAE)
Kratol Aviation FZC (UAE)

M&A Shipping and Trading (Marshall Islands)
Mercedes-Benz Group AG (Germany)
Mohamed Saud Bahwan Trading (FZC) LLC (Oman)
Muthana Al Battawi Motors (UAE)

SILC (Japan)

Shipping Company Groningen (Netherlands)
Squire Patton Bogs (MEA) LLP

Streit Group (UAE)

The Armored Group (UAE)

The Armored Group (USA)

VIP Armouring Industry Company (Jordan)
Yildirim Shipping (Turkiye)

Zaiwella and Co (UK)

Total

N OO PFRP P OPFP,P OOPFPF ORF OF O F -

N RPN R RPRPRPRRRRERRERRERRRNDN
OFRP NOOR ORRFPRORFRORONIRERO

N
[ui
N
N
[y
©

213 July 2022 being the commencement of the resolution 2644 (2022) mandate and 12 July 2023 being the last date
for which replies were requested and could be included in the final draft report.

® Includes all letters sent with a requested reply date by 17 July 2023.

¢ Member State was copied on letter responded to the Panel.
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Annex 6 Context of Zawiyah since August 2022

1.  Zawiyah represents one of the main hubs for migrant smuggling and human trafficking in western Libya. The criminal
networks based in the Zawiyah area are supported by armed groups and individuals with State legitimacy and political
influence. These networks formed links with criminal groups based in the south of the country, increasing their reach to
essentially enhance their revenues. Their influence over the governmental authorities gave them an important level of
impunity that enabled them not only to prevent armed group members from facing prosecution, but also to develop a business
model based on systematic human rights abuses aimed at generating revenue and facilitate transportation by land or sea, for
the conduct of other criminal activities, such as drug trafficking and fuel smuggling.

2. The Panel met with individuals trafficked or smuggled through Libya, who at some point of their journey had fallen
victim to the criminal networks based in Tripoli, Sabratah and Zawiyah.'®? Their accounts provide evidence of un-uniformed
armed actors openly carrying weapons and driving vehicles mounted with machine guns and holding the victims against
their will in large warehouses, subjected to various forms of human rights violations (see annex 19).

3. In addition, fighters from the al-Nawasi Brigade and 777 Brigade who were not incorporated in other Tripoli-based
armed groups arrived in the Zawiyah area following the August 2022 clashes in Tripoli (see annex 10). Their presence
contributed to the deterioration of the security situation as they have been hosted by local armed groups involved in human
trafficking, migrant smuggling and fuel smuggling.t6

4. Rival armed groups based in Zawiyah took opposing stands during those clashes in Tripoli. They did not directly
participate in the fighting, but Dbeibah’s prevalence had an impact on their respective influence on the authorities in Tripoli.
Mohammed Bahrun (a.k.a al-Far), who supported Dbeibah, has since used his position*®* to reduce the influence of rival
armed groups led by Hassan Busriba.!®

162 E g. Panel interviews with former detainees (IHL Confidential Sources (CS) 25-27, 52-58, 65-72).

163 panel Meetings of 6 and 12 October 2022, and 10 and 17 January 2023.

164 As head of the Office of Combatting Terrorism and Subversive Activities in the Western Region.

165 panel Meetings with Armed group representatives and actors from the security sectors of 10, 12 and 17 January 2023. Busriba
was named deputy commander of the SSA by former Prime Minister Fayez al-Sarraj in 2021.
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Annex 7 Narcotics Marketplace in Zawiyah

1.  On Google Maps, the marketplace is labelled Sifaou after Mohamed Sifaou. Mohamed Sifaou is the head of the
Ministry of Interior (Mol) Anti-Drug Unit in Zawiyah, who is openly associated with this location. The Panel has received
confirmation from multiple sources that Mol vehicles are trading in illicit narcotics under a bridge called the “Bir Al ghanam
Bridge” (a3l )4 52 5S) at this location.

Sifaou hashish selling place
(Zawiyah, Libya)
(32°44'47.52"N, 12°43'1.68"E)

Labelled on Google Maps as Al-Sifaw for the sale of
hashish and Bafra rolling papers.

oM 3 g el aed e

Primary sources Official UN Translation 2311918E

1. Google Earth Pro, June 2023.
Al-Sifaw for the sale of hashish and Bafra rolling papers

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 8 Declaration of the High Council of State on Zawiyah Operation
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Source: https://twitter.com/MuhammedAhmedJ2/status/1662165334722215951/photo/3, 26 May 2023.
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Official UN translation
Reference no 2314271E
Translated from Arabic

Statement of the President of the High Council of State on the drone bombardment of certain areas in the city of
Zawiyah

We affirm that we categorically reject all forms of smuggling and crimes of any kind. Confronting such crimes should be
done through a series of measures and steps that would include replacing commaodity subsidies with cash subsidies. The
government, which specializes in disbursal only, has not taken any reform steps in this connection. It is well known that
oil and fuel are smuggled on a wide scale and semi-officially through prominent personages and advisers to the Prime
Minister.

The drone bombardment of certain areas of the city of Zawiyah came a few days after the stirrings of a movement by the
youth and people of Zawiyah to reject the spread of crime and government negligence. It led to the formation of a
committee of elders, notables, military and security parties, and activist youth in the city of Zawiyah to launch a plan to
combat crime and smuggling. After making some contacts, it became clear to us that the bombing took place without the
knowledge of the Presidency Council, which functions as the Commander-in-Chief of the Libyan army, and without the
knowledge of the Chief-of-Staff, the western military zone command or the recently formed military and security
committee.

We declare that we reject the use of drones by Minister of Defence Abdulhamid Al Dabiba to settle political scores with
political parties that differ with him under the noble pretext of fighting crime.

We call on the Presidency Council, in its capacity as Commander-in-Chief of the Libyan army, to take command and
control of drones away from the Prime Minister, who been using that power to terrorize and confront his political
opponents.

We stress that drone oversight has nothing to do with our brothers in Turkey. It is done directly by Defence Minister
Abdulhamid Al Dabiba. He is using this issue to drag our Turkish ally into the internal conflict. We reject any suggestion
from any party that impugns the neutrality of our Turkish ally.

Khalid Ammar Al-Mashri
President of the High Council of State

Issued in Tripoli
26 May 2017
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Annex 9 Decree establishing the National Force Support Authority (NFSA)
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Source: Panel interlocutor on 15 June 2023
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Official UN translation
Reference no 2311914E
Translated from Arabic

Government of National Unity
Cabinet Decision No. 313 (2023) establishing a National Support Forces Authority

The Cabinet,
Having considered the following:

. The Constitutional Declaration and amendments thereto;

. The Libyan Political Agreement signed on 17 December 2015;

. The outcomes of the Libyan Dialogue Forum held on 9 November 2020;

. The Act concerning the State financial system and regulations for the budget, accounts and reserves, and amendments
thereto;

. Act No. 40 (1974) concerning service in the Libyan army, and amendments thereto;

. Act No. 12 (2010) concerning labour relations;

. The decision taken by the House of Representatives 10 March 2021 to grant confidence to the Government of National
Unity;

. Secretary of Cabinet Affairs letter No. 10284 dated 22 May 2023;

. The third ordinary meeting of the Cabinet of 2023,

Does hereby decide the following:

Article 1
An Authority to be called the National Support Forces Authority shall be established subsidiary to the Cabinet with a legal
personality and financial resources, with headquarters in Tripoli.

Article 2

The Authority shall bring together members of support forces and the 17 February Revolutionaries’ Brigades with a view
to restructuring them and regulating their movements and the deployment of their vehicles, weapons and munitions in
accordance with administrative and legal measures and legislation in force.

Article 3
“Members of the support forces” shall mean the following:

1. The 17 February Revolutionaries;
2. Civilians who take part in military operations to defend the homeland;
3. Trainers from the military and security services assigned to the Authority.

Acrticle 4
The Authority shall have the following competencies:

1.  Preserving the objectives of the 17 February revolution in accordance with legislation in force in the Libyan State;

2. Protecting the legitimacy of the State and sovereign institutions, and maintaining the security and stability of the
country and national security.

3. Supporting the army as needed to help secure and protect the Libyan border and entry points, and securing vital and
strategic targets and facilities;

4.  Supporting the Ministry of Interior as needed in protecting sovereign installations and the premises of diplomatic
missions;

5. Providing support in emergencies, natural disasters and rescue operations;

6.  Providing support in securing infrastructure projects and archaeological and tourist sites;

7. Any other competencies assigned to the Authority at a later date.

Article 5
The Authority shall be managed by a chief nominated by decision of the Prime Minister.
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Article 6

The Authority shall have subsidiary branches in Libyan cities in accordance with proposals submitted by the chief of the
Authority and decisions issued by the Prime Minister.

Article 7
The chief of the Authority shall be responsible for implementing tasks under the Authority’s terms of reference and shall be
responsible before the law for any violations by the Authority of the law.

Avrticle 8
The financial resources of the Agency shall consist of the following:

1.  What is allocated to it in the general budget of the State;
2. Any other resources that it is legally authorized to receive.

Avrticle 9
The Agency shall have one or more bank accounts in one of the banks operating in Libya in which its funds shall be deposited
in accordance with legislation in force.

Article 10
The present decision shall enter into force on the date of its issuance, and the relevant parties shall be required to implement
it.

(Signed) [lllegible]
[Prime Minister]

Done on 9 Dhu al-Qa’dah A.H. 1444
22 May 2023
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Annex 10 Tripoli-based armed groups since August 2022

1.  On 27 and 28 August 2022, armed groups supporting the installation of Fathi Bashagha as Prime Minister attempted
to press for the resignation of the Abdul Hamid Dbeibah government, triggering intense clashes in Tripoli. The fighting
resulted in the withdrawal from Tripoli of the armed groups supportive of Bashagha. Those events marked changes in the
armed groups’ balance of power in the Libyan capital.

2. The aftermath of the clashes led to the dismantling of the Al-Nawasi Brigade and 777 Brigade, formerly the Tripoli
Revolutionary Brigade (TRB), and the departure of their respective leaders, Mustafa Qaddour and Haitham Al-Tajouri, from
Tripoli. Osama Al-Juwaili, former commander of the western military region, also had to relocate to his stronghold of Zintan
after his participation in the pro-Bashagha offensive on Tripoli. Following the clashes, most of the Al-Nawasi brigade
fighters were integrated in other security forces supporting the government, mainly the Stability Support Apparatus (SSA)
and the Deterrence Apparatus for Combating Organized Crime and Terrorism (DACOT), formerly known as Special
Deterrence Force (SDF). While the process of re-affiliation remains unclear at the moment, the Panel noted the considerable
increase of territory under SSA and DACQOT control, making them key actors for any future political process. The Panel
assessed that Tripoli-based armed groups not only control the security forces in their territories, but also the local authorities
that are likely to play a key role in the organization of future elections.

3. The posture of 444 Brigade also had an impact on the current security dynamics in Tripoli. The brigade is officially
under the authority of the Minister of Defence. The brigade commander and former DACOT officer, Colonel Mahmud
Hamza, presented to the Panel the brigade as a neutral military force willing to be a buffer between armed groups to avoid
clashes in the city. It played a major role in the retreat of the Bashagha-affiliated forces in August 2022. 444 Brigade also
extended its operational area to Bani Walid, which serves as a patrol base for its operations to the south.

4. Except for the clashes that occurred on 15 January 2023 at the defunct Tripoli International Airport (HLLT), and the
ones on 28 May 2023 between 444 Brigade and DACOT, no significant clashes occurred in Tripoli after August 2022. The
remaining armed groups based in the capital were keen to secure control over their territories and avoid being perceived as
factors of destabilization.
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Annex 11 Official LAAF orders reinforcing 106 brigade

Figure 11.1
Order to integrate 116 unit into 106 brigade
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OFFICAL UN TRANSLATION
Reference no. 2311914E
Translated from Arabic

General command of the Libyan Arab armed forces

Decision of the general commander of the Libyan Arab armed forces No. 170 (2023) concerning integration of a unit into
the 106th brigade group

The General commander of the armed forces,
Having considered the following:

. Act No. 40 (1974) concerning service in the armed forces and amendments thereto;

. Act No. 1 (2000) promulgating the Code of Military Criminal Procedure and amendments thereto;

. Act No. 1 (2015) amending Act No. 11 (2012) concerning the powers and leadership ranks of the Libyan arab armed
forces;

. House of Representatives Decision No. 20 (2014) concerning delegation by the Office of the Speaker of the House of
Representatives of the competences of the commander-in-chief of the Libyan army;

. And Commander-in-Chief Decision No. 20 (2015) appointing a general commander of the Libyan Arab armed forces,

Does hereby decide as follows:

Article 1
The 115th infantry battalion shall be integrated into 106 brigade group, with its full general force of personnel, vehicles,
weapons, ammunition and missions;

Article 2

The present decision shall enter into force on the date of its issuance, and the relevant parties shall be required to implement
it.

(Signed) Khalifah Abulgasim Haftar

Staff field marshal
general commander of the Libyan Arab armed forces
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Figure 11.2
Order to integrate Khaled Ben Walid brigade into 106 brigade
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Source: https://twitter.com/wady dynar/status/16785088653467811897s=46&t=AJSUGTVN8PWIieUi-5AGhcQ, 10 July 2023.
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OFFICAL UN TRANSLATION
Reference no 2313572E
Translated from Arabic

General commander of the Libyan Arab armed forces Decisions

Decision of the General commander of the Libyan Arab armed forces No. 220 (2023) concerning the establishment
of an Office of chief of staff of Security Units

The general commander,

Having considered the following:

. Act No. 40 (1974) concerning service in the armed forces and amendments thereto;

. Act No. 1 (2015) amending Act No. 11 (2012) concerning the powers and leadership ranks of the Libyan
arab armed forces;

. And commander-in-chief Decision No. 20 (2015) appointing a general commander of the Libyan arab
armed forces,

Does hereby decide the following:

Article 1
The Libyan Arab armed forces shall establish an office to be called the Office of chief of staff of Security Units, which
shall be subordinate to the general command.

Article 2
The following units shall be included in the Office of chief of staff of Security Units

| 1. The 106th brigade group | 2. The Khalid ibn al-Walid army

Article 3
Staff brigadier Khalid Khalifah Abu al-Qasim (no. 37825) is hereby appointed as its commander.

Article 4
The Operations Authority shall design its organizational structure.

Article 5

The present decision shall enter into force on the date of its issuance, and the relevant parties shall be
required to implement it.

(Signed) Khalifah Abu al-Qasim Haftar
Staff field marshal
general commander of the Libyan Arab armed forces

Done at Rajmah on 8 July 2023
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Annex 12 TBZ Agency activities in LAAF controlled territories.

1. Sample of the news report titled “cs k- z Y1 5 Sleadllab§ o 3ol Jleal dali g ) gl (il 3ipa Dlaaa J a3, The
Panel translates this as “The arrival of modern equipment for sweeping streets belonging to the Tariq Bin Ziyad Agency for
Services and Production — Benghazi”.

Figure 12.1
Road Maintenance in Benghazi
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Source: 11ttps:/r“WWW.voutuhc.cmm’watch‘.’v=-1‘pwthut62M, 7 May 2023.

2. Sample of the news report titled “lem & A8haill § Lilpall Cllee Jual 52 305 2 G 3lea”. The Panel translates this
as “Tariq bin Ziyad Agency continues maintenance and cleaning operations in Sebha.”

Figures 12.2 - 12.3
Waste Management in Sebha
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Source: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KvXGIB1dwVA, 17 May 2023.

3. Sample of a news report titled " s ghad 5 A 53 & 5 pia Slad) e (oo Aalal) 3alall ) ALY 5 leadll ol o GuUa e
JHadll (33 b caa y 8ale) ", The Panel translates this as “The Tariq bin Ziyad Service and Production Agency of the General
Command finishes the completion of the project of expanding, developing and re-paving the airport road.”

Figures 12.4 - 12.5

Road Building in Benghazi

Source: https://www.libyaakhbar.com/breaking/208 1637.html, 14 February 2023.

4, Sample of the news report titled “aadill (5 ik aiiua sy #UY) g Glaxdll 2y Gola Slen Anuall plad acal”,
The Panel translates this as “To support the health sector, the Tariq Bin Ziyad Agency for Services and Production opens
the Benghazi Specialized Hospital”.
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Figures 12.6 - 12.7

Construction of a hospital in Benghazi inaugurated by the head of the TBZ Agency, Jibril Daoud Al Badri
[ - S
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Source: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dvdgBB-r9Xc, 6 May 2023.

5. Sample of the news report titled "z Y1 5 Claasll "alyy o (3)la Slea 283 Cini 3 € Aped Alas 430 A0 Cagd”, The
Panel translates this as “""The city of Derna witnessed a large service campaign under the implementation of the "Tariq bin
Ziyad Agency" for services and production.”
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Figures 12.8

Road extension in Derna

Source: https://twitter.com/alsaaa24/status/1 588988508 101828612 ?s=46&t=AJSuGTvNE8PWieUi-5AGhcQ,
5 November 2023.

6. Sample of a report from LAAF media titled " e A2 ) jis alaa deall 4l ) e dalall salall 2835 )5 (e ails
aeiall e g 33", The Panel translates this as “Excerpt of the visit of the General Command delegation, headed by
brigadier general Saddam Haftar, to the city of Sebha to see the projects”.

Figures 12.9 - 12.10

Saddam Haftar’s visit to Sebha to see TBZ agency work

I .
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Source: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nplloMyW 18E, 30 May 2023.
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Annex 13

Table 13.1

Reported counterterrorism related events in Libya

Reported counterterrorism related events in Libya

Date

Event

18 Jun 2022

The GNU-AF 444 Brigade announced the arrest, in Bani Walid, of an alleged leader of ISIL-
Libya named Mustafa bin Dallah, against whom an arrest warrant was issued in 2016 by the
AGO.?

28 Jul 2022

The GNU-AF Counter Terrorism Force (CTF) reportedly arrested, in Gharyan, an Iraqi
individual suspected of being a member of ISIL-Libya.?

8 Aug 2022

The Libyan judicial authorities in Misrata initiated the trial of 56 individuals suspected of being
ISIL-Libya members.©

7 Sep 2022

The HAF Tareq Bin Ziyad brigade (TBZ) announced the killing of Mehdi Dango, a senior ISIL-
Libya operative, during a security operation in Qatrun. Dango is responsible for the killing of the
Egyptian Copts in Sirte, in 2015.°

16 Nov 2022

HAF’s spokesperson Ahmed al-Mismari announced that the LAAF’s Southwestern Security
Operations Room had conducted a security operation against suspected ISIL-Libya operatives
south of Qatrun, near the Libyan-Chadian border. According to the spokesperson, the operation
resulted in the reported Killing seven alleged ISIL-Libya members and two arrests.®

21 Nov 2022

The GNU-AF “information, investigation and apprehension unit” published a video of recently
captured ISIL-Libya members who were active in different cities of Libya since 2016 according
to their recorded testimonies.f

27 Nov 2022

The trial of suspected ISIL-Libya members accused of involvement in the occupation of Sirte in
2016 resumed in Misrata. 12 suspects, field commanders, witnesses gave statements to judges.?

19 Dec 2022

Tripoli Criminal Court issued sentences against 41 people, including death sentences against 17
of them, who were convicted of joining ISIL-Libya, committing murders, kidnappings, and
vandalizing public property in the city of Sabratha and its environs."

1 Jan 2023

Libya’s Missing Persons Authority reported that 18 bodies were found buried in a mass grave in
the Sabaa area of Sirte, a former stronghold of ISIL-Libya.'

8 Jan 2023

ISIL published the results of its terrorist operations in the world for the year 2022, including in
Libya. ISIL admitted in its report having a small presence in Libya and reported to have carried
three attacks in Libya, in 2022, which would have resulted in a total of 9 casualties.!

26 Feb 2023

The Misrata Court of Appeal held the eleventh session, and the first in 2023, to try more than
forty accused of belonging to ISIL-Libya. The verdict was postponed to a later date.

5 May 2023

Tunisia has received four women and five children, wives and children of ISIS fighters from
Libya, at the Ras Jedir border crossing. The women had been acquitted by the Libyan judiciary
while nine others were sentenced to twelve years in prison.'

29 May 2023

The Misrata Court of Appeal sentenced to death at least 35 ISIL-Libya suspects, both Libyans
and foreign nationals; others were sentenced to life in prison. The sentences relate to incidents
attributed to ISIL in 2015 and 2016 in cities like Zliten and Sirte.™

ahttps://ar.libyaobserver.ly/article/19649, 18 June 2022.

b https://lana.gov.ly/post.php?lang=ar&id=249993, 28 July 2022.

‘https://arabic.euronews.com/2022/08/08/libya-misrata-tries-dozens-suspected-belonging-daesh-group-jihadist-killings, 8

August 2022.
9 https://www.alarabiya.net/north-africa/2022/09/08/\ul- A-ie 1a-ae S-dbaai-Ailens i1 o 50 ) ja-3-Jlie ) 7 September 2022.

¢ https://WWW.aa.com.tr/ar/2740418/2- sl s e 1a-pa-cpalisa7-Jia- ot jiés ol B-Lul/iy wll-J sl 16 November 2022.

f hitps://www.facebook.com/100323058386315/vide0s/508062901380547, 21 November 2022.

9 https://arabic.euronews.com/2022/08/08/libya-misrata-tries-dozens-suspected-belonging-daesh-group-jihadist-killings, 27

November 2022.
M https://arabic.rt.com/middle east/1418568- e la-aati- J)-alarai¥l-degisbad b ] 7-alae b ol ulyl jla-cilia-Luil/, 19 December

2022.

i http://arabic.news.cn/20230102/3debb2ef85ac4f62a91f6e3c809f6950/c.html, 1 January 2023.
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i https://libyaobserver.ly/news/isis-admits-faltering-activities-libya, 8 January 2023.

K https://libyaalhadath.net/?p=152712, 26 February 2023.

' https://www.alaraby.co.uk/society/ - e la- Mies i s-Juikal-ye-dada-yminsi- i 55, 5 May 2023

™ https://www.maghrebvoices.com/cve/2023/05/29/ bl - e | gune-35-alae b Sl oSa Ji8 ) oS -l il 29 May 2023.
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Annex 14 2022 ISIL’s summary of terrorist activities in the world

Figure 14.1
Summary of ISIL activities in different countries during 2022

wHlao Jiloas adlil

2022 pl_c JUu o

NOTE: Framed in red, claim of three attacks in Libya, resulting in the killing and wounding of nine people.

Source: https://ent.siteintelgroup.com/Jihadist-Threat-Statements/is-amag-tallies-over-2000-attacks-in-2022-more-than-6800-
casualties-in-22-countries.html, 8 January 2023.
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Annex 15 Syrian Presence in Libya

Sidi Blal Camp, Tripoli
(32°49'09.1""N 12°57'02.8"E)
(15 April 2023)

On 15 April 2023, the official Youtube page
of the Syrian group Sultan Suleiman Shah
published a video of a large number of its
members marching and demonstrating in
Sidi Blal camp in the area of Janzour in
Tripoli, in celebration of the 12 year of the
“Syrian revolution”.

Primary sources

1. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=E0QsZrT
QiYv4, 15 April 2023

2. Confidential satellite imagery.
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Annex 16 Incidents of violations of international humanitarian law (IHL) and international
human rights law (IHRL) committed in the context of deprivation of liberty

1. Thisannex presents evidence of serious violations of IHL and IHRL against individuals detained: (a) in the detention
centre under the control of the DACOT (appendix 16.A); and (b) in detention centres under the control of HAF (appendix
16.B and confidential appendix 16.C).
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Appendix A to Annex 16: Violations of international human rights law committed in the detention centre under
the control of DACOT

1.  The Panel identified six incidents of arbitrary and unlawful detention, and serious violations of fair trial rights of
detainees deprived of liberty in the Mitiga detention facility (see figure 16.A.1) in Tripoli under the control of the DACQOT.1
Five out of six detainees were consistently: (a) detained over a period of months without any judicial review of their
detention; (b) denied adequate access to legal assistance; (c) denied access to a fair and public hearing within a reasonable
time by an independent and impartial tribunal established by law; and (d) not given the opportunity to examine and have
examined witnesses in court proceedings against them.6” The detaining authority blatantly deprived detainees of these
judicial guarantees and repeatedly refused to implement court orders to bring detainees before a judge, and in one case to
enforce the Attorney General’s order for release. This unlawful conduct is consistent with accounts of four Panel witnesses
who testified that the DACOT detaining authorities have regularly refused to execute official judicial orders in violation of
detainees’ rights to a fair trial, and to liberty and security of the person.1®®

2. This consistent pattern of a deliberate isolation of detainees and an exercise of an autonomous control of their access
to protection, on which the Panel has reported regularly since 2015,¢° has turned the Mitiga detention facility into a systemic
tool of mistreatment itself. Allied armed actors have increasingly utilised this punitive function to transfer civilians under
their control to the Mitiga facility with the knowledge that judicial authorities would have been unable to enforce orders for
release in those cases.

Figure 16.A.1
Satellite imagery of the Mitiga detention facility in Tripoli

Source: Google Earth.

166 Articles 9 and 14 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. See also $/2022/427, paragraph 39 and annex 21.

167 panel interviews with eyewitnesses (CS 61, 62 and 63).

168 panel interviews with family members (CS 20, 24 and 127) and eyewitnesses (CS 31 and 64). See also annex 20 of
S/2022/427.

169 See e.g. 1) S/2015/128, paragraph 82; 2) S/2016/209, paragraph 91; 3) S/2018/812, paragraph 40; 4) S/2020/229, paragraph

35; and 5) S/2022/427, paragraph 39 and annex 21.
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Appendix B to Annex 16: Violations of IHL and IHRL committed in detention centres under the control of
HAF

1. The Panel interviewed nine victims and their family members'’® in regard to alleged violations of IHL and IHRL that
took place during the period from October 2020 to August 2022 in two unofficial places of detention under the exclusive
responsibility and control of the TBZ brigade:

(a)The detention facility in the military base of the TBZ brigade in Sidi Faraj in Benghazi (see figures 16.B.1 and
16.B.2); and

(b) The detention section within the Gernada detention facility in Al Bayda’ currently being expanded into a
larger stand-alone building (see figures 16.B.3 and 16.B.4).1"

2. The detention facility located inside the military base of the TBZ brigade in Sidi Faraj'’? included: (a) a building
divided in compartments with rooms and a section with solitary confinement cells; (b) a prison yard inside the detention
compound; and (c) a detention wing with specialised dark isolation cells where detainees were held as part of a designed
method of torture (see below paragraph 4). The detention section within the building of the Gernada detention facility had
two blocks of cells. Block A contained group rooms while block B was reserved for solitary confinement cells. Summary
information is at the confidential table 16.C.1.

3. The TBZ brigade used the two facilities for the detention of civilians who were unlawfully abducted and in other
ways deprived of liberty by armed units under the control and command of LAAF and other HAF in multiple locations in
Ajdabiya, Benghazi, and Sirte; and transferred to the two facilities either directly upon the arrest or from other detention
facilities under HAF control, including the HAF internal security agency premises in Ajdabiya and Benghazi, the Kweifiya
detention facility in Benghazi, and the Gernada detention facility in Al Bayda’. Two detainees were transferred from Sirte
to Benghazi by military cargo airplanes administrated by Russian private military operatives while under the complete
control of the detaining authorities. The Panel received a list of names of another eight civilians who were in the same
manner transferred to the two detention facilities under the control of TBZ, after they were unlawfully deprived of liberty
by HAF group 20/20 in the context of raids on local civilians’ dwellings in the area of Sirte (see annex 17).

4, Two detainees were severely beaten with plastic tubes and metal objects (see confidential figures 16.C.2 and 16.C.3),
suspended by the wrists, denied access to food and potable water, and held in prolonged incommunicado detention. Four
detainees were confined in a special detention wing of the military base in Sidi Faraj in Benghazi in a dark isolation cell for
lengthy periods of time intentionally designed as a method of psychological torture. They testified to the Panel that the cell
resembled a sealed black box without windows and with walls and the ceiling painted in black colour to induce the painful
effects of prolonged sensory deprivation. While in there, detainees were periodically exposed to the repeated sound of a
ventilator hitting a plastic bottle intentionally placed against it. This manipulation of sensory environment disoriented,
traumatized and caused mental harm to the four detainees.

5. The Panel found that the TBZ detaining authorities were responsible for:

(a)Violating detainees’ right to liberty and security of person by arresting and imprisoning them on arbitrary and
unlawful grounds; and intentionally depriving them of core procedural guarantees; and

(0) Acts that amounted to torture, cruel and degrading treatment.'”3

170 Where a victim was deceased or unable to give testimony due to an ongoing detention, the Panel interviewed an immediate
family member.

"1 panel interviews with former detainees (CS 28, 29, 30, 34, 73, and 74) and family members (CS 22, 33 and 128).
17232°04'02.0"N, 20°12'56.9"E.

13 Common Article 3; Articles 7, 9 and 14 of the ICCPR; UN Human Rights Committee, General Comment No. 35,
CcCcPR/c/GC/35, 16 December 2014.
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LAAF response to the Panel’s findings

6. In their opportunity to reply, the LAAF command contested the Panel’s findings with regard to: (a) the existence of
the two unofficial detention facilities; (b) the identified IHL and IHRL violations; and (c) the responsibility of involved
HAF units and their members, including the head of the Gernada detention section, Mohamed Al-Tagouri.}™

7. Firstly, the LAAF command argued that the military base of the TBZ brigade in Sidi Faraj has detention facilities
exclusively reserved for its military personnel. No facilities for the holding or detention of civilians existed within the base.
They stated that with regard to the Gernada detention facility, the facility and all its sections fall exclusively under the
authority of the ministry of interior. No separate detention wing under the TBZ brigade’s command existed.

8. Secondly, focusing on the Gernada detention facility, the LAAF command stated that no mistreatment of detainees
has taken place in this facility, which is equipped to provide regular medical care to detainees in need, and regular access is
granted to independent humanitarian monitors.

9. Thirdly, the LAAF command claimed that Mohamed Al-Tagouri had no responsibility for detention-related or any
other matters inside the Gernada detention facility. They stated that this is because he is in the LAAF military police with
responsibility for providing external security outside the premises of the Gernada detention facility. In his statement of reply
to the Panel’s findings, Al-Tagouri confirmed that: (a) there is no detention section under TBZ control within the Gernada
detention facility; (b) he is in the LAAF military police without any command function; and (c) in his role as a member of
the military police, he carries out regular security tasks such as guarding the Gernada detention facility and escorting
detainees between custody and court.*”

10.  Neither the LAAF command or Al-Tagouri provided any supporting evidence to convince the Panel of the veracity
of their statements. To the contrary, the Panel has extensive independent, corroborative documentary and testimonial
evidence to support its findings.

11.  Having examined the relevant testimonial and documentary evidence, the Panel is persuaded by the consistent,
detailed and credible statements of six former detainees who were detained in concerned locations for prolonged periods of
time, and family members of other three detainees who were unable to provide their evidence because they were deceased
or due to an ongoing detention. The Panel corroborated these testimonies with independent sources and available
documentary evidence, including satellite and other imagery, that confirmed the location and the description of the two
facilities, and the patterns of mistreatment there.

Figures 16.B.1 and 16.B.2
Satellite imagery of the detention wing in the military base under the TBZ control in Sidi Faraj, Benghazi

Source: Google Earth.

174 1) LAAF general command responses of 7 July 2022 and 26 June 2023; and 2) Panel online meeting with LAAF general

command, 9 July 2023.
175 panel online meeting with Mohamed Al-Tagouri, 9 July 2023.
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Figure 16.B.3
Satellite imagery of the detention section in the Gernada facility under the TBZ control in Al Bayda’
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Source: Google Earth.
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Figure 16.B.4

Satellite imagery of the construction of the new TBZ detention section within the Gernada facility in Bayda

Construction of a New Detention Facility inside Gernada Prison
Compound, Bayda' (under the control of the Tariq Ibn Ziyad brigade) UN Panel of Experts

Establlshed pursuant to Resolution 1973 (2011)
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CONFIDENTIAL Appendix C to Annex 16: Summary of investigated incidents
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Annex 17  Targeted attacks against members of civil society and journalists

1.  The Panel investigated 21 incidents of attacks against human rights defenders, humanitarian workers, social and
political activists, and journalists, in Ajdabiya, Al Bayda’, Benghazi, Sirte, and Tripoli.'’® Individuals belonging to the
Internal Security Agency (ISA) office in Tripoli, and HAF ISA offices in Benghazi and Tobruk, the TBZ brigade, group
20/20, deprived targeted persons of their freedom of expression through violent acts of unlawful deprivation of physical
liberty, mistreatment in detention, denial of fair trial rights, burning and destruction of their private property, and
intimidation.”” Samples of documentary evidence of these attacks are presented in confidential appendix 17.A.

2. The Panel identified a consistent pattern of these human rights abuses targeting persons: (a) who were engaged in
community-based human rights or political projects unapproved by the leadership of the above involved entities; or (b) who
publicly criticised various components of local governance institutions affiliated with those entities.'’® The attackers
identified individuals through the surveillance of their digital or offline public activities and attacked them with the purpose
of establishing complete control over their actions. Upon identification, 85% of cases investigated by the Panel resulted in
arbitrary detention and transfer of targeted persons to the detention facilities under the control of HAF in Benghazi or the
DACOT in Tripoli where they were subjected to ill-treatment and deplorable material conditions (see annex 16).

3. The attackers further organised and directed a public defaming campaign against the victims that was primarily based
on a misuse of national legislation to characterise victims as “criminals”, “drug dealers, “apostates”, and “spies” in an
attempt to justify and obtain public support for the acts of violence and intimidation inflicted against the targeted persons.
Female human rights defenders and social activists were particularly vulnerable to such stigmatisation in the context of
detrimental gender stereotypes and discrimination. Having been subjected to these violent acts that imposed immediately
danger to their and their immediate family members’ lives and wellbeing, four targeted persons were forced to withdraw
from their participation in public life and to displace from their immediate communities out of fear that the attackers would
repeat or escalate violent acts against them and their relatives.

4. In this context, the Panel identified an emerging pattern of attacks since August 2022, found in nine incidents of
unlawful abductions of persons perceived as supporters of or associated with the candidacy of Saif al-Islam Qadhafi to the
presidential elections. Individuals belonging to the HAF ISA, the TBZ brigade and HAF group 20/20 targeted victims on
political grounds as a direct infringement upon their freedoms of expression.'”® They carried out these attacks in an organised
manner reflected in coordination of joint raids and other operational activities between designated units, including regular
transfers of abducted persons from the custody of one HAF unit to the other (see also annex 16). Two outspoken individuals
were attacked in the context of raids on civilians’ houses that HAF group 20/20 under the command of Ali Al Mashai (a.k.a.
Ali Abdel Salam Ahmed) and the TBZ brigade carried out jointly as a form of punishment against persons belonging to the
Qadhafa tribe.

LAAF response to the Panel’s findings

5. The LAAF command also contested the Panel’s findings regarding the responsibility of group 20/20 and its
commander, Ali Al Mashai (a.k.a. Ali Abdel Salam Ahmed), for unlawful security operations and related violations of
international human rights law against civilians in Sirte in August 2022.%° In his statement of reply, Ali Al Mashai claimed:
(a) that group 20/20 does not exist within HAF but he is aware of a military unit of the same name based in Tripoli; and (b)
that he is a sergeant in the TBZ brigade with no command function.'® Neither the LAAF command or Ali Al Mashai
provided any supporting evidence to convince the Panel of the veracity of their statements. To the contrary, the Panel has
extensive independent, corroborative documentary and testimonial evidence to support its findings.

176 panel interviews with eyewitnesses (CS 31, 32, 62, 63, 64, 79, 83 and 127).

17 Articles 7, 9, 14 and 19 of the ICCPR.

178 See also paragraph 44 of 5/2022/427.

179 Article 19 of the ICCPR.

180 1) LAAF general command response of 26 June 2023; and 2) Panel online meeting with LAAF general command, 9 July 2023.
181 panel online meeting with Ali Al Mashai, 9 July 2023.
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CONFIDENTIAL Appendix A to Annex 17
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Annex 18

investigation

Human trafficking and migrant smuggling routes in Libya under the Panel

1. The Panel identified eight human trafficking and migrant smuggling routes in Libya operated by Libyan networks of
human traffickers and smugglers with regional and international elements in seventeen countries, including Bangladesh,
Egypt, Eritrea, Ethiopia, France, Germany, Italy, Lebanon, Morocco, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Portugal, Somalia, Sudan,
Syria, and the United Arab Emirates. Key parameters of these routes are presented in table 18.1.

Table 18.1
Key parameters of international and regional human trafficking and migrant smuggling routes with operations centres in
Libyal®?
Departure Means of Transit countries Entry points Transit points
point transport Libya Libya
Bangladesh  Aircraft United Arab Emirates Benghazi Misrata, Tripoli, Sabrathah,
(Dhaka) (Dubai); Syria (Damascus); (Benina airport) Zawiyah, Zuwarah
Kuwait (Kuwait City);
Jordan (Amman); Cyprus
(Larnaca); Egypt
(Alexandria or Cairo);
Qatar (Doha).
Egypt Aircraft Direct route to Libya Benghazi Tobruk, Sabrathah,
(Alexandria) (Benina airport) Zawiyah, or Zuwarah
Egypt Land Direct route to Libya Salloum Umm Sa’ad, Bir al Ashhab,
(Cairo - Bardiyah, Musaid, Kambut,
Alexandria) Tobruk, Derna, Kufra,
Sabrathah, Zawiyah, or
Zuwarah
Lebanon Aircraft Syria Benghazi Tripoli, Sabrathah, Zawiyah,
(Beirut) (Damascus) (Benina airport) Zuwarah
Morocco Aircraft Direct route to Libya Tripoli Tripoli, Zawiyah, Zuwarah
(multiple (Mitiga airport)
locations)
Nigeria Land Niger Tazirbu, Kufra Bani Walid, Tripoli,
(multiple Sabrathah
locations)
Pakistan Aircraft United Arab Emirates Benghazi Tobruk, Bardiyah, Musaid,
(Karachi) (Dubai) (Benina airport) Sabrathah, Zawiyah, or
Zuwarah
Syria Aircraft Direct route to Libya Benghazi Tripoli, Sabrathah, Zawiyah,
(Damascus) (Benina airport) Zuwarah
Somalia Land Ethiopia, Eritrea, Sudan Tazirbu, Kufra Bani Walid, Shuwayrif
(multiple desert, Tripoli
locations)
Sudan Land Direct route to Libya Tazirbu, Kufra Bani Walid, Tripoli,
(multiple Sabratha, Zawiyah, Zuwarah
locations)

2. The Panel interviewed 64 witnesses, including 26 children, who were trafficked along these routes. 56% of them, and
in particular those on routes from Bangladesh, Egypt, Morocco, Pakistan, and Syria, started their journey in the context of
migrant smuggling schemes. These schemes were organised by local elements of the investigated trafficking and smuggling
networks responsible for the recruitment and logistics in the country of origin. In these cases, the principle motive of the
migrants for deciding to take the journey was for economic gain. Migrants were lured into believing that that they would

182 panel interviews with CS 19, 25-27, 37-72, 80-82, and 88-123.
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have access to labour opportunities in the destination country - Libya or one of the European countries - that would have
generated sufficient earnings to financially support their immediate family members back home. Having departed from the
country of origin, smuggled migrants came, however, under the full control of well-organised human trafficking
organisations and deprived of their liberty. Those who wanted to return were coerced to continue the journey under the
threat of death. The other 44% were victims who were vulnerable to human trafficking in their countries of origin primarily
due to the situations of protracted armed conflicts and other coercive factors that put them at the real risk of serious human
rights abuses.

3. The Panel identified nineteen locations of operation centres run by human trafficking and migrant smuggling networks
in the south, the west and the east of Libya: Ajaylat, Ajdabiya, Al-Khums, Bani Walid, Bardiyah, Benghazi, Kufra, Misrata,
Musaid, Sabrathah, Shuwayrif desert, Sirte, Tazirbu, Tripoli, Tajoura, Tobruk, Umm-Sa’ad, Zawiyah, and Zuwarah (see
figure 18.1). These centres were used as: (a) coordination points from where network leaders coordinated the operational
phases of the trafficking scheme using elements of the network in multiple locations inside and outside Libya; (b) logistic
bases where drivers changed vehicles and other transportation resources necessary to continue the journey; and (c) short and
long-term detention places where trafficked migrants were unlawfully deprived of liberty and subjected to acts of torture
and other ill-treatment for the purpose of sexual and labour exploitation, extortion of money and/or disciplinary control over
detainees. Depending on the size of the operation centre, such detention places ranged from temporary spaces, such as
houses and apartments belonging to the network’s leaders, to more permanent facilities in the form of warehouses.

4.  The detention was consistently characterized by inhuman and degrading treatment, unhygienic conditions,
overcrowding, and starvation. lllegal detention facilities in Bani Walid, Tazirbu and Shuwayrif desert were particularly
notorious for inhuman and degrading conditions of life, brutal beatings and severe sexual violence, including rape, sexual
enslavement and enforced prostitution.'8® Two witnesses, identified by the pseudonyms CS42 and CS43, 16 and 17 year old
boys at the time, testified to the Panel that elements of the private networks operating centres in Bani Walid and Shuwayrif
desert repeatedly subjected them to extremely violent acts of physical and psychological torture, slavery, and starvation for
the purpose of extorting amounts of around USD 12,000 — USD 12,500 per person during the period of nine months in 2020.
The regularly applied methods of torture included stress positions for prolonged periods of time, beatings, submarino,*®*
sleep deprivation, applied cumulatively with deprivation of food and water, verbal abuse, and intimidation. Witnesses were
further forced to clean, cook and serve the elements of the network running the detention facility. CS42 was raped daily by
multiple perpetrators.

5. The Panel notes that the majority of identified survivors of torture and rape had limited, if any, access to adequate
medical or psychological support in countries of origin or temporary residence. The lack of such specialized rehabilitation
programmes has caused a serious protection gap that has left the victims feeling traumatised, disoriented, depressed, and
often ashamed of the violence and abuse to which they were subjected.

183 panel interviews with former detainees (CS 41, 42, 43, 70, 71 and 72). See also paragraph 46 of S/2022/427.
184 Detainee’s head was dunked into a toilet bowl filled with water and excrement.

100/294 23-15247


https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427

S/2023/673

Figure 18.1.
Operation centres of private human trafficking and migrant smuggling networks in Libya
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Annex 19 IHL and IHRL violations associated with the operating methods of the expanded
Zawiyah Network in Zawiyah and Warshafana

1. The Panel previously reported on six incidents of unlawful deprivation of life and liberty, torture and other severe ill-
treatment, and forced labour, committed in the Al-Maya DC, and identified Mohamed Al-Kabouti as directly responsible
for the said human rights abuses.*® During the reporting period, the Panel identified additional eighteen incidents of
unlawful and arbitrary detention, torture and other ill-treatment committed in the Al-Maya detention centre (Al-Maya DC).
This DC is located in a former medicine factory in the coastal area of Wershafana under the direct command and control of
55 Brigade.'® The Panel also identified the existence of a secret detention facility for migrants known as “Prison 55” (or
Al-Zahra DC) that the leadership of 55 Brigade ran in Al-Zahra during the period from April 2021 until November 2022.

2. The Panel established that Muammar al-Dhawi, the commander of 55 Brigade, Mohamed Al-Kabouti, and their
subordinates were responsible for the management and operation of the Al-Maya DC and Prison 55. The Panel found that
since October 2021 these individuals were directly responsible for acts committed against detained migrants under their
effective control in the two detention facilities that violated applicable IHRL and IHL.8

3. The leadership of 55 Brigade operated the Al-Maya and Al-Zahra DCs as part of the illegal detention system for
migrants established and controlled by individuals within the core Zawiyah network. These individuals include Abd Al
Rahman al-Milad (LYi.026), Mohamed Al Amin Al-Arabi Kashlaf (LYi.025) and Osama Al-Kuni Ibrahim (LYi.029). Other
detention centres for migrants in Zawiyah and Al-Harsha — Al-Nasr DC and temporary detention facilities in Al-Harsha —
were operated by the Network for the purpose of executing a common plan to gain substantive financial assets from criminal
activities related to trafficking and smuggling in persons in and through Libya.

4.  This plan entailed: (a) racketeering and controlling private networks of human traffickers and migrant smugglers
operating in areas under the Network’s territorial and maritime control; (b) extorting money from detained migrants under
their control through acts of brutal mistreatment; (c) exploiting detained migrants under their control by deploying them as
forced labour force to carry out construction work at boat factories, households and other facilities owned by the Network;
and (d) creating business leverages and deals with local armed groups in control of areas in western and eastern parts of
Libya to facilitate their criminal activities of trafficking and smuggling illicit items and persons, including by selling them
boats and other necessary equipment.'®

The establishment of the Al-Maya DC

5. The Panel identified that the Al-Maya DC had several functions in support of 55 Brigade and its military coalition in
Zawiyah, including: (a) generating regular financial profits through extorting remittance from detained migrants by acts of
torture and other ill-treatment; (b) exploiting detained migrants through forced labour for the logistic needs of 55 Brigade
and allied local armed groups, such as construction work, everyday maintenance tasks, and domestic labour; (c) supporting
interdiction maritime operations under SSA command in Zawiyah with the necessary infrastructure and logistics, in
particular when capturing migrants at sea and returning them to detention locations under 55 Brigade‘s command and
control; (d) strengthening the ability of 55 Brigade’s internal capabilities to exercise effective control over strategic territorial
points in Zawiyah for protracted time periods; and (e) serving as a facade for the 55 Brigade leadership to gain political
influence and legitimacy among the national and international stakeholders as a relevant security actor combating human
trafficking and migrant smuggling in Libya.

1855/2022/427, paragraph 51.

186 5/2022/427, paragraphs 50 — 51. 55 Brigade may also now appear under the name of 55 Infantry Battalion integrated in the
military structures of the Libyan Ministry of Defence on 28 November 2022. Ministry of Defence Decision No. 32 of 2022
regarding the establishment of an infantry battalion.

187 Common Article 3; articles 4, 5 and 13 of Additional Protocol 11; articles 6, 7, 8, 9, of the ICCPR, and article 37 of the CRC.
188 panel interviews with former detainees (CS 27, 55, 58 and 122).
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6.  Between December 2021 and February 2023, the Al-Maya DC operated under an unofficial institutional framework
of the SSA-controlled Department for Combating Settlement and Illegal Immigration (DCSII),*8° which existed in parallel
with the Libyan government’s detention system for migrants under the authority of the Department for Combatting Illegal
Migration (DCIM).%® On 2 February 2023, the SSA commander, Brigadier Abdel Ghani Belgasim Khalifah (a.k.a. Ghenewa
or al-Kikli), issued an order to close down the Al-Maya DC for the reason that “it overstepped its mandate several times
and owing to lack of coordination and failure to respond to the relevant communications of the Director of the Apparatus”
(see figure 19.3).1°* Shortly after, on 8 March 2023, Major General Issam Busriba, the Minister of Interior in the Government
of National Stability (GNS) and a family member of Hassan Busriba — the SSA deputy commander in charge of the SSA
Zawiyah command - issued an executive decision to re-establish the Al-Maya DC under GNS auspices in an attempt to
provide this detention facility with some semblance of legitimacy (see figure 19.4). The Al-Maya DC is operational to this
date.

Description of the Al-Maya DC

7. The Al Maya detention facility'®? is located in the north-west of Libya in the al-Mayah coastal area of Wershafana,
around 27 km west of Tripoli (see figures 19.5 and 19.6). In October 2021, at around the time when the Al-Maya DC
officially opened, it consisted of a large warehouse exclusively utilised for the detention of around 1,500 — 2,000 migrants.
By March 2023, the DC developed into a detention complex with an additional six to seven large barracks and warehouses
detaining in total between 3,500 and 4,000 migrants.'®® 55 Brigade forced detainees to build these expanded components of
the compound under deplorable material conditions.

Description of Prison 55

8. Prison 55 was part of a military compound located in al-Zahra, Wershafana!® that served as 55 Brigade’s military
quarters until November 2022 (see figure 19.7). The compound comprised of several barracks and buildings with an old
alley road dividing the compound in two parts (“part A” and “part B”). The functional military quarters buildings were
located in part A while most of the barracks and buildings located in part B were used as detention locations for migrants.
At the entrance gate, on the left side was a guardroom and on the right was a room with toilets and showers. A large two-
storey building was located in the centre of the compound (“Main Building”). Four rooms on the ground floor of the Main
Building were used for detention of migrants, while Mohamed Al-Kabouti’s offices were located on the second floor.1%
Beside the Main Building was a weapon storage area. To the north-west, beside the wall, another small building was used
for detention of migrants. On the other side of the alley road, in Part B, around five minutes walking distance from the Main
Building, was an abandoned building under construction (“Isolated Building”) and a long metal building with several rooms
(“Hangar”). A plan of the compound indicating the layout of Prison 55 is at figure 19.8.

The arrival, management and release of detainees

9.  The two detention facilities, the Al Maya DC and Prison 55, were at the heart of the expanded Zawiyah Network’s
modus operandi. These facilities enabled the Network to exercise physical control of trafficked or smuggled persons for the
purpose of gaining from them financial and other profits for the benefits of the Network’s members. This enterprise model
encompassed several operational phases: (Phase 1) pre-detention; (Phase 2) capture and return; (Phase 3) detention; and
(Phase 4) release, where applicable (see figure 19.1).

189 Official DSCII webpage is available at: https://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=100076437379692&ref=page_internal.
190.5/2022/427, paragraph 47.

191 Decision No. (17) of 2023 of the Director of the Stability Support Apparatus concerning the operations of the Department for
Countering Settlement and Illegal Migration shelter in Mayah, 1 February 2023, Article 1. Under the same order, the SSA central
command closed the entire DCSII and excluded the SSA maritime units from its military structure. As of May 2023, the SSA
maritime units have been integrated into the Libyan General Administration for Coastal Security (GACS) under the authority of
the Libyan Ministry of Interior.

192.32°80'83.67"N, 12°90'07.51"E.

193 panel interviews with former detainees (CS100 and 122).

19432°41'34.7"N, 12°52' 08.2"E.

1% Following heavy armed clashes with a rival local armed group on 30 July 2021, Al-Kabouti moved his offices to a small
building behind the Main Building.
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Figure 19.1
Expanded Zawiyah Network’s modus operandi
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10. Phase 1 Pre-detention: Private networks of human traffickers and smugglers, operating migrant camps mainly in
Zawiyah, Zuwarah and Sabratha, played a key role in facilitating the Network’s access to migrants. As part of their
trafficking and smuggling operations, these networks regularly arranged transportation and other logistics for migrant boats
destined to European ports via the Mediterranean Sea. Once migrants embarked and started the journey, the networks tipped
off the migrant boats’ location to the responsible individuals of the Network belonging to the Libyan Coast Guard (LCG)
and/or SSA maritime units stationed in the coastal areas of Zawiyah and al-Mayah (see also annex 18).

11. Phase 2 Capture and return: Shortly after the departure, in a time range between 30 minutes and several hours,
individual members of the LCG and/or SSA maritime units (see figures 19.9 and 19.10): (a) interdicted the migrant boat in
question; (b) physically captured the boarded migrants; and (c) returned them to shore. These units most often used a
disembarkation point close to the Al-Maya DC. Upon disembarkation, captured migrants were searched for personal
belongings and other valuables that the detaining authorities unlawfully confiscated. Females were separated from males.
The detaining authorities further screened males for their nationality and ethnical background, on which basis they
determined the detained migrants’ capacity to pay for the release. Those migrants who were identified as able to pay higher
release fees, of whom the vast majority were from Bangladesh and Pakistan, were separated and transferred in trucks to
Prison 55. Others were taken to the Al-Maya DC.
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12. Captured females were either transferred to unknown locations or were kept in separate barracks within the Al-Maya
DC compound. The Panel has yet to determine whether the selection of females allocated to Al-Maya DC was systematic
in nature.

13. Phase 3 Detention: Detainees were not afforded any procedural safeguard throughout the entire duration of their
detention. In the Al-Maya DC, migrants from the region of Sub-Saharan Africa were held separately from migrants coming
from Arab countries such as Egypt, Morocco, Sudan and Syria. On average, around 600 - 700 migrants were placed in each
of the six storehouses without windows and only two toilets. Twenty-seven former detainees and eyewitnesses consistently
testified to the brutality and extreme violence to which detainees were directly subjected and which they witnessed daily.
Each group of migrants divided per nationality was assigned a foreign national, often from the same ethnical or national
background, tasked to mistreat detainees until the breaking point of agreeing to pay for the release. Three detainees described
incidents where senior guards deliberately left dead bodies of detainees killed from beatings and other acts of torture or
starvation to lie on the floor in front of other detainees for lengthy time periods, with the intention to induce an atmosphere
of terror and despair among detainees that would force them to pay their way out.*%

14. Phase 4 Release: The release system in the Al-Maya DC and Prison 55 was essential to the Network’s ability to
generate substantive financial revenue from detainee abuse. Detainees were released from the Al-Maya DC: (a) after their
relatives paid the requested amount, which varied based on the detainees’ nationality in a range between USD 2,500 and
5,000 (see figure 19.2); or (b) when they were sold to private smugglers and traffickers who were paid by the detainees’
families to arrange the release. Payments were made in cash to an intermediary located in the detainee’s country of origin
(Intermediary 1) and further channelled to an intermediary located in Libya (Intermediary 2) directly working for the Al-
Maya DC and Prison 55 management (see figure 19.2). The Panel identified only one exceptional case where a group of
262 Bangladeshi nationals was released upon the intervention of the Bangladeshi Embassy in Libya in 2022. In a few
sporadic cases, detainees managed to escape from the detention facility.

15. As a matter of illustration, based on the evidence of 24 identified cases, the Panel estimates that 55 Brigade profited
by approximately USD 500,000 from the release payments of around 130 detainees over the period of six months.

19 panel interviews with former detainees (CS 55, 114 and 122).
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Figure 19.2

Expanded Zawiyah Network’s illicit financial flows from detainee abuse
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16. Twenty-one survivors gave consistent accounts of severe mistreatment and extremely inhumane living conditions to
which the detention management of the Al-Maya DC and Prison 55 facilities under Muammar al-Dhawi’s and Mohamed
Al-Kabouti’s command subjected them.®” They suffered acute hunger and exhaustion from being deprived of adequate food
and potable water, sleeping and toilet facilities. When the food was provided, it was of poor quality and often inedible.*¢®
Detainees endemically suffered from skin diseases and stomach infections caused by rotten food and poor hygiene without
access to medical assistance.*®® Among the victims, the Panel identified two 16-year-old boys.

17. Detainees were routinely beaten several times a day and in particular when they cried out for food and water. The
Panel identified two senior guards under Al-Kabouti’s direct command known for particularly brutal beatings of detainees
- “Abd al-Sattar” and “Ashkara”. Guards often used plastic pipes to inflict physical pain upon detainees, causing permanent
physical injuries to their bodies. Other methods of torture and cruel treatment included the use of stress positions, exposing
detainees to extreme temperatures for prolonged hours,?®® and mock executions. In three identified cases, detainees died
under acts of torture.?%!

197 panel interviews with former detainees (CS 26, 27, 28, 55, 58, 85-100, 114, 122-123) and eyewitnesses (CS 04, 09, 19 and
124).

198 For instance, witness CS95 lost 20 kilogrammes in several months of his detention at the Al-Maya DC.

199 panel interviews with former detainees (CS 25-27, 93-95, 100, 122 and 123) and eyewitnesses (CS 19 and 124).

200 panel interviews with former detainees (CS 93 and 122).

201.5/2022/427, paragraph 51.
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18. Three eyewitnesses confirmed that rape and other sexual violence of detained females was systematic in Al-Maya
DC.2%2 CS 122 testified that he regularly heard cries of women being raped and tortured in the DC as a “normal practice”,
and that women were often “offered to guards and other men who worked there”. The Panel further identified one case of
rape of a male detainee with a wooden stick as a form of punishment for an attempted escape from Prison 55.

19. By being deliberately placed in the proximity of legitimate military targets, detainees were constantly exposed to the
dangers of armed attacks that belligerent armed groups occasionally carried out against 55 Brigade’s military positions
within the Prison 55 compound and in a close vicinity of the Al-Maya DC.?%

202 panel interviews with witnesses (CS 08, 100 and 122).
203 See e.g. paragraphs 11 - 13 of the Report.
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Figure 19.3.1
Decision no. 17 of the SSA command to close down the Al-Maya DC — part 1
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Source: https://twitter.com/nchr_ly/status/1627611203349381120?s=20, (authenticated with the SSA command), 20 February 2023.
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Official UN Translation
Reference 2304210E
Translated from Arabic

State of Libya
Presidency Council
Stability Support Apparatus

Decision No. (17) of 2023 of the Director of the Stability Support Apparatus concerning the operations of the
Department for Countering Settlement and Illegal Migration shelter in Mayah

The Director of the Apparatus,

. Having reviewed the act concerning the financial system of the State and the regulations for the budget, accounts and
reserves, and the amendments thereto;

e Act No. 5 (2018), as amended by Act No. 6 (2019), concerning the Police Service, and the amendments thereto;

»  Act No. 40 (1974) concerning military service, and the amendments thereto;

* Act No. 12 (2010), concerning labour relations, and its implementing regulations;

» Act No. 13 (1980) concerning social insurance, and the amendments thereto;

»  Presidency Council decision No. 4 (2016) concerning the formation of a government of national accord;

. Presidency Council decision No. 26 (2021) concerning the establishment of the Stability Support Apparatus;

. Presidency Council decision No. 32 (2021) concerning the assignment of duties;

. Presidency Council decision No. 40 (2021) concerning a ruling on Presidency Council decision No. 26 (2022)
regarding the establishment of the Stability Support Apparatus;

. Presidency Council decision No. 92 (2021) concerning the adoption of the organizational structure of the Stability
Support Apparatus and its management structure;

. Presidency Council decision No. 20 (2022) concerning the amendment of decision No. 92 (2021) on the
organizational structure of the Stability Support Apparatus and its management structure;

«  Communication No. 894.4.2 dated 29 September 2022 from the Director of the Stability Support Apparatus
addressed to the President of the Presidency Council concerning reporting on the humanitarian conditions of
migrants in Apparatus detention facilities;

*  The presentation of the Director of the Office of Apparatus Affairs;

e Operational requirements;

Decides

Article 1

Pursuant to the provisions of the present decision, the shelter for illegal migrants in Mayah operated by the Department for
Countering Settlement and Illegal Migration shall be closed because has it overstepped its mandate several times and
owing to lack of coordination and failure to respond to the relevant communications of the Director of the Apparatus.

Acrticle 2

Further to the provisions of article 1 of the present decision, all authorizations and approvals for the use of boats registered
in the name of the Apparatus and that are in the possession of the Department for Countering Settlement and Illegal
Migration are hereby cancelled and considered to be null and void.

Article 3

Pursuant to the provisions of articles 1 and 2 of the present decision, the operations of the Department for Countering
Settlement and Illegal Migration shall be suspended, and the Administrative Affairs Department of the Authority shall
address the employment situation of the staff of the shelter and the Department [for Countering Settlement and Illegal
Migration], in accordance with the laws in force.

The present decision shall enter into force on the date of its issuance, and the relevant parties shall be required to
implement it.
(Signed) [illegible]
Brigadier Abdulghani Belgasim Khalifah
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Director, Stability Support Apparatus

Figure 19.3.2
Decision no. 17 of the SSA command to close down the Al-Maya DC — part 2

Source: https://twitter.com/nchr_ly/status/1627611203349381120?s=20, (authenticated with the SSA command), 20 February
2023.
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Official UN Translation
Reference 2304210E
Translated from Arabic

State of Libya
Presidency Council
Stability Support Apparatus

Ref.: 238-1-6
Date: 1 February 2023

To: His Excellency the Minister of the Interior

Sir,

We transmit to you decision No. (17) of 2023 of the Director of the Stability Support Apparatus concerning the
closure of the shelter operated by the Department for Countering Settlement and Illegal Migration in Mayah and the
cancellation of all authorizations and approvals given to the Department.

Accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.

(Signed) [illegible]
Colonel Abdulsalam Abdulhamid al-Mas‘udi
Director of the Office of Apparatus Affairs
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Figure 19.4
Decision no. 57 of the GNS Minister of Interior to reopen the Al-Maya DC
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Official UN Translation
Reference no. 2308679E
Translated from Arabic

Ministry of the Interior
Decisions

Decision of the Minister of the Interior
Decision No. 57 (A.D. 2023 / A.H. 1444) concerning the establishment of a shelter for illegal migrants
The Minister of the Interior

Having considered the following: The Constitutional Declaration of 3 August 2011 and amendments thereto;

Act No. 12 (2010) concerning employment relations and implementing regulations thereto;

Act No. 5 (2018), as amended by Act No. 6 (2019), concerning the Police Service, and the amendments thereto;

House of Representatives Decision No. 1 (2022) concerning the appointment of a Head of the Libyan Government;

House of Representatives Decision No. 2 (2022) concerning the adoption of the ministerial structure of the Government

of Libya;

* Former General People’s Committee Decision No. 106 (2007) concerning the establishment of the security directorates
for administrative purposes;

= Cabinet Decision No. 145 (2012) concerning the adoption of the organizational structure, responsibilities and
administrative system of the Ministry of Interior;

= Cabinet Decision No. 982 (2012) concerning the adoption of the internal structure of the Ministry of Interior;

= Cabinet Decision No. 386 (2014) concerning the establishment of the Directorate for Combating Illegal Migration;

Mindful of public interest considerations;
Hereby decides as follows:

Acrticle 1A shelter for illegal immigrants shall be established in the western region pursuant to the present Decision. It
shall be located in the Mayah area.

Article 2
The shelter shall operate in accordance with the laws in force.

Article 3
The present decision shall enter into force on the date of its issuance, and the relevant parties shall be required to
implement it.

(Signed) Major General Isam Muhammad Abu Zaribah
Minister of the Interior

16 Sha‘ban, A.H. 1444
8 March, A.D. 2023
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Figure 19.5 Figure 19.6
Satellite imagery of Al-Maya DC? Exterior of Al-Maya DC

@Source: Google Earth.
P Source: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Lv9ZuX36gqU (authenticated), 11 February 2022.

Figure 19.7
Panel spatial analysis of Prison 55 geolocation

Source of photographs of 55 Brigade headquarters used in the spatial analysis to corroborate witnesses’ description of Prison
55: https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=299295555093231 &set=pcb.299296671759786, 9 May 2021.
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Figure 19.8
Plan of Prison 55
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Figure 19.9 Figure 19.10
SSA Lambro Olympic D74 Fast Patrol Boat? SSA Algayid 1°

Figure 19.11 Figure 19.12
SSA Algayid 2¢ LCG Bigliani Class Patrol Boat hull no. 656 “Zawiyah”*

2Source: Confidential; see also S/2022/427, annex 27. Recognised by CS 91, 92 and 93.

b Source: https://twitter.com/SARwatchME D/status/1485711494633472000, 24 January 2022; see also S/2022/427, annex 27.
Recognised by CS 88-93.

¢ Source: https://twitter.com/SARwatchMED/status/1485711494633472000, 24 January 2022; see also S/2022/427, annex 27.
Recognised by CS 88, 89 and 90.

¢Source: Confidential; recognised by CS 91 and 122.
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Annex 20 Detainee abuse of migrants in detention centres under the authority of the
Directorate for Combating Illegal Migration (DCIM)

1.  During the reporting period, the Panel identified an increased unification of the supervision and coordination functions
exercised by the Headquarters of the Directorate for Combating lllegal Migration (DCIM) in Tripoli over the official
detention system for migrants in Libya. The DCIM administration has recently enlarged this system with six (re)opened
detention centres (DCs) in the west and the south of Libya.?* Until July 2023, the detention structure for migrants was
composed of 30 DCs holding approximately 6,570 migrants.?%°

2. Since May 2023, the migrant population in DCIM DCs has increased by 41% as a result of mass arbitrary arrests and
detentions of migrants by Libyan security actors and HAF in multiple locations in western and eastern parts of Libya,
including in Tripoli, Tobruk, and Zuwarah (see also annex 21). Detained migrants remained left outside the legal and
humanitarian protection without a regular access to internal administrative and judicial inspections, and independent
humanitarian monitors.2%

3. Inthis context, the Panel identified systemic detainee abuse committed by: (a) individual guards of three DCs under
the authority of the DCIM — Ain Zarah, Tarik Al Matar, and Tarik al-Sikka DCs, and in the unofficial section of Ain Zarah
DC; and (b) the de facto leadership of the official and unofficial Ain Zarah detention facilities, as part of the illegal business
scheme that this network operated with the purpose of obtaining financial and other gains from unlawfully detained migrants
in the identified detention facilities. This scheme encompassed four operational phases: (Phase A) search and return
(SARU)?7 of migrants at sea; (Phase B) transfer from disembarkation points to DCIM detention centres; (Phase C) detainee
abuse in the said detention centres; and (Phase D) release of abused detainees (see figure 20.1 later).

4.  The leadership of Ain Zarah DC under the de facto authority of Abdul Hakim al-Ramadan al-Sheikh, the commanding
officer of the 42" Battalion, operated an advanced model of this illegal business plan that encompassed an additional phase
of transfer (Transfer 1) from disembarkation points to the unofficial part of the Ain Zarah DC, where migrants were
unlawfully detained until they paid to be transferred to the official part of that DC (Transfer 2). In addition, migrants were
occasionally transferred between the three official DCs without any established transfer standards or regulatory procedures.

5. SARU phase: all victims were searched and returned to Libya by the LCG units. Their eyewitness accounts also
confirmed the same pattern of conduct in cases of detainees who were held with them in the identified DCIM detention
facilities. The Panel notes that during this phase, the type of maritime operation may also involve search and rescue (SAR)
operation if a migrant boat was in distress. The Libyan maritime actors mandated to carry out SARU or SAR activities other
than the LCG included the Libyan Navy and the GACS.?%

6.  Transfer 1 phase: from the official disembarkation points, detained migrants were transferred in buses to either Tarik
al-Sikka, Ain Zarah or Tarik Al Matar DCs in Tripoli. Three victims testified that buses transporting migrants to Tarik al-
Sikka stopped at this DC to unload migrants from specific national backgrounds, including those that had some level of
consular protection in Libya through their respective diplomatic representations in Tripoli, such as Bangladeshi nationals.
Others remained on the buses and were then transferred to the unofficial section of the Ain Zara DC.

7.  Detainee abuse phase: Upon arrival in all three official DCIM DCs and in the unofficial section of the Ain Zarah DC,
detaining authorities unlawfully confiscated personal belongings from detained migrants and subjected them to acts that
amounted to unlawful detention, cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment, and forced labour.2%° This treatment was found in
regular beatings of detainees by individual guards, deliberate deprivation of adequate food and potable water, and other
forms of horrendous material conditions. The systemic detainee abuse in the unofficial part of Ain Zarah DC was particularly
characterised by systematic forced labour. Detained migrants were forced to work on construction and reconstruction sites
nearby the detention facility under a constant threat of physical violence and other forms of intimidation.

204 Baten al Jabal, Daraj, Ghat, Sabha, Sirte, and Tarik Al-Matar DCs.

205 The Panel notes that the exact number of detained migrants and asylum seekers as well as the number and status of DCIM
detention centres fluctuates on a regular basis. As at 25 June 2023.

208 panel interviews with CS 04, 05, 08, 09, and 132. See also S$/2022/427, annex 24.

207 For definitions of terms “search and return” and “search and rescue”, see annex 22.

208 For protection and operational challenges, see S/2022/427, paragraph 52.

209 Articles 7, 8 and 9 of the ICCPR, article 37 of the CRC.
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8.  Witnesses also gave consistent accounts that individual guards diverted humanitarian aid provided by international
and local humanitarian actors to the DCs for detainees with the purpose of selling the embezzled items, including food items,
blankets, and hygienic kits, on the black market; and/or keeping these items for their personal use.?'° Because of these
systemic illegal practices, the majority of detainees: (a) suffered from malnutrition; (b) had no bed or even a mattress, with
insufficient blankets; and (c) lived in poor hygienic conditions with sporadic access to baths or showers due to insufficient
hygienic products and toiletries.

9.  Transfer 2 from the unofficial to the official section of Ain Zarah DC: detainees held in the unofficial section of Ain
Zarah DC were forced to pay on average between USD 1,400 and USD 1,500 to an intermediary who was tasked by the
facility’s de facto leadership to collect extortion payments for the release. After their relatives paid the requested amount
through the informal hawala system, detainees were moved to the official part of the Ain Zarah DC from where they either:
() had to again pay for the release to individual guards (see paragraph 10); or (b) were released without the addition
payment.?tt

10. Release phase: individual guards in the three official DCIM DCs applied a well-organised scheme of paid releases of
detainees through Libyan intermediaries hired by detainees’ family members. The intermediaries followed an agreed
scenario as they: (a) physically entered the DC in question; (b) paid the involved guards for the release in cash; (c) enter the
detention cell; (d) identified the detainee by name and photograph; and (e) physically released the detainee from the detention
facility to freedom.

Figure 20.1
Modus operandi of the illegal DCIM Network

Modus operandi of the illegal DCIM Network

&;ﬁl:ﬂ?ﬁ::s y—\_’(\/\”W Phase A - Search and Return (SARTJ)iER::D

Migrant trafficking / smuggling boats depart

Zuwara Sabratha Zawiyah Disembarkation
Ports
Ain Zarah z 5
I Phase D - Release payment I e Tarik al-Sikka
Unofficial DC DC
$1,400 - $1,500
Ain Zarah DC} Phase B - Transfer 1

I Phase C - Detainee abuse I

Tarik
al-Matar DC

Developed by UN Panel of Experts

210 panel interviews with CS 37, 38, 75, 101, 114, and 132.
211 panel interviews with CS 37, 38, 62, 101, and 114.
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Annex 21 HAF racketeering system of human trafficking and migrant smuggling networks
in Libya

1. The Panel identified that HAF units operating in Benghazi, Tobruk and the surrounding coastal areas, including in
Bardiyah, Musaid, and Um Sa’ad, developed and now run an organised system of racketeering private human trafficking
and migrant smuggling networks (private networks) active in these locations as a significant source of their funding. In
return for paying the racket fee, the private networks were permitted to use for their criminal activities: (a) entry points into
Libya through Benghazi (Benina) airport; (b) temporary camps and other facilities in locations under the HAF territorial
control; and (c) exit points out of Libya for migrant boats to reach international waters into the direction of European ports.
Elements profiting from the racket belonged to HAF units controlling the Benina airport in Benghazi; and HAF maritime
and land units, including “Frogman” personnel of LCG East (“Dafadaa’ al-Bashariya™), group 20/20 and the TBZ brigade.?*?

HAF individuals controlling the Benghazi airport

2. Individuals of HAF controlling the Benghazi (Benina) airport received regular payments from operative elements of
private networks in Benghazi to permit trafficked and smuggled migrants to enter Libya through the Benina airport since at
least June 2021. Migrants were trafficked and smuggled along the routes originating from Bangladesh, Egypt, Pakistan, and
Syria (see annex 18).

3. Elements of the networks responsible for organizing the travel of trafficked and smuggled nationals of Bangladesh,
Egypt and Pakistan, followed a similar pattern of securing the necessary travel documentation, including the flight tickets
and visa, in countries of their operations. Bangladeshi and Pakistani nationals were provided with this documentation in the
transiting hubs in Dubai (UAE), where they were deprived of their liberty in rented apartments and buildings until the visa
papers were issued in the period between several days to up to two weeks. Costs for this documentation were included in
the initial smuggling fee that ranged on average between USD 4,000 and USD 6,000 for Bangladeshi nationals; and between
USD 8,000 and USD 8,800 for nationals of Pakistan. Egyptian nationals obtained the required documentation directly from
elements of the networks operating in Egypt (Alexandria or Cairo).?** All payments were made in cash.

4.  Syrian migrants consistently used a smuggling scheme facilitated by the Cham Wings offices in Damascus and Beirut
to book direct flight tickets with this airline company and obtain the visa papers. For those services, Syrian nationals paid
between USD 1,700 and USD 2,000 at the official Cham Wings offices. Syrian nationals who entered Lebanon by land
without travel documents paid USD 7,000 for a package that included forged Syrian national passports, in addition to the
flight tickets and visa papers.

5. Inall investigated cases, migrants were issued questionable Libyan visas on a piece of paper that stated their name
and passport number without a photograph and that did not resemble the official Libyan visa stamp. Syrian and Egyptian
nationals used direct flights to Benghazi. Some Bangladeshi and Pakistani nationals were trafficked and smuggled further
from Dubai through Damascus (Syria) into Benghazi on flights operated by Cham Wings; or through Alexandria (Egypt)
on charter flights operated by Air Libya, at least in the period from June 2022 until March 2023, without an adequate border
control 214

6.  Once migrants on these routes reached Benina airport, individuals belonging to HAF retained the visa papers and
confiscated the migrants’ passports until elements of the network based in Benghazi?'® paid an unspecified amount to
involved HAF. Upon payment, the identity documents were returned with an entry stamp into Libya and the networks were
enabled to continue the next phase of their trafficking and smuggling operation.?

212 panel interviews with eyewitnesses (CS 15, 16, 17, 18-21, 102-106, and 111-121).

213 Egyptian nationals that entered Libya either by air or land paid a fixed smuggling fee of approximately USD 4,500 [EGP
140,000] to the private networks in eastern Libya for the boat trip to one of the European ports.

214 For other transiting hubs on the trafficking and smuggling routes originating from Bangladesh and Pakistan, see annex 18.
215 Elements of the private networks based in Benghazi were responsible for coordination and logistics of that phase of the
trafficking and smuggling operations.

216 Samples of Libyan entry stamps produced by HAF are on record with the Panel.
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HAF maritime and land units

7. From Benghazi, migrants were transferred to isolated warehouses, private dwellings and similar facilities in the areas
of Bardiyah, Musaid, Tobruk, and Um Sa’ad (see figures 21.1, 21.1 and 21.3). These locations were also used to smuggle:
(a) Egyptian nationals who enter into Libya by land (see annex 18); and (b) migrants of various nationalities who fled
trafficking and smuggling hubs in the western coastal areas, including Tripoli, Zawiyah, Zuwarah and Warshafana, where
they were at real risk of serious human rights violations (see annexes 19 and 20).

8.  Elements of the private networks kept migrants deprived of liberty in temporary facilities in intolerably unhygienic
conditions and subjected them to regular physical mistreatment primarily in a form of beatings that the traffickers used as a
control measure to impose discipline (see figures 21.4 and 21.5). Migrants were forced to stay there for periods of several
days to up to several weeks until the trafficking and smuggling boats were prepared for departure from nearby embarkation
points.

9.  Racketeering fees varied based on the temporal framework of the payment, the size of the migrant boats, and the HAF
unit involved. To grant a free passage for larger fishing boats from Tobruk and Musaid into international waters, before the
boat’s departure, individuals of HAF LCG were paid around USD 100 [LYD 500] in local currency per migrant under the
condition that not more than 250 migrants were carried on the boat. This limitation was often not respected and for an
additional fee, the traffickers and smugglers were permitted to embark on average between 300 and 550 persons per boat in
life-threatening conditions (see figures 21.6 and 21.7). Individuals belonging to the group 20/20 maritime units demanded
around USD 80,000 [LYD 400,000] in local currency to provide security for larger fishing boats carrying migrants.?’

10. Those boats, mainly smaller in size, for which the traffickers and smugglers did not pay the racket fee prior to departure,
were interdicted by the LCG East or group 20/20 maritime units and returned to the port of Tobruk or the surrounding
disembarkation sites. Individuals belonging to involved HAF maritime units unlawfully confiscated personal belongings
and valuables of migrants and unlawfully deprived them of liberty for several hours on shore until the responsible traffickers
and smugglers arrived to pay the racket fee and collected the captured migrants.?!® The racket fee for the release of all
migrants was on average USD 4,500 per boat. Upon payment, traffickers and smugglers returned the migrants to the initial
locations of warehouses where they waited for the next trafficking operation.

11. As of May 2023, trafficking and smuggling operations from the eastern coastal sites towards European ports have
subsided in numbers in comparison to the previous months of 2023. This decrease is partially a result of land and maritime
interdiction operations carried out by the same HAF units involved in facilitating the trafficking and smuggling of persons
through the above racketeering system, including the TBZ brigade and group 20/20, triggered by the tribal conflict in areas
under their effective control over the killing of an Egyptian boy in May 2023. These operations were in particular
characterised by arbitrary arrests and detention of migrants in the DCs under the authority of the DCIM in the east, and
collective expulsions of Egyptian migrants to Egypt.?*® Yet, the HAF racketeering system has continued to function under
the general agreement between individuals belonging to HAF units and the private networks in Tobruk. The agreement
entailed that the networks would operate a lower number of trafficking and smuggling boats per week from the port of
Tobruk. The Panel has yet to determine the operational patterns and variations in the implementation of this agreement.

LAAF response fo the Panel’s findings

12. LAAF general command contested the Panel’s findings on the involvement of HAF group 20/20 or other LAAF or
HAF units in the human trafficking and migrant smuggling activities and related violations of international human rights
law committed against identified cases of migrants in locations under the HAF effective control. The LAAF general
command argued that all matters related to the situation of migrants, including law enforcement and similar security
operations, are the responsibility of the ministry of interior and in particular the DCIM offices in the east.??® The LAAF
general command did not provide any supporting evidence to convince the Panel of the veracity of their statements.

27 panel interviews with CS 102, 104, 105 and 106.

218 Article 9 of the ICCPR.

219 See e.g. 1) https://twitter.com/ConflictTR/status/1664621578682867712?t=EtAZipn6lqUfYLgHFdeP9w&s=08, 2 June 2023;
and 2) https://www.facebook.com/Tkyroogklshytk/videos/1962646380787550/?extid=WA-UNK-UNK-UNK-AN_ GKO0T-
GK1C&mibextid=2Rb1fB (corroborated with Panel sources witnessing the events), 30 May 2023.

220 1) LAAF general command response of 26 June 2023; and 2) Panel online meeting with LAAF general command, 9 July 2023.
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13.  On the contrary, the Panel based its findings on the testimonies of 24 victims and eyewitnesses and over 20 elements
of documentary evidence, including imagery, that provided consistent, detailed, and verifiable accounts of identifying the
responsible HAF units for facilitating human trafficking and migrant smuggling activities in locations under their territorial
control; and engaging in acts that violate applicable international human rights law in Libya.

Figure 21.1
Satellite imagery of the trafficking and smuggling facilities near Kambut, eastern Libya

Source: Google Earth.

Figure 21.2.
Satellite imagery of the trafficking and smuggling facilities in Tobruk, eastern Libya

Source: Google Earth.
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Figure 21.3
Satellite imagery of the trafficking and smuggling facilities in Um Sa’ad, eastern Libya

Source: Google Earth.

Figures 21.4 and 21.5
Sample of imagery of poor living conditions in trafficking and smuggling facilities in eastern Libya

Source: CS119.
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Figures 21.6 and 21.7
Sample of imagery of fishing boats??* used for trafficking and smuggling migrants from Bardiyah

Source: Panel of Experts, 30 March 2023.

221 Both fishing boats in the photographs originated from Egypt.
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Annex 22 Law enforcement and other maritime operations in the context of human
trafficking and migrants smuggling in Libya

1.  The Panel identified three categories of maritime activities conducted by multiple Libyan authorities in relation to
vessels carrying migrants and asylum seekers at sea: (a) search and rescue (SAR) operations related to vessels in distress
conducted by the Libyan Coast Guard (LCG), the Libyan Navy and the General Administration for Coastal Security (GACS),
(b) search and return (SARU) operations in relation to vessels not in distress carried out by the LCG, the Libyan Navy, and
the GACS,?22 and (c) illegal maritime activities in relation to either vessels in or not in distress conducted by individual
members of the LCG, the SSA and the HAF as part of illegal business schemes of human trafficking and migrant smuggling
operations in multiple locations in the western and eastern coasts of Libya (see annexes 18, 19 and 21).

99, ¢ 99, <

2. The Panel defines the terms “human trafficking”; “migrant smuggling”; “search and rescue”; and “search and return”
as follows:

(@) “Human trafficking” or “trafficking in persons” is the recruitment, transportation, transfer, harbouring or
receipt of persons, by means of the threat or use of force or other forms of coercion, of abduction, of fraud, of deception, of
the abuse of power or of a position of vulnerability or of the giving or receiving of payments or benefits to achieve the
consent of a person having control over another person, for the purpose of exploitation. Exploitation shall include, at a
minimum, the exploitation of the prostitution of others or other forms of sexual exploitation, forced labour or services,
slavery or practices similar to slavery, servitude or the removal of organs.?®

(b) “Migrant smuggling” or “smuggling of migrants” is the facilitation, for financial or other material gain,
of irregular entry into a State of which the person is not a national or a permanent resident.?2*

(c) “Search and rescue” (SAR) is an operation using available personnel and facilities to locate and retrieve persons
in distress, provide for their initial medical or other needs, and deliver them to a place of safety.??® The Panel received
consistent evidence that shows that rescued persons were often not delivered to a place of safety but to a place where they
were at a real risk of human rights abuses (see annex 20).%2¢

(d) “Search and return” (SARU) is an operation using available personnel and facilities, normally conducted by
Libyan law enforcement agencies and naval forces, to locate and return persons not in distress to a place of departure where
the returned persons are deprived of their liberty pending legal or administrative proceedings.??” The Panel received
consistent evidence that shows that returned persons were often transferred to detention centres for migrants where they
were at a real risk of human rights abuses (see annex 20).%?

222.5/2022/427, paragraph 52.

223 Article 3(a) of the Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons Especially Women and Children,
supplementing the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime (2000).

224 Article 3(a) of the Protocol Against the Smuggling of Migrants by Land, Sea and Air, supplementing the Convention against
Transnational Organised Crime (2000).

225 Chapter 1 of the SAR Convention (1979).

226 See e.g. S/2022/427, paragraph 48.

227 panel definition. While primarily maritime focused, SARU operations may also encompass land activities (e.g. border patrols’
activities).

228 See e.g. S/2022/427, paragraph 48.
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Annex 23

1.

Maritime and air delivery non-compliance profile indicators

The Panel has continued to use a set of profile indicators??® of suspicious activities and documentation that, when
considered collectively, indicate that a vessel or aircraft is likely to be carrying illicit cargo (see tables 23.1 and 23.2).
Multiple indicators are required before a vessel, aircraft or airline is classified as of interest to the Panel or reported as being
a violation of or non-compliance with the arms embargo. This annex summarises these indicators.

Table 23.1

Maritime non-compliance profile indicators

#  Type Indicator Remarks

Visibility Automatic Identification System(AIS)? = “Dark activity” periods.

Route(s) Destination Ports and routing = False declaration of destination.
= Unusual routing from past voyages.
= Uneconomical routing.

3 Ownership Frequent change of vessel’s owners = Single-fleet owner
= Lack of corporate on-line presence.

4 Operators/managers Frequent change of vessel’s = Single-fleet operator/manager

operators/managers = Lack of corporate on-line presence.

5  Vessel Name Frequent change of vessel’s hame

6  Vessel Tonnage Tonnage Range = Comparison to historical
tonnage of non-compliant vessels .

7 Vessel Draught Change of Draught = Comparison of draught at
loading and discharge.
= No registered draught change
despite confirmed loading
activities.

8  Commercial Linkages = Links between owners / operators

Relationships / managers.
9  Commercial Uneconomic behaviour = Low utilization profile
Activity

10 Flag of Registry Flags of convenience and multiple flag = Registration overlaps.

changes = Operation under false flag.
= Includes Flag refusal to allow
inspections when requested.

11 Documentation Accuracy and appropriateness = Transparency in information supplied
to Panel.
= Accuracy of completion.

12 Cargo Shielding Container layout on weather deck = Containers used to line the edge of
the weather deck to shield the
remainder of the deck from external
view.

Container layout on port dock = Containers used to shield
offloading sites at ports from
Cargo cover external view.
= Other cargo or tarps used to
conceal cargo.
13 Cargo Analysis Volumetric and mass analysis = Do reported weight and packaging

match declaration on documentation?

229 First developed for use in $/2021/229.
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#  Type Indicator Remarks
14 Vessel compliance history  Sanctions designated or reported = Previous reports by other UN
vessel Panels and Monitoring Groups.

= Sanctions notices by subscription-
based resources.

8 Or Long-Range Identification and Tracking system (LRIT).

Table 23.2
Profile indicators of airbridge and air delivery

# Activity Details Remarks

1 Flight volume The number of unscheduled flights on a = For example, a significant number of
previously little used route flights over a short period indicates a

centrally organized supply chain.

2 Flight timings Most flights are planned so that the = Disguises the nature of cargo being
cargo aircraft are unloaded during offloaded from onlookers in areas
darkness where access is difficult to control.

3 Flight routing The flights often take off from a = Civilian cargo aircraft require time in
civilian airport, then land at a military civilian airports where the
airbase before departing on a flight appropriate servicing and
track directly towards Libya maintenance capabilities exist.

= Indicative of the loading of military
related equipment.

4 Flight safety Signals from the aircraft ADS-B? = Airline captains sometimes “go dark”
transponders are not visible on open- when approaching Libyan airspace as
source ADS-B monitoring shortly after a countermeasure against being
entering Egyptian airspace targeted by air defence systems, but

usually not for the majority of the
flight.

= Deliberately switched off due to the
covert nature of these flights.

= Other legitimate flights (for example
the scheduled Afrigiyah Airlines
A320 from Benghazi to Alexandria
always displays ADS-B data).

5  Flight safety Signals from the aircraft ADS-B = MLAT mode only transmits aircraft
transponders are switched to MLAT code, heading, altitude and speed but
(multi-lateration) mode?® for the whole ~ NOT current location.
flight

6  Flight transparency Signals from aircraft ADS-B = Airlines have utilised a “blocking”

transponders are not available for all
flights

service provided by some of the
open-source ADS-B monitoring
providers.

A deliberate attempt by the airline to
avoid scrutiny and disguise covert or
illicit flights.

230 Ajrcraft without, or that are not broadcasting on, ADS-B transponders do not broadcast their latitude/longitude, so flight
monitoring software uses multi-lateration of 1090 MHz Mode S transponder signals to determine the aircraft's location by using the
time difference of arrival (TDOA) when an aircraft is detected across four or more receivers/ground stations.

126/294

23-15247



S/2023/673

# Activity Details Remarks
Flight availability Scheduled or non-scheduled route = Ticket unavailability from the air
operator for passenger aircraft flights
suggests movement of military
personnel. For example: Cham
Wings flights from Syria to
Benghazi.
8  Aircraft documentation  The use of fake Air Operating = The Panel has identified the use of at
Certificates (AOC) least one fake AOC used to justify an
ADS-B signal blocking service.
9  Flight documentation The submission of incomplete or = Fake consignees listed.
inaccurate Cargo Manifests and Air = Fake consignors listed.
Waybills = Used to disguise the true nature of
the actual cargo.
. . = Customs value listed as zero.
The lack of detailed flight « Failure to supply, for example: 1)
documentation submitted Flight Plan; 2) Aircraft Technical
Logbook; 3) Journey Flight Log; 4)
Weight and Balance Report; 5) Take-
off and Landing Balance; and 6)
General Declaration.
10  Air operator Limited, inaccurate or no information = Indicative of covert or illicit activity.
transparency provided to requests for information
11  Air operator web Lack of corporate website or very = A reputable cargo _aircraft company
presence limited contact information on website would have an easily sourced online
presence as part of the company
marketing strategy.
12 Cargo agency web Lack of corporate website * A reputable cargo agent would have
presence an easily sourced online presence as
part of the company marketing
strategy.
13  Air operator’s Corporate links » Change of ownership or operating
relationships conditions for aircraft between linked
companies.
14  Sanctions Listings Current or previous listings of owner, = Previous reports by other UN

operator, or aircraft

Panels and Monitoring Groups.
= Sanctions notices by subscription
databases.
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Annex 24 Procedural history of Libyan declaration of forces under government control and
authorized signatories for EUCs

A Structure of security forces under the control of the Libyan government

1. On 7 July 2016, the Presidency Council of the Government of National Accord issued a decree appointing Elmahdi
Al-Barghathi, the then Minister of Defence of Libya, as the focal point pursuant to paragraph 6 of resolution 2278 (2016).
On 17 April 2017, the Presidency Council replaced Al-Barghathi with Mohamed Siala, then Minister of Foreign Affairs.
On 27 May 2017, Siala briefed the Committee in writing pursuant to paragraph 6 of resolution 2278 (2016).

2. That briefing declared three forces as under the control of the Government of National Accord, including their chains
of command and structures. These units were:

€)) The Libyan Coast Guard (LCG) under the Ministry of Defence, consisting of the Central Sector (LCG
Misrata), Tripoli Sector (Tripoli naval base), and Western Sector (LCG Zawiyah);

(b) Explosive Ordnance Disposal (EOD) Units, consisting of
= 12 teams (60 operators) of the National Safety Authority under the Ministry of Interior;

= the EOD and Improvised Explosive Device Disposal (IEDD) Bureau under the command of the Criminal
Investigation Department Forensics Unit, under the Ministry of Interior;

= the Organized Crime Fighting Unit under the Ministry of the Interior;

= 4 teams (12 operators) of the Misrata EOD section of the General Intelligence Service under the
Presidency Council; and

= The Military Engineering Corps under the Ministry of Defence;

(c) The (then existing) Presidential Guard under the Presidency Council, which was tasked with securing key
government installations in Tripoli.

3. In paragraph 6 of resolution 2362 (2017) the Security Council welcomed the appointment by the Government of
National Accord of a focal point pursuant to paragraph 6 of resolution 2278 (2016), and took note of the briefing provided
by the focal point to the Committee on the structure of the security forces under its control.

4, The Committee has received no further update from the Libyan government in this regard.

B. Authorised signatories for end-user certificates (EUC)

5. A further guidance document for the arms embargo is Implementation Assistance Notice (IAN) No. 2.3 It mainly
provides details to exemption requests under the arms embargo. One element covers EUCSs. In order to assist the Committee
and Member States to establish the veracity of EUCs issued by Libya, Libya provided names and signature samples of the
officials authorized to sign EUCs. The IAN’s footnote 3 refers to the Libyan focal points that had been identified by the
government as authorized to sign such certificates. Over the years, the list was periodically updated by the Libyan
government and included signatories from different ministries, however always named specific individuals in their official
capacity rather than identifying only the position the individual held. Despite the GNU having taken over government duties
from the GNA, no update was submitted to the Committee between 21 December 2018 and 9 June 2023. On 21 December
2018, the Permanent Mission of Libya to the United Nations informed the Committee that only Faiez Serraj, in his capacity
as Minister of Defence, and Major-General Ayad Abudher, the director of the Military Procurement Department, were
authorized to sign EUCs. On 9 June 2023, the Permanent Representative of Libya to the United Nations informed the
Committee that Abdulhamid Dbeibah, in his capacity as Minister of Defence, was the new authorized signatory for EUCs.

6. From this follows that in the time period from the formation of the GNU in March 2021 until 9 June 2023, Libya
could de jure not issue EUCs that would have been compliant with the arms embargo.

21 https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sites/www.un.org.securitycouncil/files/1970_ian2.pdf, 11 September 2014.
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Annex 25

Baseline summary of arms embargo equipment violations (26 Feb 2011 —
10 July 2023)

1.  Tables 25.1 and 25.2 summarise confirmed arms and military materiel transferred into Libya in violation of paragraph
9 of resolution 1970 (2011), as modified by subsequent resolutions.?®? It does not include arms and military materiel
transferred to Libya for which exemptions were provided for by the Committee.

Table 25.1

Confirmed arms and military materiel transferred to Libya (26 Feb 2011 - 10 July 2023) (weapon systems and equipment) 233

Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Panel Report Responsible Remarks
Aircraft IOMAX AT-802i S/2017/466 UAE b
(FGA)23A
Dassault Mirage 2000/9 S$/2021/229 UAE = Operated from Sidi
Barani airbase in Egypt.
General Dynamics F-16 S$/2021/229 Tiirkiye 25 = Overflight.
** MiG-21MF S$/2015/128 Egypt .
$/2016/209
MiG-23ML(D) $/2022/427 236 UlID237 = Identification from 2017
- imagery and unreported
by Panel.
= Other aircraft restored to
flight status by
cannibalization.?%
MiG-29 S/2021/229 Russian Federation "
Su-24 S/2021/229 Russian Federation "
Aircraft Pilatus PC-6 5/2021/229 Lancaster6 * UAE based.
(ISR)2 = Project Opus.
Aircraft ** AS332L Super Puma Medium S/2021/229 Lancaster6 = Project Opus.
(Rotary Wing) Utility
Mi-8 $/2015/128 Egypt "
S/2016/209
Mi-24 S/2016/209 Sudan "
Mi-24V S/2016/209 UID "
Mi-24P S/2017/466 UAE "
SA341 Gazelle Light Utility S/2021/229 Lancasteré = Project Opus.
UH-60M Blackhawk S/2017/466 UAE "
Aircraft Airbus A400B Atlas S$/2021/229 Tirkiye = For transfer of military
materiel into Libya.
(Transport)

232 This annex updates and clarifies information within the previous original work at
https://www.oryxspioenkop.com/2020/06/types-of-arms-and-equipment-supplied-to.html, 23 March 2021.

233 Items marked ** appeared in the 29 May 2021 7th Anniversary of Operation Dignity parade in Benghazi.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mbIDXxITPaO0.

234 Fighter Ground Attack.
235 0On 4 December 2021 the President announced that his country's name would subsequently be referred to as Tiirkiye. Thus all
events in this report post 4 December 2021 will use Turkiye.
236 https://medium.com/war-is-boring/it-looks-like-russia-gave-a-fighter-jet-to-libyas-warlord-1a564098b223, 1 March 2017.
Although the imagery shows the MiG-23 in Libya the Panel does not endorse the supply chain in the article.

7 UID, in all uses, means unidentified, or low evidential levels, and responsibility has yet to be attributed by the Panel.

238 https://www.africanmilitaryblog.com/2019/08/libya-frankenstein-mig-23-flogger-fighter-jet-take-flight, 3 August 2019.
239 Intelligence, Surveillance and Reconnaissance.
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Generic type

Nomenclature / Calibre

Panel Report

Responsible

Remarks

Antonov AN-12A [#2340806]24 S/2022/427 Space Cargo Inc " O_perating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
= UAE based.
Antonov AN-12BP [#5342908] S/2022/427 Space Cargo Inc " O_perating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
Antonov AN-12BP [#5343005] $12021/229 Space Cargo Inc * Operating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
Antonov AN-26 [#503] S/2017/466 Space Cargo Inc . c?perating in Lit;ySAi\nF
$/2019/914 irect support o .
Antonov AN-32B [#2009] $/2021/229 Space Cargo Inc = Operating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
C-17A Globemaster S/2021/229 Tirkiye = For transfer of military
materiel into Libya.
C-130E Hercules S/2015/128 Sudan = For transfer of military
S$/2016/209 materiel into Libya.
C-130E Hercules S12021/229 Tirkiye = For transfer of military
materiel into Libya.
Ilyushin 1L-18D [#172001401] S/2021/229 Space Cargo Inc = Operating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
Ilyushin 1L-18D [#187009903] S/2017/466 Space Cargo Inc = Operating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
Ilyushin IL-76 TD [#73479367] $/2021/229 Space Cargo Inc = Operating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
Ilyushin IL-76 TD [#1013405167] $/2021/229 Space Cargo Inc = Operating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
Ilyushin IL-76 TD [#1013409282] $/2021/229 Green Flag = Operating in Libya in
Aviation direct support of HAF.
= Sudan based
Ilyushin IL-76 TD [#1023411378] $/2021/229 Space Cargo Inc * Operating in Libya in
direct support of HAF.
** |lyushin IL-76 TD [5A-1LA] $/2022/427 uiD -
Ilyushin IL-76 TD Various $/2021/229 Russian Federation = For transfer of military
materiel into Libya.
Air Defence **23mm ZSU-23-2CP S/2022/427 UID "
(Guns)
35mm Korkut Cannon S/2021/229 Turkiye "
Air Defence MIM-23 Hawk S/2021/229 Turkiye "
(Missiles)
MIM-104 Patriot $/2022/427 24 UAE -
Pantsir S1 $/2021/229 Russian Federation * On KaMAZ platform.
Pantsir S1 $/2021/229 UAE = On MAN platform.
Anti-Tank 9K115-2 Metis-M $/2019/914 uID = With GNU-AF.
(ATGW)242
9M133 Kornet $/2019/914 uID = With GNU-AF.
Dehleyvah $/2021/229 uiD = With GNU-AF.
Armoured Vehicles ~ AMN 233114 Tigr-M S/2022/427 UID PMC = Likely Russian Federation
(APC)2 based.
Irigiri 4x4 $/2019/914 uID = First seen 2015.
Inkas Titan-DS 4x4 $/2021/229 UAE .

240 These are the manufacturer's serial numbers (MSN).
241 In a single open-source report in https://www.oryxspioenkop.com/2020/06/types-of-arms-and-equipment-supplied-to.html, 23

March 2021. A confidential source informed the Panel that the system was only very briefly deployed to Libya and soon

withdrawn.

242 Anti-Tank Guided Weapon.

243 Armoured Personnel Carriers. Sometimes also referred to as Protected Patrol Vehicles (PPV).
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Panel Report Responsible Remarks
Inkas Titan-S 6x6 S/2022/427 UID "
** KADDB Al Wahsh 4x4 S/2016/209 Jordan "
KADDB Al Wahsh 4x4 S/2018/812 Jordan = "Snake Head" Turret
fitted.
Katmerciler Kirac S/2022/427 Turkiye -
LC79 SH Fighter-2 4x4 New UID -
Lenco Bearcat G3 4x4 5/2021/229 uID = With GNU-AF.
Mezcal Tygra 4x4 S/2017/466 UAE "
MIC VPK Tigr-m S$/2021/229 UID PMC - t;';:éy Russian Federation
** MSPV Panthera T6 4x4 S/2016/209 UAE = From different shipments.
S/2017/466
$/2018/812
$/2021/229
MSPV Panthera T8 4x4 New uiD "
MSPV Panthera F9 4x4 $/2018/812 UAE "
** Streit Cobra 4x4 S/2016/209 UAE = Transferred in 2012.
Streit Cougar 4x4 S/2016/209 UAE = Transferred in 2012.
** Streit Cougar 4x4 S/2019/914 Jordan . 'f'isttnea(ljk.e Head" Turret
Streit Spartan 4x4 S/2016/209 UAE = From different shipments.
$/2018/812
S/2021/229
New
TAG BATT APC S/2022/427 uID "
** TAG Terrier LT-79 4x4 S/2021/229 UAE "
Tundra Variant $/2021/229 uID "
Armoured Vehicles FNSS ACV-15 S/2021/229 Turkiye "
(IAFV)2
KADDB Mared 8x8 S/2019/914 Jordan "
** K ADDB Mared 8x8 S/2021/229 Jordan * "Snake Head" Turret
fitted.
Paramount Mbombe 6x6 S/2019/914 uID = With HAF.
Ratel-60 S/2019/914 uID = With HAF.
Armoured Vehicles ~ BAe Cayman S$/2016/209 uID = First seen 2012.
(MRAP)24
BMC Kirpi 4x4 S/2019/914 Turkiye "
BMC Vuran 4x4 New Turkiye = See annex AEX.
Evro-Polis Valkyrie 4x4 S$/2021/229 ChvK Wagner = Based on a Ural-432007
platform.
= New attribution.
= Russian Federation based.
NIMR Jais 4x4 S/2016/209 UAE = First seen 2013.
Streit Typhoon 4x4 S/2022/427 uib "

244 Infantry Armoured Fighting Vehicles.
245 Mine Resistant Armoured Protected.
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Panel Report Responsible Remarks

Artillery ** 122mm M1938 M-30 S12022/427 uID = This weapon system was
NOT reported in the

(Towed) Howitzer inventory of the Libyan
Armed Forces prior to the
2011 arms embargo.24
= |dentified with HAF 106
brigade.
** 155mm G5 Howitzer 5/2021/229 uID = With HAF.2¢7
Artillery 155mm Firtina T-155 S/2021/229 Turkiye "
(Self-Propelled)
Artillery ** 128mm LSRVM Morava S/2021/229 uID = Now Cong‘jafmed from
(MLRS) imagery.
Rocketsan 122mm Sakarya T- $/2021/229 Turkiye "
122
**128mm LSRVM Morava $/2021/229 uib "
122mm Hybrid Version S/2022/427 UAE "
Logistic Vehicles ** CFORCE All-Terrain Vehicle S/2022/427 uiD b
** Jeep Gladiator $/2022/427 uID = Militarised.
KamAZ 6x6 Truck S/2022/427 uID = Identification from 2018
and unreported by Panel.
= Also delivered to Libya
on MV Fehn Calypso in
2020.249
KamAZ 8x8 Truck S/2021/229 UID PMC = ldentified as the mobility
platform for the ChVK
Wagner operated Pantsir-1.
= Russian Federation based.
Militarised Toyota Land Cruiser S/2022/427 UID "
79 4x4
** Toyota 6x6 Light Utility S/2022/427 UID "
Vehicle
UAZ-469 Light Communications S/2022/427 UID "
Vehicle
Ural-4320 Truck S/2022/427 uID = Some identified on deck
of MV Fehn Calypso on
25 April 2020 during
transit of Bosporus, but
these offloaded in
Alexandria according to
shipping company.
Ural-4320 Truck (Armoured) S/2022/427 uib "
Mortars 120mm 120-PM-43 M1943 S/2022/427 uiD "
(Field)
120mm M-74 $/2022/427 uiD = With HAF Tariq bin
Ziyad brigade.
Naval Vessels Corrubia Class patrol boats $/2019/914 Member State = Converted to naval
vessels post-delivery.
Damen Stan Patrol 1605 Class S/2018/812 "
patrol boats
Gabya Class Frigates S/2021/229 Turkiye "

246 pre-2011 Libyan inventory based on that equipment reported in Jane's publications and the 11SS Military Balance
(https://www.iiss.org/publications/the-military-balance-plus).

247 Also https://twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1328016339072638978, 15 November 2020.

248 hitps://www.oryxspioenkop.com/2022/08/photo-report-haftars-last-parade.html, 27 August 2022.

249 Information from shipping company.
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Panel Report Responsible Remarks
Lambro Olympic D74 Fast Patrol S/2022/427 Libya SSA ® In use with SSA
Boat = a.k.a. Javelin Class.
MRC-1250 Rigid Hulled S$/2021/229 Lancaster = Project Opus.
Inflatable Boats
Offshore Patrol Vessel Alkarama S/2018/812 Universal Satcom * UAE based.
S/2019/914 Services
Patrol Boat Algayid Sagar S/2022/427 Libya SSA = Type UID.
= Classed as military as
dual use and subsequently
armed.
Raidco RPB 20 class patrol boats $/2019/914 Member State = Converted to naval
vessels post-delivery.
Radars and EW Aselsan Koral Electronic S/2021/229 Turkiye b
Warfare System
** 1RL131 P-18 Early Warning S/2022/427 ulD b
Radar
LEMZ 96L6/E Target $/2021/229 ulD b
Acquisition Radar
Samel-90 Mobile IED Jammer $/2019/914 uiD "
Aselsan Ihasavar UAV Jammer New Tirkiye "
Small Arms and 5.56mm AK-103 Assault Rifles S/2022/427 uUID PMC * Russian Federation based.
Light Weapons
5.56mm JAWS-556 Assault S/2022/427 Jordan "
Rifles
5.56mm MFR Multi-Functional S/2022/427 Turkiye "
Rifles
5.56mm MPT 55K Assault Rifles S/2022/427 Turkiye "
5.56mm KCR 556 7.5 infantry New Turkiye "
rifle
7.62 x 39mm AK-103-1 Assault S/2022/427 uib "
Rifles
7.62 x 39mm AR-M9F Assault S/2016/209 UAE "
Rifles
7.62 x 39mm Type 63-1 Assault S/2022/427 UID "
Rifle
7.62 x51mm FN FAL Assault S/2013/99 UAE "
Rifle
7.62 x 51mm JNG-90 Bora -12 S/2022/427 Turkiye "
Sniper Rifle
7.62mm KNT-76 Sniper Rifle New Turkiye "
7.62 x 51mm MPT 76 Assault S/2022/427 UID "
Rifles
7.62 x 54mmR Type-80 General S/2022/427 uib "
Purpose Machine Gun 250
0.308" Accuracy International New uib "
AWS308 Sniper Rifle
0.308" Sako TRG 22 Sniper New uib "
Rifles
0.338 Orsis T-5000 Sniper Rifle S/2022/427 uID = Chambered for Lapua

rounds.

250 https://twitter.com/r_u_vid/status/1221227142911905793, 26 January 2020.
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Panel Report Responsible Remarks
0.338 Steyr SSG-08 Sniper Rifle S/2022/427 UID PMC . Chargbered for Lapua
. rounds.
(Variant or Copy) = Russian Federation based.
0.50" Barrett M82 Anti Material New uiD "
Rifle
9mm Caracal F Pistols S/2015/128 UAE "
9mm EKOL P29 Blank Firing S/2019/914 UlID -
Pistols
9mm SUR BRT M9 Blank Firing S/2022/427 UlID -
Pistols
12.7 x 108mm W-85 Heavy S/2022/427 uiD -
Machine Gun
AGS 30mm Grenade Launcher S/2021/229 UID PMC = Either AGS-17 or AGS-
30 based on ammunition
recovered.
= Russian Federation based.
VOG-25 40mm Grenade $/2021/229 UID PMC = Based on ammunition
Launcher recovered.
= Russian Federation based.
40 x 46mm Akdas AK-40-GL S/2022/427 Turkiye "
Grenade Launchers
RPG-32 Nashbab Rocket $/2019/914 Jordan "
Launcher
** SPG-9 73mm Recoilless Rifle S/2022/427 UID b
Type-69 85mm Rocket Launcher S/2022/427 UID "
Tanks M-60 Patton %! S/2022/427 Tirkiye "
(MBT)
T-62MV S/2021/229 UID PMC ® Also see annex 56.
= Russian Federation based.
Uncrewed Aerial Adcom Yabhon-HMD S/2019/914 UAE "
Vehicles
(UAV)
Aeryon Scout Micro S/2013/99 Zariba Security = Canadian based.
Corporation
Aselsan Serce-2 UAV New Turkiye "
Chilong CL-11 VTOL S/2019/914 uID = Dual use system.
** DJI Inspire S/2022/427 uiD b
Mohajer-2 S$/2019/914 uiD "
Orbiter-3 $/2019/914 GNA-AF = Dual use system.
Orlan-10 $/2019/914 HAF * Possibly from ChVK
Wagner.
Schiebel Camcopter S-100 S/2017/466 uID = With a UID Militia.
Xiamen Mugin 4450 $/2021/229 uiD = Dual use system.
Zala 421-16E S/2022/427 uID = With HAF.
UAV IAl Harpy S$/2021/229 uID = With GNU-AF.
(Loitering
Munition)
STM Kargu-2 S/2021/229 Turkiye "
WB Warmate S/2021/229 uiD -

21 Also https://twitter.com/MiddleEastWatc1/status/1281616199957323776, 10 July 2020.
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https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2015/128
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2013/99
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2017/466
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://twitter.com/MiddleEastWatc1/status/1281616199957323776
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Panel Report Responsible Remarks
Uncrewed Aerial Bayraktar TB2 S/2019/914 Tirkiye "
Combat Vehicles
(UACV)
TAI Anka S$/2021/229 Turkiye -
Wing Loong | S/2017/466 UAE "
Wing Loong 11 S$/2019/914 UAE -
Miscellaneous AN/PEQ-15 Advanced Target S/2022/427 uiD "
Pointer Illuminator Aiming Laser
(ATPIAL)
AN/PVS-7 Night Vision Goggles S/2022/427 uiD b
Aselsan A100 Night Vision S/2022/427 Turkiye "
Monocular
Aselsan A940 Night Vision New Turkiye "
Weapon Sights
Aselsan A940 Weapon Sights New Turkiye "
Dahua DHI-UAV-D-1000JHV2 S/2021/229 uiD b
Anti Drone Gun
Holographic Weapon Sights S/2022/427 Tirkiye "
(HWS)
Sordin Supreme Pro-X Hearing S$/2022/427 uiD "

Protectors

Table 25.2

Confirmed arms and military materiel transferred to Libya (26 Feb 2011 - 10 July 2023) (ammunition and explosive ordnance)

Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Panel Report  Responsible Remarks
Air to Ground Missiles BA-7 Blue Arrow S/2019/914 UAE -
(AGM)
Anti-Tank FGM-148 Javelin S/2019/914 Member State = Present under resolution
(ATGM) 2214 (2015).
Rocketsan UMTAS S/2021/229 Turkiye .
Anti-Tank M-79 Osa S/2022/427 uiD .
(Rockets)
Engineer Stores ML-8 anti-lift initiators S/2021/229 UID PMC = Russian Federation
based.
Free Flight Rockets 122mm Rocketsan FFR S/2022/427 Turkiye .
(FFR) UAE
Grenades F1 Fragmentation S/2022/427 ChVK Wagner -
30mm VOG-17M Grenades S/2021/229 ChVK Wagner -
40mm OGi-7MA projected grenades New uiD -
40mm VOG-25 Grenades S/2021/229 ChVK Wagner -
Tanin TBG-7 Thermobaric Grenade New HAF -
Laser Guided Bombs GBU-12 Paveway Il S/2017/466 UAE .
(LGB) or Smart Micro
Munition (SMM)
Rocketsan MAM-C New Turkiye .
Rocketsan MAM-L New Turkiye .
Laser Guided 155mm GP-1A S/2017/466 UAE .
Projectiles (LGP) S/2018/812
155mm GP-6 $/2019/914 UAE .
Mines MON-50 S/2022/427 ChVK Wagner .

(Anti-personnel)

23-15247

135/294


https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2017/466
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2214(2015)
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2017/466
https://undocs.org/en/S/2017/466
https://undocs.org/en/S/2018/812
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Panel Report  Responsible Remarks

MON-90 S/2022/427 ChVK Wagner .

MON-200 S/2022/427 ChVK Wagner .

0ZM-72 S/2022/427 ChVK Wagner -

PMN-2 S/2021/229 ChVK Wagner =

POM-2R S/2021/229 ChVK Wagner -
Mines TM-62M S/2022/427 UID PMC = Russian Federation
(Anti-Tank) based.
Mortar Bombs 120mm high explosive S/2021/229 uiD =

120mm M62P8 high explosive S/2021/229 UAE =

120mm M62P10 high explosive S/2022/427 UAE -
Small Arms and 7.62 x 39mm S/2015/128 Belarus = For Ministry of Interior.
Cannon Ammunition S/2016/209 uiD .

7.62 x 39mm S/2016/209 Sudan .

7.62 x 39mm TulAmmo S/2021/229 UID PMC = Lot A421/2019.

= Russian Federation
based.

7.62 x 51mm M80 S/2016/209 Qatar .

7.62 x 54Rmm S/2016/209 uIiD = Manufactured in 2012.

12.7 x 108mm S/2013/99 UAE .

S/2015/128 Belarus = For Ministry of Interior.

14.5 x 114mm S/2015/128 Belarus = For Ministry of Interior

23 x 115mm S/2015/128 Belarus = For Ministry of Interior.
Thermobaric KBP RPO-A Shmel S/2021/229 ChVK Wagner .

Munitions

2.  Tables 25.3 and 25.4 summarise arms and military materiel that have been reported in open-sources as new transfers.
The Panel is still investigating these alleged transfers as: (a) in some cases the arms and military materiel were in the
inventory of the Libyan Armed Forces prior to the 2011 arms embargo; and/or (b) the imagery was not of high enough
resolution to identify serial numbers or lot/batch numbers to confirm post-2011 manufacture, and thus enable the initiation
of tracing requests to identify supply chains. The Panel continues to investigate to find confirmatory information to the
appropriate evidential standards.

Table 25.3

Reported but not yet confirmed arms and military materiel transferred to Libya (26 Feb 2011 — 10 July 2022) (weapon systems

and equipment) 22

Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Remarks
Air Defence S-125 (SA-3) = This system was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed Forces
(Missiles) prior to the 2011 arms embargo.
= Reports in June 2020 of supply from Ukraine to Tiirkiye,?>® and
then deployed to Al Watiya.?>* No S-125 appear on satellite
imagery of Al Watiya at that time, only HAWK MIM.
Anti-Tank 9M113 Konkurs 2% = This system was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed Forces
(ATGW) prior to the 2011 arms embargo.

= Also seen with HAF 106 brigade in November 2020 exercise, but
resolution of imagery insufficient to identify if post-2011

production.

= More confirmatory evidence required before post-2011 transfer to
Libya can be proven.

22 |isted primarily in https://www.oryxspioenkop.com/2020/06/types-of-arms-and-equipment-supplied-to.html, 23 March 2021.

253 https://avia-pro.net/news/na-vooruzhenii-livii-poyavilis-ukrainskie-s-125-protiv-rossiyskih-mig-29-i-su-24, 8 July 2020.
254 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_mPg5CTUJHQ, 12 July 2020.
25 Reported capture. https:/twitter.com/AnalystMick/status/1249681644933599233,13 April 2020.
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https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2022/427
https://undocs.org/en/S/2015/128
https://undocs.org/en/S/2016/209
https://undocs.org/en/S/2016/209
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2016/209
https://undocs.org/en/S/2016/209
https://undocs.org/en/S/2013/99
https://undocs.org/en/S/2015/128
https://undocs.org/en/S/2015/128
https://undocs.org/en/S/2015/128
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://www.oryxspioenkop.com/2020/06/types-of-arms-and-equipment-supplied-to.html
https://avia-pro.net/news/na-vooruzhenii-livii-poyavilis-ukrainskie-s-125-protiv-rossiyskih-mig-29-i-su-24,
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_mPg5CTUJHQ
https://twitter.com/AnalystMick/status/1249681644933599233
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Remarks

Armoured Vehicles NIMR I 26 = This vehicle was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed Forces

(APC) prior to the 2011 arms embargo. The unit badge on the vehicle
dates back to 1970.

= Supplied under a contract signed in 2009 between Libya and the
Bin Jamr Group, UAE.?7

The imagery was not sufficient to allow for confirmation of a new
transfer to Libya without other confirmatory evidence.

Armoured Vehicles BRDM-2 = This weapon system was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed
(IAFV) Forces prior to the 2011 arms embargo.
= $/2016/209 reported the transfer of these APC types from Libya to
Mali.
= Ukraine sold 108 BRDM to a UAE customer in 2017.2%8
= More confirmatory evidence required before post-2011 transfer to
Libya can be proven.
Artillery ** 122mm D-30 Howitzer 25° = This weapon system was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed
(Towed) Forces prior to the 2011 arms embargo.

More confirmatory evidence required before post-2011 transfer to
Libya can be proven.

This weapon system was NOT in the inventory of the Libyan
Armed Forces prior to the 2011 arms embargo.

The open-source imagery that initially referred to this weapon was
later updated to attribute the gun as a G5 Howitzer.26°

The Panel has yet to find any imagery of the weapon system
deployed in Libya.

This weapon system was NOT in the inventory of the Libyan
Armed Forces prior to the 2011 arms embargo.

Procured by UAE in 2019.261

Ammunition for the weapon system reported in $/2017/466,
$/2018/812 and S$/2019/914, but this may be compatible with the
155mm G5 Howitzer known to have been transferred.

The Panel has yet to find any imagery of the weapon system
proving deployment in Libya.

152mm 2A65 Msta-B Howitzer

155mm Norinco AH4 Gun-Howitzer

Artillery 107mm LSRVM Morava = The 128mm version was reported in $/2021/229.
(MLRS) = Also see table 26.1.
107mm Taka = Copy of Chinese Type-63 manufactured in Sudan.
= The single source imagery cannot confirm the weapon type, nor
deployment in Libya.?62
Logistic Vehicles Safir Light Utility Vehicle = This vehicle was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed Forces
prior to the 2011 arms embargo.
= More confirmatory evidence required before post-2011 transfer to
Libya can be proven.
Mortars 60mm Type-32 = Image resolution insufficient for 100% identification. 263
(Field)

82mm 82-BM-37 264

This weapon system was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed
Forces prior to the 2011 arms embargo.

More confirmatory evidence required before post-2011 transfer to
Libya can be proven.

Mortars 120mm Boragh Armoured Mortar Vehicle = The single source imagery identified is insufficient to allow for
(Self-propelled) confirmation of a new transfer to Libya.6®

256 https://twitter.com/oded121351/status/966794267585925120, 22 February 2018.

257 http://www.army-guide.com/eng/product.php?prodID=3936&printmode=1. Accessed 21 January 2022.

258 hitps://defence-blog.com/ukraine-sold-108-brdm-2-armoured-reconnaissance-vehicles-to-uae/, 1 August 2017.

29 https://twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1328016339072638978, 15 November 2020.

260 https://twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1328016339072638978/photo/1, 15 November 2020; and
https://twitter.com/darksecretplace/status/1328024363887595520, 15 November 2020.
lhttps://www.armyrecognition.com/march 2019 global defense_security _army news_industry/norinco_ah4 155 _mm_howitzer
s_for_united arab_emirates_army.html, 1 March 2019.

%2 hitps://postimg.cc/fkz4Rghp, undated. Accessed 23 January 2022.

263 https://twitter.com/libyatogether20/status/1378031351132254209, 2 April 2021.

264 https://twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1328012799948312576, 15 November 2020.

265 hitps://twitter.com/tariggibrel/status/601900388267208704, 23 May 2015; and https://postimg.cc/4K7MjjVH, undated.
Accessed 23 January 2022.
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https://undocs.org/en/S/2016/209
https://undocs.org/en/S/2017/446
https://undocs.org/en/S/2018/812
https://undocs.org/en/S/2019/914
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://twitter.com/oded121351/status/966794267585925120
http://www.army-guide.com/eng/product.php?prodID=3936&printmode=1
https://defence-blog.com/ukraine-sold-108-brdm-2-armoured-reconnaissance-vehicles-to-uae/
https://twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1328016339072638978
https://twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1328016339072638978/photo/1
https://twitter.com/darksecretplace/status/1328024363887595520
https://www.armyrecognition.com/march_2019_global_defense_security_army_news_industry/norinco_ah4_155_mm_howitzers_for_united_arab_emirates_army.html
https://www.armyrecognition.com/march_2019_global_defense_security_army_news_industry/norinco_ah4_155_mm_howitzers_for_united_arab_emirates_army.html
https://postlmg.cc/fkz4Rqhp
https://twitter.com/libyatogether20/status/1378031351132254209
https://twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1328012799948312576
https://twitter.com/tariqgibrel/status/601900388267208704
https://postimg.cc/4K7MjjVH
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Remarks

Radars and EW Grozna-S Counter UAV = The single source imagery identified is insufficient to allow for
confirmation of a new transfer to Libya.26¢

The single source image is of a Grozna-6 deployed in the UAE, 267
but the Panel has yet to see imagery of the system deployed in
Libya.?%8

Single source on 18 May 2020 with no supporting high-resolution
imagery to allow for confirmation of type or location in Libya. 6°
Small Arms and 7.62 x 54mmR PKM General Purpose This system was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed Forces
Light Weapons Machine Gun prior to the 2011 arms embargo.

More confirmatory evidence required before post-2011 transfer to
Libya can be proven.

Tanks T-55E The T-55 was in the inventory of the Libyan Armed Forces prior
(MBT) to the 2011 arms embargo.

HAF official social media showed a T-55 variant with the Tariq
bin Ziyad brigade in 2020.270

ChvK Wagner personnel also repaired 16 and overhauled 31 T-55
variants in 2019, so possible these are from that work.2"*

More confirmatory evidence required before post-2011 transfer to
Libya can be proven.

T-62 variants were in the inventory of the Libyan Armed Forces
prior to the 2011 arms embargo.

ChvK Wagner personnel also repaired 4 and overhauled 9 T-62
variants in 2019.272

The imagery was not sufficient to allow for confirmation of a new
transfer to Libya.

Reported as operated by HAF.

Image resolution insufficient for 100% identification of type or
location. 273

The Panel has identified a single-source report alleging Sudan
supplied this UAV type in 2014.274 The imagery shows Libyan
officers but is insufficient to prove the presence of this UAV type
in Libya.

No open-source imagery of a "Zagil" UAV could be found to
allow for confirmation of UAV type.

Grozna-6

Krasuha

T-62M

UAV Ababil-2

Zagil

Table 25.4
Reported but not confirmed arms and military materiel transferred to Libya (26 Feb 2011 — 10 July 2023) (ammunition and
explosive ordnance)

Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre Remarks
Acrtillery 155mm 2K25 Krasnopol laser guided = Reported as being for the 152mm 2A65 Msta-B Howitzer (see table
projectile. 26.3), so possible calibre error in report.

= Imagery insufficient to confirm calibre or transfer to Libya. 275
= The imagery could equally be of a GP1, which is a direct copy.?7
GP1 reported in in S/2017/466 and S/2018/812.
Engineer Stores Fateh-4 mine clearance line charge = The single source imagery identified is insufficient to allow for
confirmation of a transfer to Libya.?”

266 hitps://twitter.com/towersight/status/1292885386902069249, 10 August 2020.

27 https://www.menadefense.net/mideast/les-emirats-arabes-unis-se-dotent-de-brouilleurs-bielorusses-groza-6/, 25 June 2020.
268 hitps://army-tech.net/forum/index.php?threads/em s Stull-4s 5 S yall-3a slaie-groza-18194.4ialall- i/, 25 April 2020.

269 https://libya.liveuamap.com/en/2020/18-may-gna-turkish-uav-airstrike-on--electronic-warfare-system, 20 May 2020.

270 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=L Xt5dliacEk, 14 November 2020. [14min 29sec].

271 Table 77.2 to S/2021/229.

272 Table 77.2 to S/2021/229.

273 https://postimg.cc/3dNhpryl. Accessed 23 January 2022.

274 https://m.facebook.com/1445146409065850/photos/a.1445154462398378/1484269561820201/?type=3&source=54, 9 August
2014.

275 https://twitter.com/lostweapons/status/1243787785724542976?lang=he, 28 March 2020.

276 Confidential source analysis.

277 https://vk.com/wall-98555648 224885?lang=en, 10 August 2021.
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https://undocs.org/en/S/2017/446
https://undocs.org/en/S/2018/812
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https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://undocs.org/en/S/2021/229
https://postlmg.cc/3dNhpry1
https://m.facebook.com/1445146409065850/photos/a.1445154462398378/1484269561820201/?type=3&source=54
https://twitter.com/lostweapons/status/1243787785724542976?lang=he
https://vk.com/wall-98555648_224885?lang=en
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Generic type Nomenclature / Calibre

Remarks

Mines MON-100
(Anti-personnel)

= The Libyan Mine Action Centre (LibMAC) have confirmed that no
mines of this type have been reported, identified or rendered safe in
Libya to date.?’®

= The single source imagery identified is insufficient to allow for
confirmation of a transfer to Libya.?”®

Mines TM-83
(Anti-Tank)

= LibMAC have confirmed that no mines of this type have been
reported, identified or rendered safe in Libya to date.?8

= The single source imagery is insufficient to confirm type or transfer
to Libya.?8

278 Email to Panel of 25 January 2022.

279 hitps://www.libyaobserver.ly/news/libyas-interior-ministry-urges-south-tripoli-residents-not-return-nome-just-yet?qt-

libya weather=1&qt-sidebar_tabs=1, 8 June 2020.
20 |pid.

281 hitps://twitter.com/analystmick/status/1125785280626200576, 7 May 2019.

23-15247

139/294
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https://www.libyaobserver.ly/news/libyas-interior-ministry-urges-south-tripoli-residents-not-return-home-just-yet?qt-libya_weather=1&qt-sidebar_tabs=1
https://twitter.com/analystmick/status/1125785280626200576
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Annex 26 Supplies of maritime assets to Libyan armed groups

A Lambro Olympic D74

1. In S/2022/427,%? the Panel reported on a patrol boat in use by the GNU-affiliated Stability Support Apparatus (SSA)
maritime units based in Zawiyah with design features consistent with the Lambro Olympic D74 (Javelin 74) fast patrol boat.
The Panel established that the vessel is a former Hellenic Coast Guard vessel.

2. The vessel was one of three Lambro Olympic D74 fast patrol boats decommissioned by the Hellenic Coast Guard
between 2014 and 2021, namely vessel “TIAX 194”. The Greek authorities told the Panel that the vessels never had weapons
systems, and that the decommissioning comprised the removal of communications and electronic systems. No structural
changes had been made to its glass-reinforced plastic hull. All three vessels had been auctioned off. Vessel TTAX 194, was
auctioned to a Greek national.

3. On 15 January 2022, the vessel, then registered as a civilian vessel under the flag of Palau and named LS Marta,
sailed from the port of Pilos, Greece with a destination of Libya. There were three individuals on board, including the
abovementioned Greek national who had purchased the vessel at the auction.?®® Four days later, on 19 January 2022, the
vessel was first identified by eyewitnesses in use by the SSA units based in Zawiyah.? This timeline indicates that the three
individuals were involved in the transfer of the vessel to Libya.

4. On 2 June 2023, the Panel wrote to Greece and requested the technical specifications of the Lambro Olympic D74,
in particular, details of its hull construction and any hardening or damage control design features for naval tasks. While
Greece replied to the Panel’s letter, the requested information was not provided to a level of detail that would enable the
Panel to assess the vessel as civilian in nature. The Panel therefore relies on the initial build purpose of the vessel as a main
indicator, which was naval in nature. The Panel continues to consider the vessel as non-lethal military materiel. Such materiel
can only be transferred to forces declared under the control of the Libyan government. The SSA is not part of these forces.
The transfer of this vessel therefore is, in the Panel’s assessment, a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011). This
updates table 1 of S/2022/427, which registered the violation as “highly probable”. The Panel’s investigations into the
identification of individuals and entities responsible for the transfer continues.

B. Haftar-affiliated forces rigid-hulled inflatable boats (RHIB)
1. RHIBs identified at HAF parade

5. In S/2022/427 2% the Panel reported on naval-type RHIBs in use by a HAF maritime unit. In video footage of a 2021
parade by the Libyan Arab armed forces (LAAF).28¢ The Panel observed four RHIBs with plaques with a logo of the “Pisces”
zodiac sign and the word “Apollon” in Greek letters, as well as the writings “Apollon 17, “Apollon 11 and “Apollon 14 on
the right tube.?®” The Panel established that the RHIBs had design features identical to RHIBs produced by Double Action
Defense, based in Greece.?% On its Facebook page, the company links to a YouTube video showcasing its RHIBs,?%® among
them one with identical design features with that shown during the HAF parade (appendix 26.A).

6. Owing to their design (colour, seating arrangements, communications suite, weapons mounts), the Panel considers
the RHIBs in question as arms and related materiel. The transfer of these RHIBs was a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution
1970 (2011). The Panel’s investigation into the identification of individuals and entities responsible for the transfer continues.

282 paragraph 68.

283 The identity of the other two individuals is known to the Panel. The Panel has not yet been able to contact them for the
purpose of an opportunity to reply.

2845/2022/427, annex 24, appendix C, figure 24.C.3.

285 paragraph 66, table 1 and annex 27.

286 Starting at minute 2:14:34 here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mbIDXxITPa0, 31 May 2021.

27 Marking of forth vessel of the same type not legible.

288 https://doubleaction.gr.

289 1) https://www.facebook.com/doubleactionshop/posts/welcome-aboard-genesis-12-by-double-action-
defence/2433710443421658/, 19 December 2019; and 2) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yT2P EJv4ho, 19 December 2019.
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2. RHIB “Apollon 15” and arms and related materiel transfer

7. In the late hours of 1 July 2020, the Hellenic Coast Guard stopped a Panama-flagged RHIB by name of “Apollon 15”
west of Crete, with a crew of seven (six Greek nationals, one Spanish national).?*® From the documents on the vessel it
appeared that the Greek captain had sailed from Lavrio, Greece, with destination Egypt on 12 May 2020, without declaring
any passengers. The captain stated to the Hellenic Coast Guard that he had sailed from Ras El Hilal, Libya, on 1 July 2020,
with destination Porto Rafti, Greece. Upon inspection of the vessel, the Hellenic Coast Guard found two pistols, including
one Glock, small arms magazines of different types, small amounts of various small arms ammunition and contraband. The
crew was arrested, and the vessel was confiscated. Greece informed the Panel that the trial of the case had started on 14
October 2022 in the Plenipotentiary Court of Chania, Greece.

8. Having independently investigated the incident, the Panel identified among the arrested crew members an individual
acting on behalf of Double Action Defense. On at least one occasion, that individual travelled to Libya where he met with
personnel of the Libyan navy. The Panel’s documentary evidence shows the individual armed with a holstered pistol with
design features identical to a Glock pistol. That is consistent with the inspection report by the Hellenic Coast Guard (see
figure 26.B.1).

9. The Panel further determined that the identified individual, in a representative role for Double Action Defense,
developed business relations with the International Golden Group, based in the United Arab Emirates (appendix 26.B).2%
Given that the International Golden Group has previously been identified by the Panel for repeated arms embargo violations,
the Panel continues to investigate potential culpability for violations of the arms embargo that may have resulted from this
cooperation between the two entities.?%

10.  On 30 September 2020, the vessel “Apollon 15” was assigned to an attorney and on 23 December 2020 sailed from
the port of Chora Sfakion, Greece, with new shipping documents and a crew of two with destination Egypt. Greece informed
the Panel on 30 June 2023 that the location of the released “Appollon 15” RHIB was unknown.

11.  Owing to their design (colour, seating arrangements, communications suite, weapons mounts), the Panel considers
the RHIBs in question as arms and related materiel. The entry into Libyan territorial waters by the “Apollon 15” RHIB was
a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

12.  The Panel’s investigation into the current whereabouts of the released “Appollon 15” RHIB continues. The Panel
noted on satellite imagery of May 2021 that two vessels of around 11 metres length with the same colour and shape as the
Apollon RHIBs were moored in Ras El Hilal. That harbour is close to the two interception points of MV Corona J and MV
Rogaland (see paragraph 83 of the report, annex 31, and appendix 26.C). The Panel also continues its investigation into
whether, based on the seizure of arms and related materiel from “Appollon 15” on 1 July 2020, the crew also violated
paragraphs 9 or 10 of resolution 1970 (2011) for transferring arms and related materiel to Libya or exporting arms and
related materiel from Libya.

290 Meeting with Greek authorities, 22 November 2023.

29! The Panel’s confidential eyewitness recognised the individual on relevant photographs: 1) with a member of the Libyan Navy
in Libya, https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-
1f733jalLePQ/Xwnkga928TI/AAAAAAAAAYQ/g4zSth1gai8zfhBSAGESINAGL3hpAnNM7ACLcBGAsYHQ/s1600/unnamed.png;
and 2) while signing a document with a representative of the International Golder Group, https://doubleaction.gr/international-
presence/. Double Action Defense also lists that company as one of its international partners; https://doubleaction.gr/en/the-

company/.
292.1) S/2013/99, paragraphs 79 to 81; and figure 3; 2) S/2016/209, annex 27, paragraph 4; and 3) S/2022/427, annex 42.
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Appendix 26.A

Figure 26.A.1
RHIBs at LAAF parade

Apollon 1

Source: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mbIDXxITPa0, 31 May 2021, starting at 2:14:34.

Apollon 11

Apollon 14 and
second boat with
unidentified name
in the background

€19/€202/S


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mbIDXxITPa0

L¥2ST-€2

v62/EVT

Figure 26.A.2
Comparison RHIBs LAAF parade and Double Action Defense

Top row: RHIBs produced by Double Action
Defense

Lower row: RHIBs at LAAF Parade

Identical design features:

- Bow and stern weapon emplacements
- Anchor

- Cockpit

- Roll bar

- Communications and navigation suite and
antenna arrangement

- Overall hull design
- Seating configuration

Sources: 1) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mbIDXxITPa0, 31 May 2021, at 2:14:41; and 2) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yT2P EJv4ho, 19 December 2019,

starting at 2:14.
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Figure 26.A.3
Comparison logo plaque RHIB displayed on LAAF parade (top) and displayed in Double Action Defense promotional video (bottom)

Sources: 1) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mbIDXxITPa0, 31 May 2021 @ at 2:14:58; and 2) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yT2P_EJv4ho, 19 December 2019, @
2:35 minutes.
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Appendix 26.B

Figure 26.B.1
Individual representing Double Action Defense with Libyan naval officer (left) and signing a document on a table with International Golden Group logo (right)

Same individual

| Libyan navy uniform International Golden Group logo

Glock pistol

Sources: 1) https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-1f733jal ePQ/Xwnkqa928TI/AAAAAAAAAYQ/g4zSth1gai8zfhBSAGESINAGL 3hpAnNM7ACLcBGAsYHQ/s1600/unnamed.png; and 2)
https://doubleaction.gr/en/the-company/.

€19/€202/S


https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-If733jaLePQ/Xwnkqa928TI/AAAAAAAAAyQ/g4zSth1gai8zfhBsAGESlNAGL3hpAnM7ACLcBGAsYHQ/s1600/unnamed.png
https://doubleaction.gr/en/the-company/

$/2023/673

Annex 27 Renewed transport of Spartan-2 MAV by MV Luccello/ MV Victory RoRo

1. InS/2022/427,3 the Panel reported on the 4 March 2022 delivery of 100 Spartan-2 military armoured vehicles (MAV)
to Benghazi, in violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011), by the MV Luccello (IMO: 7800112; flag State:
Comoros). The Panel continues to investigate the supply chain of these vehicles.

2. Following the delivery of the vehicles to Benghazi, the vessel sailed to Mersin, Turkiye, where it stayed at the
anchorage area off the port (TRMER) for a little under two days. She then sailed to international waters off Latakia, Syrian
Arab Republic, where she “went dark” by turning off its Automatic Identification System (AIS) between 12 and 19 March
2022. During that time frame, the vessel changed its name, flag State, owner and operator.

3. The vessel’s name changed from Luccello to Victory RoRo. Its flag changed from the Comoros to Equatorial Guinea.
Its owner and operator changed from Medred Ship Management Co. Ltd. (Turkiye) to Yildirim Shipping Co. (Liberia). Like
Medred, Yildirim only owns and operates one vessel.

4. Yildirim Shipping Company is incorporated in Liberia, but uses an address in Mersin, Tiirkiye. The company uses an
email address that is hosted on the domain of Legend Logistic. Under the section “news” on Legend Logistic’s web presence,
two postings dated 24 November and 2 December 2021, respectively, refer to activities of the MV Luccello, the MV Victory
RoRo’s previous name.?** Furthermore, according to Legend Logistic’s website and maritime databases, Yildirim Shipping
Company and Legend Logistic have almost identical addresses at 5306 Sokak, Yeni Mah, Akedniz, Mersin, Tirkiye.?%
Legend Logistic has the same address as the previous registered owner and operator of the vessel, Medred Ship Management
Co Ltd., which the Panel reported as having previously violated the arms embargo.2%® The founder of Legend Logistic (a.k.a.
Legend Logistic International or Legend Logistics) is Murat Yildirim.2” This suggests that Yildirim Shipping Company
and Medred Ship Management Co Ltd are both subsidiaries of Legend Logistic.

5. After these changes, the vessel, then sailing as MV Victory Roro, sailed back to Mersin, Tirkiye, and called at the
port on 19 March 2022, where she remained for about eight hours. The address of the vessel’s owner and operator is in the
port area. A crew member told the Panel that the new and the old owner of the vessel were identical. After changing the
vessel’s name and flag, the owner removed from the vessel all documents related to the vessel’s voyages under her old
identity.

6.  The vessel then sailed to Crete, Greece, where she failed technical inspections and remained at Heraklion port
(GRHER) for repairs, until 15 April 2022. She then called at Tobruk (LYTOB), Khoms (LYKHM), Misrata (LYMIS),
before sailing to Benghazi (LYBEN) on 26 April 2022, where she loaded 50 of the 100 vehicles she had offloaded there on
4 March 2022.

7. She left Benghazi in the evening of 30 April 2022 in a north-eastern direction and left Libyan territorial waters in the
early morning of 1 May 2022. She proceeded eastwards and re-entered Libyan territorial waters in the early morning of 2
May 2022 [at 33°06'11"N, 13°20'46"E]. This represents another violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011). She
entered Tripoli port (LYTIP) in the morning of 2 May 2022, where she unloaded the vehicles. She left Tripoli on 3 May
2022 and returned to Mersin. In July 2022, the vessel was again used in an attempt to deliver armoured vehicles to Benghazi,
but was stopped by EUNAVFOR Operation Irini, see paragraph 103 of the report and annex 71.

8. A summary of events and obfuscation techniques used for the vessel are in annex 71, table 71.1. The voyage from
Benghazi to Tripoli is in figure 27.1. Open-source imagery of the Spartan-2 MAYV in Tripoli is at figure 27.2 and annex 36.

298 §/2022/427, table 1 and annex 30.

294 1) https://legend-logistic.com/1396-2/; and 2) https://legend-logistic.com/1433-2/.
2% Yildirim Shipping Company is at 2/7 whereas Legend Logistic is at 1/5.

296 5/2022/427, tables 2 and 3 and annex 30.

297 https://legend-logistic.com/?page_id=415.
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Figure 27.1
MV Victory Roro (ex- Luccello) (IMO: 7800112) delivers 50 Spartan-2 MAYV from Bengazi to Tripoli (26 April —2 May 2022)

Source: S&P Maritime.

Figure 27.2
Movement of Spartan-2 MAV from Tripoli port eastwards (2 May 2022)

2 May 2022
32°54'3.60"N, 13°12'54.58'E

The MV Victory RoRo docked in
Tripoli port on 2 May 2022.

A convoy of STREIT Spartan-2
MAVs was identified leaving the
port area on 2 May 2022.

Primary sources:

1. hups:/www.lj-be.tv/2022/05/172986.huml, 2 May 2022; and
5. Google Earth Pro.

Developed by Panel of Experts (20 January 2020)
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Annex 28 Deliveries of items or activities not subject to the arms embargo by vessels,
aircraft or vehicles subject to the embargo

1.  Paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) contains three elements for application of the arms embargo: supply, sale, and
transfer to Libya. Paragraph 10 of the same resolution speaks of “export” and “procurement” from Libya. “Supply”, “sale”,
“export” and “procurement” all insinuate some form of change of possession, ownership or control. “Transfer”, on the other
hand, is a more open concept, and, by definition, can also refer to a change in location without a change of possession,
ownership, or control.?%® This interpretation is also reflected by past Committee and Panel practice. There are numerous
examples of past Committee approvals under paragraph 9 (c) for temporary transfers to Libya of arms and related materiel
for diplomatic missions or demonstration purposes. The Panel has also consistently reported on temporary entries of military
materiel, including on military overflights, deliveries by military cargo flights, and entry of naval vessels into Libyan

territory.

2. At first glance there appears to be an innate shortcoming of the “catch-all” exemption of paragraph 9 (c), namely that
it contains the words “sales and supply” but not the word “transfer”. This would suggest that the exemption cannot be
requested for temporary transfers. But past Committee practice, as noted above, and the wording of Implementation
Assistance Notice number 2,2 which explicitly refers to “transfers” also in the context of advance approval by the
Committee, suggest otherwise. Paragraph 9 (c) is therefore a suitable vehicle to request Committee approval for temporary
transfers, i.e. where the embargoed vessel, aircraft or vehicle serves as a means of delivery.

3. The Panel therefore disagrees with any interpretation of the term “transfer” that would: 1) require a change in
possession, ownership, or control, and/or 2) introduce a temporal element, which would require arbitrariness on part of the
Panel to determine when a transfer would be limited in time and when it would have to be considered permanent.

4, The Panel last highlighted the issue in $/2022/427.3% Since the Panel’s last report, similar cases arose, some of which
are presented in annex 29; this demonstrates the relevance of the issue.

298 https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/transfer.
299 hitps://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sites/www.un.org.securitycouncil/files/1970 ian2.pdf.
300 paragraph 60, recommendation 1 and annex 31.
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Annex 29 Naval vessels entering Libya

A. Overview

1.  During the reporting period, several naval vessels entered Libyan territory, including to deliver items or undertake
activities that are not subject of the arms embargo. The Panel continues to monitor such entries as potential violations3® of
the arms embargo if they are undertaken without prior Committee approval.

B. Italian Gorgona-class vessel

2. In S/2022/427,%% the Panel reported on rotating Italian Navy Gorgona-class vessels in Abu Sitta port, Tripoli
[32°54'24.68"N, 13°13'12.48"E]. On 12 January 2023, during its last visit to Tripoli, the Panel visited Abu Sitta and observed
the Gorgona-class coastal transport vessel Tremiti (pennant number: A5348) moored there.

3. The Panel followed up with Italy on 16 June 2023 on an unanswered 21 March 2022 letter on this subject. No
response was received. In the Panel’s view, the entry of the vessel a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

C. Maltase armed forces vessel

4. By letter dated 11 October 2022, the Permanent Mission of the Republic of Malta submitted an arms embargo
exemption request, invoking paragraph 9 (c) of resolution 1970 (2011), to the Committee. Malta requested approval for
transfer to Libya of arms and related materiel for the protection of Malta’s diplomatic mission in Tripoli. Malta provided
elements regarding the delivery, in line with Implementation Assistance Notice number 2. This included that the materiel
would be delivered to Tripoli port by a naval vessel in the first week of January 2023. The Committee approved the
exemption request. The items were delivered on 8 January 2023 on board the Maltese armed forces vessel P61.

5. In the Panel’s view, Malta was in full compliance with the arms embargo by seeking and obtaining approval from
the Committee under paragraph 9 (c) of resolution 1970 (2011), both for the arms and related materiel and for the means of
delivery by naval vessel.

D. Turkish G-class frigates

6. The Panel has obtained confidential satellite imagery showing one or two vessels at a time with the characteristics of
Turkish Gabya (G-class) frigates berthed at Al-Khoms port, Libya (LYKHM) [32°41'10.05"N, 14°14'42.97"E] between
November 2022 and 12 February 2023 (table 29.1)

Table 29.1
Turkish G-class frigates in Al-Khoms

Date observed Number of vessels
5 Nov 2022 2 vessels

7 Feb 2023 2 vessels

9 Feb 2023 2 vessels

12 Feb 2023 2 vessels

14 Mar 2023 1 vessel

7. The Panel wrote to Turkiye on 26 May 2023 on this issue. No response was received. In the Panel’s view, the entry
of these vessels are violations of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

%01 This includes what the Panel previously referred to as a “technical violation”. In paragraph 60 and FN 82 of $/2022/427, the
Panel covered the issue of “technical violations”. The related recommendation was not adopted, and since that recommendation
and the term of “technical violation™ are intrinsically linked, the term can no longer be reasonably used by the Panel for use of
military vessels and aircraft delivering non-embargoed items and undertaking non-embargoed activities.

302 paragraph 72.
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E. HMS Albion

8. On 28 September 2022, the United Kingdom’s Amphibious Transport Dock HMS Albion (pennant number: L14)
entered Tripoli commercial port (LYTIP) for a day-long visit. The United Kingdom informed the Panel that “the ship's visit
was used to enhance the goodwill between the mariners of both our countries, as well as to enhance diplomatic relations”.
During the visit, the crew also “conducted training and shared best practices with the Libyan Navy covering the maritime
safety topics of hydrography, seamanship, navigation and marine engineering”, and conducted medical training “regarding
patient management and health procedures”. The United Kingdom further informed the Panel that no cargo or personnel
had been embarked or disembarked.

9. In its letter to the Panel, the United Kingdom holds that they “take note of the Panel of Expert's final report
(8/2022/427), in particular paragraph 60, recommendation 1 and Annex 31, which states that, in relation to an Italian vessel,
in the Panel's view "the entering and exit of Libyan territory by the vessel is by itself a technical violation of paragraph 9 to
resolution 1970 (2011), even if there is no intent to transfer arms and related materiel to Libya". We take this opportunity to
clarify that the United Kingdom does not share the Panel of Expert's interpretation in this regard. Specifically, HMS Albion's
visit did not involve the direct or indirect supply, sale or transfer to Libya of arms or related materiel. Further, paragraph 10
of resolution 2095 (2013) exempted the provision of training to the Libyan government without the need for notification.
We also take this opportunity to recall that the Security Council has not acted upon recommendation 1 in the Panel of Experts
final report (5/2022/427).”

10. The explanation given by the United Kingdom, however, does not address the fact that HMS Albion itself falls under
the category of arms and related materiel. Neither the relevant resolutions, nor the implementation assistance guidance issued
by the Committee provide a basis for extending the delivery of non-embargoed goods or services by an embargoed mode of
transportation (see annex 28). The Panel is satisfied that the training provided by the crew of the HMS Albion falls under
the exception of paragraph 10 of resolution 2095 (2013). However, the entry of the vessel itself, does, in the Panel’s view,
not fall under the same exception, but represents a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).
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Annex 30 Libyan Maritime Authority cancels “prohibited zone” - Attachment to IMO
Circular Letter no. 4585 (10 June 2022)

sl il ga
STATE OF LIBYA
Ministry of Transport JU _sig.aldi 8)ljg

Gl fodig Jlgali el an

Ports & Maritime Transport Authority

Juaiyll il C’Lf ;\/

7
RefNo :—— / / ’ (LN @B

\ Date : 12022 fo 6/ (:;CZ'g__.,l:m
TO : Mr. Kitac Lim ,
Secretary- General
International Maritime Organization ( IMO )
4 Albert Embankment
London SE1 7 SR-U.K

Subject Cancellation of a previously Declared Restricted Area due to ongoing Military Operations

Dear Mr.lim,

Libyan Ports & Maritime Transport Authority (L.P&M.T. A) would like to take this opportunity to
present its complements to your Excellency Please be advised that the previously Declared Restricted
Area due to the ongoing Military Operations under the Navigational Warning ( 225/2016) relating
to Area Il along part of the Libyan Eastern coastline defined by the under indicated coordinates (as
illustrated in the attached image), HAS RECENTLY BEEN CANCELLED.

Therefore, Navigation of ships is now permitted within the said area and Maritime Trading and derna
port now are ready to receive any kind of vessels and Is absolutely safe.

The boundaries of the mentioned Area are indicated according to the following positions:-
Position No. 1 (32 54 42N, 022 04 22 E) Position No. 2 (33 04 11N, 02201 55E)

Position No. 3 (32 59 22N, 0224059E) Position No. 4 (32 56 12N, 023 1440E)
Position No. 5 (32 36 21 N, 02307 57 E)

Iy, requested 1o circulqte this letter and the contained information to all IMO Member States

supance of my highest consideration.

Yours Sincerely,

Eng. / Omar Al-Gawashi
President of Libyan Ports& Maritime Transport
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LT
(@) +218 21 489 7668 2] President@ima.ly
&) +218 21 489 1415 (@) www.ma.ly
()] +218 21 489 3436 = Tripoli, Libya 81890 L. abile

Source: International Maritime Organization
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Annex 31 Antigua and Barbuda complaint as flag State - attachment to IMO Circular
Letter no. 4641 (12 October 2022)

THE OFFICE OF THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE TO THI
INTERNATIONAL MARITIME OR JIZATION { IMO)

GOVERNMENT OF ANTIGUA & BARBUDA

October 07, 2022

HIS EXCELLENCY KITACK LIM
Secretary-General

International Maritime Organization (IMO)
4 Albert Embankment

London SE17SR

URGENT:
Incidents of questionable interception and detention of Antigua & Barbuda flagged ships off the coast of Libya.

Dear Secretary General,

On behalf of the government of Antigua and Barbuda, | would like to draw your kind attention to two incidents
involving our ships transiting off the coast of Libya, which we have deemed to be deliberate violations of the
International Law of the Sea and applicable IMO Conventions.

The first incident occurred on 24 May 2022 at around 09:00 UTC, the Antigua and Barbuda fiagged vessel MjV
CoronaJ (IMO 9238686) was at 33-14.5N, 22-17.3E, enroute from Port Said, Egypt to the port of Misrata, Libya.
The vessel was approached and boarded by armed forces claiming to be the Libyan Coast Guard. The guards
accused the vessel of entering a military restricted area and proceeded to seize all the passports and ship
documents and certificates. The vessel was ordered to anchor at 32-54N, 022-11E, and the crew was detained
on the bridge under the supervision of two armed guards while other guards conducted a search of the vessel.
The vessel had to pay a “fine” of USD 41,000 for the release of the vessel and the return of crew passports
and ship documents.

The second incident was on 21 September 2022 at around 10:20 UTC, the Antigua and Barbuda flagged vessel
M/V Rogaland (IMO 9505596) was at 33-09.3N, 021-59.4E, approximately 13nm from the coast of Libya enroute
from the port of Alexandria, Egypt, to the port of Zarzis, Tunisia. The vessel was approached and boarded by
armed forces claiming to be the Libyan Coast Guard who alleged that there were problems with the paperwork
although the master was not given any specific details on the alleged issues. The ship documents and all the
passports of the crew were forcibly seized by the group and the vessel was ordered to proceed to the port of
Benghazi “to clarify the matter”. The operators and P&l Club opted to settle the matter by paying a fine of
USD 41,600 to secure the release of the vessel and return of the ship and crew documents.

Based on the amplified information presented in the appendix to this missive, Antigua and Barbuda consider
that these actions pose a significant threat to the safety and security of shipping transiting this area. Further,
as an IMO member State, we strongly condemn these incidents and kindly ask that this information is brought
to the attention of all IMO Member States, Intergovernmental Organizations, and Non-governmental
Organization in consultative status.

Please accept the assurances of my highest consideration.

Yours sincerely,

‘/,,{/,UJ e ‘éi/f';{.. “is {;L e ="
~— Dwight C.R. Gardiner OBE
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary

Permanent Representative of Antigua and Barbuda to the IMO
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Appendix
Incidents of questionable interception and detention of Antigua & Barbuda flagged ships off the coast
of Libya.
BACKGROUND

There have been two unusual incidents this year involving Antigua & Barbuda flagged vessels operating in the
Mediterranean Sea around the State of Libya. The incidents involved the boarding and detention of the vessels
by armed personnel claiming to be officers of the Libyan Coast Guard.

The first incident was on 24 May 2022 at around 09:00 UTC, the Antigua and Barbuda flagged vessel M}V
Corona J (IMO 9238686) was at 33-14.5N, 22-17.3E, enroute from Port Said, Egypt to the port of Misrata, Libya.

The vessel was approached and boarded by armed forces claiming to be the Libyan Coast Guard. The guards
accused the vessel of entering a military restricted area and proceeded to seize all the passports and ship
documents and certificates. The master was aware of the restricted zone and the vessel had in fact passed
approximately 10nm north of the zone. The vessel was ordered to anchor at 32-54N, 022-11E, and the crew was
detained on the bridge under the supervision of two armed guards while other guards conducted a search of
the vessel. It was later discovered by the crew that all their money as well as other personal belongings were
missing.

The master then informed the operating company and European Naval Forces (EUNAVFOR) of the incident.
The operator contacted the P&l Club agent in Benghazi who then contacted the Libyan Coast Guard to inquire.
The agent was informed that the vessel had to pay a “fine” of USD 41,000 for the release of the vessel and the
return of crew passports and ship documents. When the guards were questioned on whether any money or
other property was taken, they denied any involvement, and the crew and owners were forced to write an
apology letter for falsely accusing the guards of theft. In order to de-escalate the matter and secure its release,
the vessel agreed to pay the fine and write an apology letter.

The second incident was on 21 September 2022 at around 10:20 UTC, the Antigua and Barbuda flagged vessel
M/V Rogaland (IMO 9505596) was at 33-09.3N, 021-59.4E, approximately 13nm from the coast of Libya enroute
from the port of Alexandria, Egypt, to the port of Zarzis, Tunisia.

The vessel was approached and boarded by armed forces claiming to be the Libyan Coast Guard who alleged
that there were problems with the paperwork although the master was not given any specific details on the
alleged issues. The ship documents and all the passports of the crew were forcibly seized by the group and
the vessel was ordered to proceed to the port of Benghazi “to clarify the matter”.

The operating company instructed the master to lock the vessel at security level 3, remain drifting in its present
position and await further instructions. The local P&l agent reached out to the Coast Guard and informed them
of the matter. The Coast Guard responded that the vessel entered a restricted military area in the east coast
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of Libya thus it was detained for illegal entry and 2 “fine” of USD 41,600 is required to be paid for the release
of the vessel. The operators and P&l Club opted to settle the matter by payment of the fine to secure the
release of the vessel and return of the ship and crew documents.

PERSPECTIVE ON THE POLITICAL INSTABILITY IN LIBYA

Since the overthrow of Colonel Muammar Gaddafi in 2011 Libya has been in turmoil as riva! factions vie for
control of the country. As of today, the Tripoli-based Government of National Accord (“GNA”) which is an
interim government backed by the United Nations is considered the legitimate government of Libya and is in
control of the western portions of the country (Image 1: Green Area). Their current main opposition is the
Libyan National Army (“LNA”) which is in control of the east and central parts of the country and is considered
an illegitimate government (Image 1: Red Area).

Image 1: Military Situation in Libya 2020

It should be noted that both incidents involved persons claiming to be members of the Libyan Coast Guard
and the local P&l Club negotiated with personnel in Benghazi claiming to be the administration of the Libyan
Coast Guard, and both ships were detained off the eastern coast of Libya on a westbound route it is likely that
it was the connection to the illegitimate Libyan National Army led eastern government as Benghazi is under
the control of rival forces.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS

The alleged military zone is the one established by the State of Libya in its Navigational Warning 225/2016
relating to an area designated as Area lll along parts of the eastern coastline of Libya which was in force until
9 June 2022 when notice of its cancellation was published in IMO Circular No. 4585.
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In the Case of the M/V Corona J in May 2022, the zone was in effect at the time and the vessel was aware of its
existence as it was noted in NAVAREA |1l notices for Libya. The vessel.also conducted the required reporting
and obtained confirmation from the Misrata agent that the port is safe and operational, thus it avoided the
area.

In the case of the M/V Rogaland in September 2022, the zone had already been canceled thus there was no
basis for the arrest of the ship. This incident also has wider consequences as unlike the M}V Corona J, the vessel
was not calling at a Libyan port but was in transit to another State.

At the time of its detention, the vessel was approximately 13nm from the coast which is outside of the
territorial sea in the Exclusive Economic Zone (“EEZ”). UNCLOS Art 58 extends the freedom of navigation on
the high seas to the EEZ with the caveat of the due regard principle. This means that freedom of navigation in
the EEZ can be limited to an extent by the laws of the coastal State. This due regard principle is what legally
underpins the ability of the State to declare a military exclusion zone extending into the EEZ.

However, as the M/V Rogaland was in transit to a third State and the exclusion zone was canceled by the
authorities there were no legal grounds for the detention of the ship and the act was a flagrant violation of
the vessel’s right to freedom of navigation.

Even if the alleged Coast Guard officers believed that the M/V Rogaland was in Libya’s territorial waters, or in
the case of the M/V Corona J which was on route to a Libyan port, they still would have no jurisdiction as the
right of innocent passage applies in the territorial sea. As under UNCLOS Article 17-19 a vessel in transit or
proceeding to or from internal water which is not prejudicial to the peace, good order, or security of the
coastal State enjoys the protection of innocent passage. Both vessels are cargo ships carrying on their ordinary
course of business of transporting goods and there were no allegations of any other illicit activities.

ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA’S PERSPECTIVE ON THE INCIDENTS

The detention of both vessels without just causes on the pretense of violating a military exclusion zone which
the vessel either did not enter or no longer exists is likely to be a fraud perpetrated by rebellious actors in the
eastern portion of Libya to extract money from ships doing business in the area. The threat of violence and
seizure of personal documents of the crew are paired with a “fine” that is low enough that owners and P&l
Clubs would lose more to further delays in order to exert pressure to pay quickly.

The matter is not one that Antigua & Barbuda can address on its own and should be brought to the attention
of the international community through the IMO. Our flagged ships are unlikely to be the only targets of the
fraud and a coordinated response from Mediterranean stakeholders is necessary to address the matter of
safety while the UN conducts its work to address the political instability.

Source: International Maritime Organization; first two pages condensed into one.
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Annex 32 Summary of newly identified arms embargo equipment transfer and training violations and non-compliances

1. Sources for tables 32.1 and 32.2, which are shown in the appropriate annexes, are primarily from a combination of: (a) Member States responses to Panel
enquiries; (b) entity responses to Panel enquiries; (c) official social media of national armed forces; (d) official social media of armed groups; (e) other social media;
(f) authoritative specialist military media; (g) imagery supported by geo-location; and/or (h) imagery supported by technical analysis.

2. Transfer violations that took place and went unreported during previous mandates are included in table 32.1 to provide the evidence for the baseline data
necessary to assist in the identification of any future violations.

Table 32.1
Summary of equipment transfer violations

Date identified

in Libya or by
Annex Panel End User Equipment nomenclature Responsible Cross-references
Previously unreported
AE4 26 Nov 2019 GNU BMC Vuran 4x4 Turkiye .
During resolution 2571 (2021) reporting period and unreported or unattributed
AE5 13 Apr 2022 GNU-AF Barrett 0.50" M82 Anti Material Rifle uiD .
AE6 13 Apr 2022 GNU-AF Sako 0.308" TRG 22 Sniper Rifle uiD .
AE7 22 May 2022 GNU-AF Streit Spartan APC UAE .
AES8 22 Jun 2022 HAF MSPV Panthera T8 4x4 APC uiD .
During resolution 2644 (2022) reporting period (all new identifications)
AE9 29 Aug 2022 Tirkiye Roketsan MAM-C Smart Micro Munition (SMM) Tirkiye .
AE10 29 Jan 2023 HAF Tanin TBG-7 Thermobaric Grenade uiD .
AE11 5 Feb 2023 GNU-AF LC79 SH Fighter-2 APC uiD .
AE12 8 Feb 2023 GNU-AF 0.308" Accuracy International AW308 Sniper Rifle uiD .
AE13 25 May 2023  GNU-AF Roketsan MAM-L Smart Micro Munition (SMM) Tirkiye -
AE14 31 May 2023  GNU-AF 40mm OGi-7MA projected grenades uiD -
AE15 31 May 2023  GNU-AF 5.56mm KCR 556 7.5” infantry rifle Turkiye -
AE16 13 Jun 2023 GNU-AF Aselsan A600 Weapon Sights Turkiye .

AE17 13 Jun 2023 GNU-AF Aselsan A940 Weapon Sights Turkiye .
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https://undocs.org/S/RES/2644(2022)

L¥2ST-€2

¥6¢/LST

Date identified

in Libya or by
Annex Panel End User Equipment nomenclature Responsible Cross-references
AE18 13 Jun 2023 GNU-AF MKEK 7.62mm KNT-76 Sniper Rifle Tarkiye .
AE19 14 Jun 2023 GNU-AF Aselsan Ihasavar UAV Jammer Tarkiye .
AE20 14 Jun 2023 GNU-AF Aselsan Serce-2 UAV Tarkiye .

2 Unidentified as yet.
b International arms sales are virtually always widely reported by the manufacturer in authoritative defence media as it is the ir major means, other than conflict, of attracting publicity for future
sales. Authoritative media includes: Janes Defence Weekly (https://www.janes.com/defence-news/); Janes Intara (https://www.janes.com/intara-interconnected-intelligence/defence-

industry); Defence Procurement International (https://www.defenceprocurementinternational.com/magazine); Military Systems and Technology (https://www.militarysystems-tech.com/);

and Army Technology (https://www.army-technology.com/). Covert arms transfers go unreported until identified by investigation.

3. The Panel has determined that none of the training listed in table 32.2 falls under the exception contained in paragraph 10 of resolution 2095 (2013), which is
for disarmament and security purposes only.

Table 32.2
Summary of training violations

Date identified

in Libya or by
Annex Panel End User Type of training support Responsible Cross-references
During resolution 2571 (2021) reporting period and unreported or unattributed
AE21 18 May 2022  GNU-AF Libyan Armed Forces participating in NATO exercise EFES- Libya (GNU) -
2022 in Turkiye.
AE22 17 Jun 2022 GNU-AF 53 Independent Infantry Brigade training in Tlrkiye Tarkiye .
During resolution 2644 (2022) reporting period (all new identifications)

AE23 20 Jul 2022 GNU-AF Naval training in Tlrkiye Tarkiye -

AE24 22 Aug 2022 GNU-AF Military small boat training in Trkiye. Tarkiye .

AE25 27 Nov 2022  GNU-AF  Military diver training. Tirkiye = Non violation and
reported to show some
training by Tlrkiye. is
legitimate.

AE26 13 Dec 2022 GNU-AF UID UAV training Libya (GNU) .

AE27 13 Jun 2023 GNU-AF Sniper training Tirkiye .

AE28 14 Jun 2023 GNU-AF Small UAV training Tirkiye .

€19/€20¢/S


https://www.janes.com/defence-news/
https://www.janes.com/intara-interconnected-intelligence/defence-industry
https://www.janes.com/intara-interconnected-intelligence/defence-industry
https://www.defenceprocurementinternational.com/magazine
https://www.militarysystems-tech.com/
https://www.army-technology.com/
https://undocs.org/S/RES/2595(2013)
https://undocs.org/S/RES/2571(2021)
https://undocs.org/S/RES/2644(2022)
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Date identified

in Libya or by
Annex Panel End User Type of training support Responsible Cross-references
N/A 14 Jun 2023 GNU-AF  Aselsan lhasavar UAV Jammer training Tiirkiye * See annex 45
N/A 4 Jul 2023 GNU-AF  Aselsan Serce-2 UAV Turkiye * See annex 46

2 Unidentified as yet.
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Annex 33 BMC Vuran TS MPAV

BMC Vuran T8 Multi-Purpose Armoured Vehicle (MPAV)
(GNU Joint Operations Force near Zintan)
(26 October 2019)

The Panel has identified from open source media the presence of destroyed BMC
Vuran multi-purpose armoured vehicles (MPAV) being used by an armed group
affiliated to the Government of National Accord (GNA-AF). These vehicles are
designed and manufactured by the BMC company in Tiirkiye.

Destroyed Vuran 4x4 MPAV
The destroyed Vuran 4 x 4 MPAV, was factory-fitted with a specialist weapons mount. |26 October 2019.

The Panel identified the weapons mount as being a Stabilised Advanced Remote
Platform (SARP) remote controlled weapons system (RCWS) mount manufactured by
Aselsan A.S.. of Tiirkiye. The SARP RCWS is designed to mount either 7.62mm or
12.7mm medium machine guns.

Manufacturers' Image

The Panel noted an authoritative source that stated that the Vuran 4 x 4 MPAV only
entered Turkish military service in July 2019, yet the vehicle was operational in Libya
by October that same year.

The Panel offered Libya, Tiirkiye and BMC an opportunity to respond in letters dated ~|Destroyed Vuran 4x4 MPAV
29 October 2019. No responses were received from Libya or Tiirkiye, and BMC 26 October 2019.
referred the Panel to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Tiirkiye.

This transfer of military equipment to Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution

1970 (2011).

I
Primary sources Destroyed SARP RCWS Manufacturers' Image
26 October 2019.
1. hups:/twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1539485251063451648, 26 October 2019.
2. hups:/www.saadaonline.net/world/104736/wl) o8- )68-105 2 g5-Ja g v-Sr a3 - S gogl-Ls-E2.50, 26 October 2019;
3. hups://www.bmc.com.tr/en/defense-industry/vuran. Accessed 14 March 2023;
4. htps://www.aselsan.com.tr/en/capabilities/weapon-systems/remote-weapon-platforms/sarp-stabilized-advanced-remote-weapon-platform, 28 October 2019; and
5. https:/janes.ihs.com/Janes/Display/jafv0059-jafv. Subscription access only.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 34 Barretr 0.60in M82 Anti-Materiel Rifle

Barrett 0.50in M82 Anti-Materiel Rifle (AMR)
(Unit 444 GNU-AF)
(13 April 2022)

The Panel has identified from official social media the presence of
Barrett 0.50in Anti-Materiel Rifles in the possession of Unit 444 of
the GNU-AF on 13 April 2022.

These are the first sightings of this weapons system in Libya. This
weapon type has been manufactured since 1990 and exported to at
least 41 countries.

The Panel requested further information from Barret Firearms
Manufacturing Inc in a letter of 13 May 2022. On 26 May 2022 the
company replied that it had not sold, transferred or exported such
weapons to Libya, nor could it indentify the exact model type from
the imagery.

The transfer of this weapon type to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. www.facebook.com/L ] Jal«-444-331,J-115065407070788/vide0s/953350445371764/,
13 April 2022; and
2. customer.janes.com, 22 September 2020. (Subscription).

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 35 SAKO TRG variant Sniper Rifle

SAKO TRG variant Sniper Rifle
(Unit 444 GNU-AF)
(13 April 2022)

The Panel has identified from official social media the presence of
Sako 7.62mm TRG variant Sniper Rifles in the possession of Unit
444 of the GNU-AF on 13 April 2022.

These are the first sightings of this weapons system in Libya. This
weapon type has been manufactured since 2000 and exported to at
least 15 countries. The weapon can be supplied in 7.62mm, 0.300
Winchester Magnum, 0.308in Winchester or 0.338 Lapua Magnum
calibres. The calibre can not be identified from the available
imagery.

The Panel requested further information from Sako Limited in a
letter of 13 May 2022. No response was received.

The transfer of this weapon type to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources
JSiwww. fa itdddly/vi 5371764/, 15 April 2022.;
2. customer.janes.com, 8 October 2020. (Subscription); and

3. Identification confirmed by confidential source.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 36 Streit Spartan-2 Multi-role Armoured Vehicles

Streit Spartan-2 Multi-role Armoured Vehicle (MAV)
(GNU-AF Tripoli)
(2 May 2022)

The Panel has identified from a confidential source and open source media fifty Streit
Spartan MAV being delivered to the Government of National Accord (GNA-AF) on
board the MV Victory Roro through Tripoli docks on 2 May 2022. These vehicles are
designed and manufactured by the Streit company in UAE.

In table 1 and annex 30 of _$/2022/427, the Panel reported on the transfer of 100
Spartan-2 military armoured vehicles delivered on 4 March 2022 to Benghazi by the
Comoros-flagged MV Luccello (IMO 7800112), which was renamed MV Victory Roro
prior to the Tripoli voyage from Benghazi. on 2 May 2022. These vehicles form part
of that 100 vehicles.

Streit Spartan 4x4 MAV
Tripoli - 22 May 2023

The vehicles were reportedly distributed to the SDF and Al Nawasi Brigade.

This transfer of military equipment to Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution

1970 (2011).

Streit Spartan 4x4 MAV
Tripoli - 22 May 2023

Primary sources

1. mmmmmmmmmmm 3 May 2022

)8, 3 May 2022; and

3. hxmum:nmmmmmmmm Accessed 9 Apnl 2023.
Developed by UN Panel of Experts

Manufacturers’ Image
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Annex 37 MSPV Panthera TS APC

MSPV Panthera T8 Armoured Personnel Carriers (APC)
(GNU Joint Operations Force near Zintan)
(22 June 2022)

The Panel has identified from open source media the presence of MSPV Panthera T8
armoured personnel carriers (APC) being used by the GNU Joint Operations Force
near Zintan. These vehicles are designed and manufactured by the Minerva Special
Purpose Vehicles (MSPV) company in the UAE.

The Panthera T8 was first seen in the international defence media in 2021 and no
foreign sales have, as yet, been announced in the usual defence sales publications.

The Panel offered Libya and MSPV an opportunity to respond in letters dated 11 July
2022. No responses have yet been received.

This transfer of military equipment to Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution

1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. hups:/twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1539485251063451648, 22 June 2022. and
2. hups://www.mspv.com/project/panthera-t8-5dr/. Accessed 22 June 2022.

MSPV Manufacturers Image

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 38 Roketsan MAM-C smart micro munitions

Roketsan MAM-C smart micro munition (SMM)
(Tripoli)
(29 August 2022)

The Panel has identified from social media the use of Roketsan MAM-C SMM
against anti-Dabiaba forces near Tripoli on 29 August 2022. These weapons are
laser-guided and designed to be used from an uncrewed aerial vehicle (UAV)
platform. They are operationally paired to be used with the Bayraktar TB2 and
TAI Anka UAYV, both known to be operational in Libya under control of the
GNU-AF. These are the first sightings of this weapon system in Libya.

This ammunition entered service with the Turkish Armed Forces in April 2018.
Foreign exports to Algeria, Qatar, Poland, Saudi Arabia and Ukraine have now
been reported in the authoritative defence journals.

The Panel wrote to Tiirkiye on 12 April 2023 requesting information to assist in
the supply chain tracing. No response was received.

The transfer of this ammunition and weapon type to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

5 8 arh/status 30 August 2022; and
2. hups://www.roketsan.com.tr/en/products/mam-c-smart-micro-munition. Accessed 31 January 2023; and
3. customer.janes.com. (Subscription). Accessed 27 May 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 39 Tanin TBG-7V Thermobaric Fuel Air Grenade

Tanin TBG-7V Thermobaric Fuel Air Grenade
(106 reinforced brigade LAAF))
(26 January 2023)

The Panel has identified from HAF official social media the presence of Tanin
TBG-7V Thermobaric Fuel Air Grenades in the possession of the HAF 106
reinforced brigade on 26 January 2023.

These are the first sightings of this weapon system in Libya. The grenade can only
be effectively fired from RPG-7V1 and RPG-7D2 rocket launchers, which have
the weapon sights paired to this grenade type. It is thus highly likely that the
appropriate weapon system has also recently been transferred to Libya.

As this ammunition has reportedly been produced prior to 2011 and has been seen
in a number of conflict arenas a tracing request would be unlikely to elicite any
useful information on the supply chain.

The transfer of this ammunition and weapon type to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. hhttps://www.facebook.com/L. Mideavision128/posts/pfbid0Z9Xamw1vUuQdunjECMSY VybyNh93QS4JQh Y X TMbnok WIUfHGbwDMfq6QCQGMNZR4I,
26 January 2023;
2. hutp://roe.rw/eng/catalog/land-forces/strelkovoe-oruzhie/grenade-launchers/tbg-7v/. Accessed 31 January 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 40 LC79 SH Fighter-2 APC

LC79 SH Fighter-2 Armoured Personnel Carriers (APC)
(Unit 444 GNU-AF)
(5 February 2023)

The Panel has identified from the official social media of the Presidency of the Libyan
Armed Forces the presence of LC79 SH Fighter-2 armoured personnel carriers (APC)
being used by 444 Unit of the GNU-AF. These vehicles are based on the Toyota 79
chassis, but the manufacturer of the armour retrofit has yet to be identified.

The Panel offered Libya an opportunity to reply, and sent a tracing request to the
United States in letters dated 13 February 2023. No responses have yet been received.

This transfer of military equipment to Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution

1970 (2011).

Primary sources
1. hups://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=501927438776008&set=pb.100068762684011.-2207520000.&type=3, 5 February 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 41 Accuracy International AW308 Sniper Rifle

Accuracy International AW308 variant Sniper Rifle
(GNU-AF)
(08 February 2023)

The Panel has identified from official GNU social media the
presence of an Accuracy International AW308 variant Sniper Rifle
in use at the GNU-AF Central Military Region Falcons Nest
Training Centre on 08 February 2023.

These are the first sightings of this weapon in Libya. The Panel
requested further information on the supply chain for this weapon
from Accuracy International Limited in letters of 1 March and 30
May 2023. Accuracy International Limited responded on 31 May
2023 that the company had not supplied any such weapons to
Libya, but could not assist in any further supply chain tracing.

The transfer of this weapon type to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. https://www.facebook.com/almntghalskryalwsty/photos/155106840668227, 08 February 2023;
2. customer.janes.com, 14 October 2022. (Subscription);

3. hutps://accuracyinternational.com/at308.html. Accessed 14 May 2023; and

4. Identification confirmed by confidential source.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 42 Roketsan MAM-L smart micro munition

Roketsan MAM-L smart micro munition (SMM)
(Zawiyah)
(25 May 2023)

The Panel has identified from official GNU MOD social media the use of
Roketsan MAM-C SMM against "the hideouts of fuel smugglers, drug traffickers
and of illegal immigration" near Zawiyah on 25 May 2023. These weapons are
laser-guided and designed to be used from an uncrewed aerial vehicle (UAV)
platform. They are operationally paired to be used with the Bayraktar TB2 and
TAI Anka UAYV, both known to be operational in Libya under control of the
GNU-AF. These are the first sightings of this weapon system in Libya.

This ammunition entered service with the Turkish Armed Forces in the mid-2010s.
Foreign exports to ten countries have now been reported in the authoritative
defence journals.

The Panel wrote to Libya and Tiirkiye on 30 May 2023 requesting information to
assist in the supply chain tracing. No response was received.

The transfer of this ammunition and weapon type to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) by Tiirkiye.

Manufacturer's Image

25 May 2023;
2. lms //twitter.com/emad bggllslgms/l%l74661&’}0140006 25 May 2023;

25 May 2023;

4. WWW&W Accessed 27 May 2023 and
5. customer.janes.com. (Subscription). Accessed 27 May 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 43 Arsenal JSC 40mm OGi-7MA Improved Fragmentation Grenade

Arsenal JSC 40mm OGi-7MA Improved Fragmentation
Anti-Personnel Round

(111 Brigade, GNU-AF)

(31 May 2023)

The Panel has identified from official GNU social media the use of
Arsenal JSC 40mm OGi-7MA Improved Fragmentation
Anti-Personnel Rounds by the GNU-AF 111th Brigade at the
Hamza ibn Abdul-Muttalib Training Centre on 31 May 2023.

This is the first sighting of this ammunition type in Libya. The
Panel requested further information on the supply chain for this
ammunition from Bulgaria on 27 June 2023. Bulgaria replied on
14 July 2023 that the ammunition had been produced since 2015
and had not been exported direct to Libya. Supply chain tracing
continues.

The transfer of this ammunition to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. https://www.facebook.com/Brigade111Ly/posts/pfbid0i693sg AwmzL Lndfm1ZCUj6gUMEQxPTzkY F993kh1DrJCIQ9rxsEqsxPTaET8y18VI (2.16min), 31 May 2023;
2. gg;;gmgr |gng; ggz . ll March 2022. (Subscnpuon) and
3 /C.

. Accessed 26 June 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 44 Kale Kalip 5.56mm KCR 556 S1 Infantry Rifle

Kale Kalip 5.56mm KCR 556 S1 Infantry Rifle
(111 Brigade, GNU-AF)
(31 May 2023)

The Panel has identified from official GNU social media the use of
Kale Kalip 5.56mm KCR 556 S1 Infantry Rifles by the GNU-AF
111th Brigade at the Hamza ibn Abdul-Muttalib Training Centre
on 31 May 2023.

This is the first sighting of this weapon in Libya. The Panel
requested further information on the supply chain for this weapon
from Tiirkiye on 27 June 2023.

The transfer of this weapon type to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. https://www.facebook.com/Brigade111Ly/posts/pfbid0i693sg AwmzL Lndfm1ZCUj6gUMEQxPTzKYF993kh1DrJCI9Q9rxsEqsxPTaET8y18VI
(0.59min), 31 May 2023;

2. customer.janes.com, 16 April 2018. (Subscription); and

3. https://www.kalekalip.com.tr/products/kcr-556. Accessed 26 June 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 45 Aselsan A600 Night Vision Weapon Sight

Aselsan A600 Night Vision Sights
(GNU-AF)
13 June 2023

The Panel has identified from official GNU social media the use of
of Aselsan A600 night vision weapon sights by the GNU-AF
Central Military Region.

-
This is also the first sighting of this weapon ancilliary in Libya. é
The Panel requested further information on the supply chain for

this weapon ancilliary from Tiirkiye on 5 July 2023.

The transfer, and training in the use of, this weapon ancilliary to
Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. hutps://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=2217839939906 1 6&set=pcb.221784267323922, 13 June 2023;
2. hitps://www.aho.com.tr/en/products/night-vision/a600-night-vision-attachment-clip-. Accessed 4 July 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 46 Aselsan A940 Weapon Sight

Aselsan A940 Weapon Sights
(GNU-AF)
13 June 2023

The Panel has identified from official GNU social media the use of
of Aselsan A940 weapon sights by the GNU-AF Central Military
Region.

This is also the first sighting of this weapon ancilliary in Libya.
The Panel requested further information on the supply chain for
this weapon ancilliary from Tirkiye on 5 July 2023.

The transfer, and training in the use of, this weapon ancilliary to

Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=221783897323959&set=pcb.221784267323922, 13 June 2023;
2. hups://www.aho.com.tr/en/products/day-sight/a940-1x-4x-day-sights. Accessed 4 July 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 47 MKEK7.62mm KNT-76 Sniper Rifle

MKEK 7.62mm KNT-76 Sniper Rifle
(GNU-AF Central Military Region)
(13 June 2023)

The Panel has identified from official GNU social media the use of
MKEK 7.62mm KNT-76 Sniper Rifles by the GNU-AF Central
Military Region on 13 June 2023.

This is the first sighting of this weapon system in Libya. The Panel
requested further information on the supply chain for this weapon
from Tiirkiye on 5 July 2023.

The transfer of this weapon type to Libya is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. https://www.facebook.com/photo?fbid=221710497331299&set=pcb.221710810664601, 13 June 2023; and
2. https://urunler.mke.gov.tr/Urunler/KNT-76-(7.62-mm-x-51)-Semi-Automatic-Sniper-Rifle/37/1837. Accessed 4 July 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 48 Aselsan Thasavar UAV Jammer and Training

Aselsan Thasavar UAV Jammer and Training
(GNU-AF)
14 June 2023

The Panel has identified from official GNU social media the
training of GNU-AF individuals by Turkish Armed Forces
personnel in the use of the Aselsan Thasavar UAV Jamming
System.

This is the first sighting of this military system in Libya. The Panel
requested further information on the training and the supply chain
for this military system from Tirkiye on 3 July 2023.

The transfer, and training in the use of, this military system to
Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

14 June 2023;
2. customer,janes.com, 27 June 2022. (Subscription).

Developed by UN Panel of Experts

1. hups://www.facebook.com/almntghalskryalwsty/posts/pfbid0xBgtj2KJkNqTW{4iEqwnR 1sxMrfJVq2ZHTBewzhZZyc4gVDz6aGf684HAAg8sBom1l,
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Annex 49 Aselsan Serce-2 UAV and Training

Aselsan Serce-2 UAV and Training
(GNU-AF)
14 June 2023

The Panel has identified from official GNU social media the
training of GNU-AF individuals by Turkish Armed Forces
personnel in the use of the Aselsan Serce-2 UAV.

This is also the first sighting of this military system in Libya. The
Panel requested further information on the training and the supply
chain for this military system from Tiirkiye on 5 July 2023.

The transfer, and training in the use of, this military system to
Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. https://www.facebook.com/photo?fbid=222263907275958&set=a.166366872865662, 14 June 2023;
2. https://www.aselsan.com/en/savunma/product/1710/serce2. Accessed 4 July 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 50 GNU-AF Deployment on NATO Exercise EFES-2022

GNU-AF Deploy on NATO Exercise EFES-2022
(Foca and Izmir, Tiirkiye)
(18 May to 16 June 2022)

On 18 and 27 May, and 2 June 2022 the official social media of the Turkish
Armed Forces and the Presidency of the General Staff of the Libyan Armed
Forces (GNU-AF) respectively announced the participation of elements of the
Libyan Armed Forces in the NATO exercise EFES-2022 held in Foca and Izmir,
Tirkiye.

The Panel identified that the following units participated in the exercise: (1)
Combattante Class 11 G Fast Attack Craft Missile Shafak (534); (2) Naval Land
Forces (-); and (3) 111 Brigade.

The Naval Land Forces element returned to Libya on board a Turkish Air Force
Airbus A400M Atlas (registration# 21-0018) (call sign TUAF221) and a Turkish
Air Force C-130E Hercules (registration# 63-1388) (call sign TUAF222) from
Ankara and Cigli Air Base (LTBL) respectively in Tiirkiye to Al-Watiya Air
Base (HL77) on 10 June 2022. The Shafak returned to Tripoli on 19 June 2022.

The Panel offered Libya an opportunity to respond in a letter dated 6 July 2022.
No response was received.

This deployment of these forces outside Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of

resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. hups://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=100068958918251, 18 May 2022;

2. htps:/twitter.com/tcsavunma/status/15302146 14872489984, 27 May 2022;

3. hups:/www.facebook.com/The.presidency.of.the.General.Staff. To.Libyan.Army/,

2 and 16 June 2022;
4. hups://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=100068958918251, 10 June 2022; and
5. htps:/twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1538479516431142912, 19 June 2022.

Developed bv UN Panel of Experts

18 May 2022: Libyan forces deploy to Exercise EFES-2022
on a Turkish Air Force C-130 Hercules.

27 May 2022: Libyan Naval vessel Shafak deploys to Exercise
EFES-2022 escorted by Turkish Navy frigate TCG Giresun.

June 2022: 111 Brigade participating in Exercise EFES-2022 .
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Annex 51 GNU-AF 53 Independent Infantry Brigade Training in Tiirkiye

GNU-AF 53 Independent Infantry Brigade Training in Tiirkiye
(Tirkiye)
(17 June 2022)

On 17 June 2022 imagery was published on the official social media of the
Presidency of the General Staff of the 53rd Independent Infantry Brigade of
the Libyan Armed Forces (GNU-AF) receiving low level tactical command
training in Tirkiye. Brigadier General Hussain Al-Shaltat, the Brigade
Deputy Commander, accompanied these officers.

The Panel offered Tiirkiye an opportunity to reply in a letter dated 1 July
2022. No response was received.

This training undertaken within the scope of the Military Training,
Cooperation and Consultancy Agreement between Tiirkiye and the GNA-AF
is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. hups://www.facebook.com/The.presidency.of.the.General.Staff. To.Libyan. Army/posts/
17 June 2022.

2. hups:/twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1538482384244461569, 19 June 2022.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 52 GNU-AF Naval Training in Tiirkiye

GNU-AF Naval training
(Tiirkiye)
(20 July 2022)

On 20 July 2022 imagery was published on the official social media of the
Presidency of the General Staff of the Libyan Armed Forces (GNU-AF) of
GNU-AF officers receiving naval training in Tirkiye.

The Panel offered Tiirkiye an opportunity to respond in a letter dated 8
September. On 12 October 2022 Tiirkiye responded that this naval training
was undertaken within the scope of the 27 November 2019 '"Memorandum of
Understanding on Security and Military Cooperation between Tiirkiye and
the GNA-AF".

This naval training undertaken within the scope of the Military Training,
Cooperation and Consultancy Agreement between Tiirkiye and the GNA-AF

is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. hups://www.facebook.com/The.presidency.of.the.General . Staff. To.Libyan.Army/,
20 July 2022.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts

178/294

23-15247



S/2023/673

Annex 53 GNU-AF Small Boat Training in Tiirkiye

GNU-AF Small Boat training in Tiirkiye
(Urla/Izmir, Tirkiye)
(21 August 2022)

On 21 August 2022 imagery was published on the official social media of the
Ministry of Defence of Tiirkiye of GNU-AF personnel receiving small boat
training in Tirkiye.

The Panel offered Tiirkiye an opportunity to respond in a letter dated 8
September 2022. On 12 October 2022 Tiirkiye responded that the military
training was undertaken within the scope of 1) the Memorandum of
Understanding between the Government of the Republic of Turkey and

the Government of Libya on Military Education Cooperation of 4 April
2012; and 2) the Memorandum of Understanding between the Government of
the Republic of Turkey and the Government of the State of Libya on Security
and Military Cooperation of 27 November 2019.

The Panel holds the view that this training undertaken within the scope of the

27 November 2019 Military Training, Cooperation and Consultancy
Agreement between Tiirkiye and the then GNA-AF is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

21 August 2022,

Developed by UN Panel of Experts

1. https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=3918870597986 76 &set=pcb.391887153132000& rdc=1& rdr,

23-15247
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Annex 54 Libyan Coast Guard Diver Training

Libyan Coast Guard diving training
(Khoms, Libya)
(27 November 2022)

On 27 November and 11 December 2022 imagery was published on the
Turkish Armed Forces official social media of the Turkish Armed Forces
Libya Task Group Command HOMS Joint Maritime Training Center
Command providing diving training in Khoms to members of the Libyan
Coast Guard (LCG). The training took place between 9 October to 1
December 2022.

The Panel offered Tiirkiye an opportunity to respond in a letter dated 23
January 2023. On 13 February 2023 Tiirkiye responded that "training is
provided to the Libyan Coast Guard in order to build capacity to combat
illegal activities such as irregular migration and human smuggling. The
training involves search & rescue, pollution prevention and maritime law,
first aid, communications, ship machinery maintenance and ship operation
training".

Although this diving training is similar to that provided to the GNU-AF
reported in annex 78 of Panel report $/2022/427, as it is provided to the
civilian LCG the Panel considers that it is not a violation of paragraph 9 of
resolution 1970 (2011).

It has, unusually, been included in this report to ackowledge that some
training provided by Tiirkiye under the 2019 Military Training, Cooperation
and Consultancy Agreement is not a violation of the arms embargo.

Primary sources

1. hups://www.facebook.com/profile/100069321545148/search/2q=homs, 27 November
2022;

2. hups://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=478732714447443&set=pcb.478733201114061
11 December 2022.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 55 GNU-AF Unidentified UAV Training

Unidentified Uncrewed Aerial Vehicle (UAV)
(GNU-AF Exercise HURRICANE)
(13 December 2022)

The Panel has identified from HAF official social media the use
of unidentified (UID) uncrewed aerial vehicles (UAV) by the
GNU-AF 53 Infantry Brigade during the GNU-AF Exercise
HURRICANE 1. The UAV were being used in a tactical
reconnaissence role.

The now ubiquitous use of military and commercial UAV systems
has meant the Panel has been unable to identify the exact type, so
a supply chain can not be identified.

The Panel reported on the use of fast moving consumer goods
technology and their military use in paragraph 61 to 5/2022/427.

The transfer of this system to Libya is a violation of paragraph 9

of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources
1. hups:/twitter.com/Oded121351/status/1602592667787034626. 13 December 2022.
2 i / S1/s 78535414743042¢cxt=HHwWW;

Developed by UN Panel of Experts

2 February 2023.

23-15247
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Annex 56 GNU-AF Sniper Training from Turkish Armed Forces

GNU-AF Sniper training from Turkish Armed Forces
(Libya Central Military Region)
(13 June 2023)

On 13 June 2023 imagery was published on official social media of the
Government of National Unity Armed Forces (GNU-AF) of the Turkish
Armed Forces providing sniper training in the Central Military Region to
members of the GNU-AF.

The Panel offered Libya and Tiirkiye an opportunity to respond in letters
dated 19 June 2023. No response has been received to date.

The Panel continues to hold the view that this training undertaken within the
scope of the Military Training, Cooperation and Consultancy Agreement
between Tiirkiye and the GNA-AF is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution

1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. https://www.facebook.com/photo/2fbid=221710300664652&set=pcb.221710810664601, 13 June 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 57 GNU-AF Small UAV Training

GNU-AF Small UAV training from Turkish Armed Forces
(Libya Central Military Region)
(14 June 2023)

On 14 June 2023 imagery was published on official social media of the
Government of National Unity Armed Forces (GNU-AF) of the Turkish
Armed Forces providing small UAV training in the Central Military Region
to members of the GNU-AF.

The Panel offered Libya and Tiirkiye an opportunity to respond in letters
dated 19 June 2023. No response has yet been received.

The Panel continues to hold the view that this type of training is a violation
of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) by Tiirkiye .

Primary sources

1. https://www.facebook.com/almntghalskryalwsty, 14 June 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 58 Update on Antonov AN-12A [#2340806]

1.  The Panel reported on the illicit activities of this aircraft in S/2022/427 when operated by Space Cargo LLC of the
UAE 3% The Panel stated in para. 5 of annex 97 that the aircraft was clearly marked with a Kazakhstan registration UP-
AN220 at this time (see appendix A). This is contrary to a statement made by the then operator, Jupiter Jet LLC to the
Aviation Authority of Kazakhstan that the Kazakhstan markings had been overpainted on 25 January 2021.

2. The General Manager of Jupiter Jet LLC, Erikzhan Satenovich Kozbagarov, has since provided the Aviation Authority
of Kazakhstan with substantial evidence that the markings were initially overpainted on 24 January 2021 (see figures 58.1
to 58.4) and that the engineering crew responsible departed Amman, Jordan for Istanbul on 27 January 2021. The Panel
accepts this additional evidence as convincing.

Figures 58.1t0 58.4
AN-12A (#2340806) UP-AN220 markings removed on 24 January 2021

Source: Confidential.

3. At 13:00 hours on 28 January 2021 the Antonov AN-12A cargo aircraft (MSN#2340806) departed Amman (Marka)
airport, Jordan (ICAO: OJAM) bound for Benghazi (Benina) airport, Libya (ICAO: HLLB). It was then again displaying
the UP-AN220 markings (see figure 58.5). The only logical explanation is that these were illicitly added by the new owners
to allow for the departure from Jordan.

303 Annex 97.
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Figure 58.5
AN-12A (#2340806) UP-AN220 on 28 January 2021 with markings repainted

Source: Confidential.
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Annex 59 Antonov AN-26 [#14209]

1.  The Panel identified from confidential satellite imagery the presence of a yellow and blue painted AN-26 at Al Khadim
military airport (HL59) on 21 March 2021 (see figure 58.1).3%4

Figure 58.1
AN-26 (#14209) at Al Khadim (HL59) on 21 March 2021
P »r
/-..‘ W —
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Source: Confidential.
2. There is only one known AN-26 aircraft with a yellow body colour and blue tail, that being AN-26 (serial number

14209), which has been seen operating displaying a Burundi registration 9U-BBB (figure 58.2). The AeroTransport
Database (www.atdb.org) reported that the aircraft was then operated by a South Sudanese aviation company.3%

Figure 58.2
AN-26 (#14209) displaying 9U-BBB on 4 November 2020

Source: https://www.facebook.com/101703631749929/photos/ph.100027966535372.-
2207520000../104976498089309/?type=3, 4 November 2020.

3. The Panel wrote to the reported air operator in South Sudan on 8 November 2022 requesting clarification of the
aircraft's activities. The Antonov AN-26 (#14209) was leased by a Bulgarian company, Arden Aviation Group OOD,3% to
the South Sudanese company on 3 September 2020 for one year. A Ukrainian national, Denys STRILETS (Ukrainian
passport # FX157240) (last known contact number +34603147991) purported to be the Chief Executive Officer of Arden
Aviation Group and led the negotiations.

304 31°59'45.49"N, 21°12'01.16"E.

305 The Panel is aware of the identity of the company but considers it is not necessary to report its identity at this stage and expose
the company to any reputational risk resulting from its cooperation with the Panel and being named in a UN report on sanctions
violations. The Panel has copies of all correspondence from the South Sudanese company that is supporting as evidence of fact.
306 19 Dobri Voynikov, Apartment 3, Floor 2, Sofia 1164, Bulgaria.
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4, The flight request® for the transfer of the aircraft from Bulgaria to South Sudan, via Egypt, on 27 October 2020
listed the air operator as Gateway Export S.A.3%® The Panel has identified an official note from the Civil Aviation Authority
of Burundi concerning a false air operator certificate and the registration of aircraft committed by Gateway Export against
the State of Burundi.3® This official note stated that Gateway Export S.A. had used forged documents, forged logos and
forged signatures and a fake address to illegally register another aircraft (9U-BBU) in Burundi and to grant itself a Burundi
air operator certificate. The schemes were discovered on investigation of an email from "Aleksandra" of Space Cargo Inc.
The Panel considers that it is highly likely that this was Aleksandra Isamova, who was reported in Panel Report
$/2022/427.%1° Panel investigations into the Space Cargo Inc links continue.

5. On 17 December 2020 Arden Aviation informed the South Sudanese company that the registration of the aircraft had
changed to EK-26009. This is another "false flag" as that is an Armenian registration allocated to another Antonov AN-25
(#1509).

6. At 09:00 local time on 4 March 2021 the aircraft took off from Juba to Renk in South Sudan loaded with humanitarian
aid. The aircraft landed at Renk, South Sudan and the aid was offloaded. The captain then reported a technical condition
and requested the South Sudanese company crew member to disembark during an engine test. The aircraft then took off and
was reportedly next seen in Sudan during a transit flight North to Benghazi. It was next physically seen in Libya on 21
March 2021 at a Haftar controlled military airport, Al Khadim. Denys STRILETS told the South Sudanese company he had
had a "better offer” and was therefore breaking his lease agreement. The delivery crew were instructed to fly from Benghazi
to Al Khadim on the aircraft’s arrival in Libya, where the crew stayed for three weeks before departing on a Russian Air
Force IL-76 to the Syrian Arab Republic. Table 58.1 is a summary of main events.

Table 58.1
Timeline of main events for AN-26 cargo aircraft (#14209) (displaying 9U-BBB)

Date Event Remarks

20 Dec 2019 Aircraft first seen in unique yellow and blue =
colour scheme at Sofia airport.3*

3 Sep 2020 Aircraft leased to a South Sudanese aviation = One year lease.
company?*?2 by Arden Aviation Group = Using 9U-BBB registration.
(Bulgaria).3®
27 Oct 2020 Aircraft flies from Sofia, Bulgaria (LBSF) to = Via Alexandria, Egypt (HEBA) and Khartoum

Juba, South Sudan (HSSJ).314 (HSSS).
17 Dec 2020 South Sudan operator informed by Arden = False flagging as EK-26009 is allocated to an
Aviation Group (Bulgaria) that the Antonov AN-25 (#1509).
registration had changed to EK-26009.%°
21 Mar 2021 Aircraft identified at Al Khadim (HL59) = Due to its unique Yellow upper body colour
from satellite imagery. scheme.
7. Although owned by Arden Aviation Group OOD, Bulgarian transit fees for the aircraft reflected the owner / operator

as Gateway Export S.A. of Burundi.

307 Confidential source, 16 November 2022.

308 comite National & Roheroi Avenue du 18 Septembre, B.P.356, Bujumbura. Burundi (info@gatewayexport.com) (+257 310
15001).

The phone number, URL and email listed are non-operational.

309 Note in French from the Director of the Burundi Civil Aviation Authority dated 20 September 2020.

810 See paragraphs 28 and 36 to annex 97.

311 https://gerjon.substack.com/p/9u-bbb-the-mysterious-yellow-and, October 2022.

%12 The Panel is aware of the identity of the company but considers it is not necessary to report its identity at this stage and expose
the company to any reputational risk resulting from its cooperation with the Panel and being named in a UN report on sancti ons
violations. The Panel has copies of all correspondence from the South Sudanese company that is supporting evidence of fact.
313 19 Dobri Voynikov, Apartment 3, Floor 2, Sofia 1164, Bulgaria. CEO Denys Strilets. The number used, +34603147991, is now
unavailable.

314 Multi sourced. Aviation flight databases.

815 Confidential source in South Sudan aviation community.
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8. The Panel finds_Arden Aviation Group OOD, Bulgaria in non-compliance with paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011)
for the provision of ... other assistance, related to military activities..., that being military transport support to HAF, and
continues to investigate their activities.

188/294 23-15247
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Annex 60 Antonov AN-12BP (#5342908)

1. The Panel reported on the activities of this aircraft operating in support of armed groups affiliated to Khalifa Haftar in
Panel report $/2022/427.%1% On 11 February 2022 open-source media®’ published imagery of this aircraft on a visit to Cairo
International Airport (HECA). figure 60.1). The aircraft was displaying a Burundi Civil Aviation registration, 9U-BBC.

Figure 60.1
AN-12 BP (#5342908) at Cairo in early 2022

Source: See paragraph 1.

2. The Panel requested information on the aircraft's presence from the Egyptian authorities.®'® The response from Egypt
on 3 October 2022 was that there was no indication of the presence of the aforementioned aircraft at Cairo airport on the
date cited in your letter. As the Panel had confirmed the presence of this aircraft in Egypt beyond doubt by geo-referencing
(figure 60.2) it requested further clarification from the Egyptian authorities on 12 October 2022.3%° The Panel has not yet
received a response. The Panel considers it inconceivable that records of this aircraft’s arrival and departure from Cairo
International Airport, or that flight plans of its presence in Egyptian airspace do not exist, so the Panel continues to engage
with Egypt for further clarification.

316 paras. 12 to 16 of annex 97 and table 93.3.

817 1) https://www.instagram.com/p/CZ2CFZEMKh M/, 11 February 2022 (subsequently deleted from the internet, but the Panel has
a copy of the original post); and 2) https://twitter.com/Gerjon_/status/1492474455913865216, 12 February 2022.

%18 panel letter of 24 August 2022.

319 panel letter of 12 October 2022.
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Figure 60.2
Georeferencing of AN-12 BP (#5342908) to Cairo in early 2022

AN-12B (9U-BBC) at Cairo International Airport
(February 2022)

1)hutps://www.instagram.com/p/CZ2CFZEMKhM/, 11 February 2022; .
https:/twitter.com/Gerjon _/status/1492474455913865216, 12 February 2022; and
3). Google Earth. Pro.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts.

3. The Panel finds Egypt in non-compliance with_paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) for failing to prevent provision
of ... other assistance, related to military activities..., that being military transport support to HAF. The activities of this
aircraft operating in support of armed groups affiliated to Khalifa Haftar having been notified to Member States in Panel
report S/2022/427.32°

4. As it is inconceivable that records of this aircrafts arrival and departure from Cairo International Airport, nor flight
plans of its presence in Egyptian airspace do not exist, the Panel also finds Egypt in non-compliance with paragraph 14 of
resolution 2644 (2022) by failing to cooperate fully with ... Panel, in particular by supplying any information at their
disposal on the implementation of the measures decided in resolutions 1970 (2011), ...... 2571 (2021).

320 paragraphs 12 to 16 of annex 97 and table 93.3.
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Annex 61 Ilyushin IL-76TD (#63471147)

1.  The Panel reported on the activities of Sapsan Airlines aircraft operating in support of armed groups affiliated to
Khalifa Haftar in Panel report S/2022/427.%2* The Panel has now identified®?? that this aircraft is being operated by BU
Shames FZE,3% a company reported in S/2022/427 as violating the arms embargo (see figure 61.1). This updates the
information in table 96.1 of annex 96 to $/2022/427.

Figure 61.1
llyushin IL-76 TD (#63471147) (EX-76005) operated by BU Shames FZE

"W £x-75005
it

ushamesfza.co

Source: https://twitter.com/Gerjon_/status/1551968153592385536, 24 June 2022.

%21 Annex 97 and table 93.3.
822 hitps://twitter.com/Gerjon /status/1551968153592385536, 24 June 2022.
323 wwww.bushamesfze.com, accessed 10 March 2023.
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Annex 62 Ilyushin IL-76TD (#73479367) (9U-ILO and 9U-BVU)

1. The Panel initially identified an Ilyushin IL-76TD cargo aircraft displaying a Burundi registration 9U-ILO (see figure
62.1) and a Mode S Hex Code 020000. The colour scheme of this aircraft is identical to an llyushin IL-76TD cargo aircraft
(MSN#73479367) previously registered in Kazakhstan as UP-17651. The operator of the Ilyushin IL-76TD cargo aircraft
(MSN#73479367), Space Cargo LLC (UAE), was reported in Panel report $/2021/229%* for having repeatedly violated
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) for the direct, and indirect, supply of (...) military(...) equipment and (...) other
assistance (...) to Libya. Updated information on its activities were provided in Panel report $/2022/427.3%5

Figure 62.1
IL-76TD (#73479367) displaying 9U-1LO

RN Ny

Picture: @Somefrench1991

Source: https://twitter.com/Gerjon_/status/1592948095519981568, 16 November 2022.

2. The aircraft was identified flying near Amman airport as 9U-ILO on 13 November 2022 (see appendices 62.1 and
62.2). The aircraft was then identified arriving and leaving Jordanian airspace on 16 November 2022 (see appendices 62.3
and 62.4).

3. The Panel requested information on the aircraft's activities from the Jordanian authorities.3?® The response from
Jordan on 28 December 2022 stated that the aircraft had not landed at any Jordanian military airbases and that their technical
team assessed that figure 62.1 was taken on 5 April 2016 at VVnukovo airport, Russia. They also stated that the location
declared for figure 1 was incorrect as it is impossible for such images to be taken from the Amman Citadel, considering the
altitude of the aircraft, and the angle of the image.

4, The Panel responded to the Jordanian authorities on 9 January 2023 and provided further explanations of its evidence
and requested clarification from the Jordanian authorities. A response is awaited

@) The Panel requested sight of the evidence from the Jordanian authorities technical team (the specific URL),
which concluded that the image was taken on 5 April 2016 at VVnukovo airport in the Russian Federation. The Panel did
conduct reverse image searches on www.tineye.com and www.yandex.com before writing to the Jordanian authorities on
29 November 2022 and found similar images of an IL-76TD in the same flight profile, but none of the aircraft had the 9U-
ILO registration clearly visible. Additionally, the image supplied by the Panel was only one of five taken of the aircraft (see
appendix 2). The EXIF data for the imagery is openly shared by the independent source.

324 Appendix F to annex 55.
325 Annex 97.
326 panel letter of 29 November 2022.
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(b) The Panel noted the Jordanian response regarding the location of the imagery. The Panel requested further
explanation of this response as: 1) there are no visible ground references; 2) there is no indication of the altitude of the
aircraft when the image was taken; and 3) there is no indication of its heading during the landing approach. This information
would be required to validate the Jordanian response.

(c) The Panel shared the evidence from a commercial aircraft tracking website, FlightRadar24, which clearly
shows that the same aircraft emitting the ICAO 24bit address 020000 was in Jordanian airspace on 16 November 2022.327
This code is known to be often used by the IL-76TD (9U-ILO). The flight profiles and timings strongly indicate that a
landing and take-off by this aircraft took place in Jordan between 12:14 and 14:15 hours (see appendices 62.3 and 62.4). As
such this aircraft would certainly require, as a minimum, overflight, and landing permissions from the Jordanian Civil
Aviation Regulatory Commission (CARC).328 The Panel considers it highly unlikely that such an aircraft could operate
within Jordanian airspace without the knowledge and approval of the CARC.

5. The Mode S Hex Code, 020000, used by the aircraft is one allocated to the Civil Aviation Authority of Morocco by
the ICAO. The Morocco Civil Aviation Authority confirmed to the Panel on 23 December 2022 that the code was not
allocated for use by this, or any other, aircraft.

6. The Panel also considers that the 9U-ILO registration displayed is a false flag and has requested clarification from
the Burundi Civil Aviation Authority.

7. An aircraft with a virtually identical colour scheme displaying a Burundi registration 9U-BVU, and transmitting the
same false Mode S Hex Code, 020000, was identified in Jordanian air space on 2 March 2023 (see appendices 62.5 and
62.6). Examination of the images in the appendices shows an area of overpaint under the 9U-BVU registration, which is not
painted parallel to the centre line of the aircraft; these being indicators of an unprofessional repaint. This being a further
indicator of disguised registration and flight operations contrary to the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO)
regulations.? Again such a flight would certainly require, as a minimum, overflight and landing permissions from the
Jordanian Civil Aviation Regulatory Commission (CARC).33° The Panel considers it highly unlikely that such an aircraft
could operate within Jordanian airspace without the knowledge and approval of the CARC. The Panel requested information
on these flight activities from the Jordanian authorities on 8 March 2023 and no response has been received to date.

8. More imagery of this aircraft was identified from an open source on 25 April 2023 and geo-referencing proved that
it was certainly operating over Amman, Jordan appendices 62.7 and 62.8). The Panel requested information on these flight
activities from the Jordanian authorities on 4 May 2023 and no response has been received to date.

9. The Panel finds that:

@) The IL-76TD llyushin IL-76TD cargo aircraft (MSN#73479367) has changed its displayed registration
from 9U-ILO to 9U-BVU. This change been made between 16 November 2022 and 2 March 2023, which is after the Panel
expressed an interest to Jordan in the activities of this aircraft.

(b) Jordan is in non-compliance with paragraph 14 of resolution 2644 (2022) for failing to cooperate fully
with the (...) Panel by not (...) suppling any information at their disposal (...).

(©) Jordan is in non-compliance with paragraph 15 of resolution 2644 (2022) for failing to provide unhindered
and immediate access, in particular to (...) documents (...) the Panel deems relevant to the execution of its mandate.

%27 The aircraft was only transmitting using MLAT (multi-lateration) mode during the flight. In this mode the transponder only
emits the aircraft’s code, heading, altitude and speed, it does not transmit the current latitude and longitude. However, this can be
estimated from the time differences between signals reaching the various ADS-B ground transponders. It is highly unusual for a
civil aircraft not to emit ADS-B or Mode-S data and the Panel considers that this aircraft is using this technique to disguise or
conceal flights.

328 Example of such requirements from: 1) https://carc.gov.jo/en; 2) https://flytag.co/locations/middle-east/jordan-overflight-and-
landing-permits.html; and 3) https://www.worldairops.com/permits/jordan.html.

329 Article 20, Convention on International Civil Aviation, Nineth Edition, 2006. "The Chicago Convention".

330 Example of such requirements from: 1) https://carc.gov.jo/en; 2) https://flytag.co/locations/middle-east/jordan-overflight-and-
landing-permits.html; and 3) https://www.worldairops.com/permits/jordan.html.
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Appendix 1 to Annex 62:  1L-76 (9U-1LO) near Amman airport on 13 November 2022

Figure 62.1.1
IL-76TD (#73479367) displaying 9U-1LO on 13 November 2022

Source: https://twitter.com/Gerjon_/status/1592948095519981568, 16 November 2022;
https://twitter.com/jhelebrant/status/1595880398315290626/photo/1, 24 November 2022.
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Appendix 2 to Annex 62:

Figures 62.2.1t0 62,2,5

IL-76 (9U-ILO) near Amman airport on 13 November 2022

Imagery of IL-76TD (#73479367) displaying 9U-ILO on 13 November 2022

Time: 16:32.33

Time: 16:32.37

Time: 16:32.43

Time: 16:32.48

Time: 16:32.45

Source: https://www.flickr.com/photos/96541566@N06/52530696733/in/photostream/. Accessed on 24 November

2022.
1.

with the declared location.

23-15247

The imagery EXIF data records that the images were taken at 832m above sea level on a Ricoh Pentax K70 camera
with an 8.0, 135° SLR lens. The Amman Citadel is reported as being 850m above sea level, so the camera data correlates
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Appendix 3 to Annex 62:  IL-76 (QU-ILO) arriving in Jordan airspace on 16 November 2022

Figure 62.3.1
FR24 track of IL-76TD (#73479367) 9U-ILO on 16 November 2022
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Source: https://twitter.com/Gerjon_/status/1592952001822085120/photo/1, 16 November 2022.

1.  The data in the image above is from the www.flightradar24 data in the table below. Note the decreasing speed and
altitude of the aircraft indicating a landing approach to an airfield near Amman, Jordan.

Timestamp UTC Callsign Position Altitude | Speed Direction
1668599561 2022-11-16T11:52:417Z 29.80661,35.27961 31000 386 16
1668599622 2022-11-16T11:53:427 29.915525,35.321198 31000 388 19
1668599690 2022-11-16T11:54:50Z 30.033728,35.364178 31000 390 17
1668599757 2022-11-16T11:55:57Z 30.149538,35.40757 31025 392 17
1668599817 2022-11-16T11:56:57Z 30.259748,35.452328 31050 410 23
1668599881 2022-11-16T11:58:01Z 30.368757,35.520084 29850 408 28
1668599946 2022-11-16T11:59:06Z 30.473511,35.586803 28350 406 28
1668600010 2022-11-16T12:00:10Z 30.580759,35.652248 26850 400 27
1668600073 2022-11-16T12:01:13Z 30.685555,35.716 25400 398 27
1668600137 2022-11-16T12:02:17Z 30.78861,35.778244 24175 384 27
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Timestamp UTC Callsign Position Altitude | Speed Direction
1668600205 2022-11-16T12:03:25Z 30.886681,35.837498 22825 372 26
1668600269 2022-11-16T12:04:29Z 30.988937,35.899643 21750 360 26
1668600329 2022-11-16T12:05:29Z 31.075111,35.952431 20450 350 26
1668600394 2022-11-16T12:06:34Z 31.16515,36.007618 19325 336 26
1668600458 2022-11-16T12:07:38Z 31.251324,36.060371 18025 322 26
1668600518 2022-11-16T12:08:38Z 31.333508,36.097424 17025 308 18
1668600525 2022-11-16T12:08:45Z 31.345533,36.101921 16900 308 17
1668600578 2022-11-16T12:09:38Z 31.35111,36.103943 15875 308 17
1668600633 2022-11-16T12:10:33Z 31.489084,36.157948 15125 294 17
1668600669 2022-11-16T12:11:09Z 31.525311,36.172394 15075 298 18
1668600686 2022-11-16T12:11:26Z 31.55698,36.185291 15075 298 18
1668600741 2022-11-16T12:12:21Z 31.631294,36.216053 14850 294 18
1668600757 2022-11-16T12:12:37Z 31.651892,36.224438 14525 294 18
1668600825 2022-11-16T12:13:45Z 31.656744,36.226444 13000 300 18

23-15247
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Appendix 4 to Annex 62:  IL-76 (9U-ILO) departing Jordan airspace on 16 November 2022

Figure 62.4.1
FR24 track of IL-76TD (#73479367 9U-1LO on 16 November 2022
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Source: @SomeFrench1991, https://twitter.com/SomeFrench1991/status/1592902436699922433, 16 November 2022.

1.  The data in the image above is from the www.flightradar24 data in the table below. Note the increasing speed and
altitude of the aircraft indicating a departure from an airfield near Amman, Jordan.

1668608889 | 2022-11-16T14:28:09Z2 2000 31.037905,35.661686 22800 316 194
1668608949 | 2022-11-16T14:29:09Z2 2000 30.952087,35.637589 24100 318 194
1668609013 | 2022-11-16T14:30:13Z 2000 30.859989,35.611897 24925 326 194
1668609081 | 2022-11-16T14:31:21Z 2000 30.77721,35.588955 25600 330 194
1668609141 | 2022-11-16T14:32:21Z 2000 30.670216,35.559032 26200 336 194
1668609205 | 2022-11-16T14:33:25Z2 2000 30.573555,35.532055 26950 338 194
1668609265 | 2022-11-16T14:34:25Z 2000 30.481001,35.506592 27575 342 194
1668609329 | 2022-11-16T14:35:29Z 2000 30.38282,35.479477 28150 344 193
1668609389 | 2022-11-16T14:36:29Z 2000 30.289169,35.45372 28600 348 193
1668609461 | 2022-11-16T14:37:41Z 2000 30.188387,35.424999 29425 342 195
1668609534 | 2022-11-16T14:38:54Z 2000 30.084669,35.38604 29825 348 199
1668609590 | 2022-11-16T14:39:50Z 2000 30.01153,35.358284 30075 346 199
1668609901 | 2022-11-16T14:45:01Z 2000 29.968012,35.346008 30075 308 199
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Appendix 5 to Annex 62:  IL-76 (9U-BVU) in Jordan airspace on 2 March 2023

Figure 62.5.1
FR24 track of IL-76TD (#73479367) displaying 9U-BVU on 2 March 2023

Source: https://twitter.com/SomeFrench1991/status/1631359789568606208, 2 March 2023.
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Appendix 6 to Annex 62:  Track of IL-76 (9U-BVU) in Jordan airspace on 2 March 2023
1. Track of 9U-BVU in Jordanian airspace on normal flight track to Amman from Libya

Figure 62.6.1
FR24 track of IL-76TD (#73479367) 9U-BVU on 2 March 2023
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Source: Flightradar 24.

2.  The data in the image above is from the www.flightradar24 data in the table below. Note the decreasing speed and
altitude of the aircraft indicating an approach to an airfield near Amman, Jordan.

Timestamp | UTC Callsign Position Altitude Speed | Direction
1677756053 | 2023-03-02T11:20:53Z 2000 29.605553,34.403374 26950 382 0
1677756122 | 2023-03-02T11:22:02Z 2000 29.602541,34.439709 26925 378 0
1677756157 | 2023-03-02T11:22:37Z 2000 29.59794,34.602345 26925 362 90
1677756182 | 2023-03-02T11:23:02Z 2000 29.587549,34.646477 26975 364 90
1677756209 | 2023-03-02T11:23:29Z 2000 29.543627,34.703423 26950 360 141
1677756262 | 2023-03-02T11:24:22Z 2000 29.461754,34.784187 26900 374 157
1677756269 | 2023-03-02T11:24:29Z 2000 29.456329,34.78614 26925 374 157
1677756309 | 2023-03-02T11:25:09Z 2000 29.447025,34.795307 26950 376 157
1677756377 | 2023-03-02T11:26:17Z 2000 29.415993,34.981163 26925 376 96
1677756409 | 2023-03-02T11:26:49Z 2000 29.417917,34.993301 26975 368 96
1677756438 | 2023-03-02T11:27:18Z 2000 29.439291,35.062237 26950 368 51
1677756461 | 2023-03-02T11:27:41Z 2000 29.501715,35.123741 26950 372 31
1677756465 | 2023-03-02T11:27:45Z 2000 29.507936,35.129723 26950 372 37
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Timestamp | UTC Callsign Position Altitude Speed | Direction
1677756489 | 2023-03-02T11:28:09Z 2000 29.546267,35.168774 26950 372 42
1677756491 | 2023-03-02T11:28:11Z 2000 29.549522,35.171562 26950 372 42
1677756496 | 2023-03-02T11:28:16Z 2000 29.563774,35.168003 26950 372 21
1677756561 | 2023-03-02T11:29:21Z 2000 29.653769,35.233833 26950 352 19
1677756633 | 2023-03-02T11:30:33Z 2000 29.755896,35.268726 26975 356 10
1677756657 | 2023-03-02T11:30:57Z 2000 29.806171,35.284328 26950 356 12
1677756685 | 2023-03-02T11:31:25Z 2000 29.813158,35.286407 26975 360 12
1677756769 | 2023-03-02T11:32:49Z2 2000 29.984699,35.346443 26975 362 16
1677756801 | 2023-03-02T11:33:21Z 2000 29.991287,35.348778 26975 364 16
1677756873 | 2023-03-02T11:34:33Z 2000 30.14526,35.405609 26975 366 17
1677756918 | 2023-03-02T11:35:18Z 2000 30.158291,35.410507 26950 368 17
1677757001 | 2023-03-02T11:36:41Z 2000 30.354097,35.510632 27000 376 27
1677757065 | 2023-03-02T11:37:45Z 2000 30.445539,35.569305 26975 378 28
1677757129 | 2023-03-02T11:38:49Z 2000 30.551752,35.635021 27000 382 27
1677757193 | 2023-03-02T11:39:53Z 2000 30.651648,35.695339 26650 390 26
1677757257 | 2023-03-02T11:40:57Z 2000 30.754593,35.757797 24925 386 26
1677757321 | 2023-03-02T11:42:01Z 2000 30.859251,35.805698 23475 374 18
1677757381 | 2023-03-02T11:43:01Z 2000 30.9548,35.850777 22050 368 22
1677757447 | 2023-03-02T11:44:07Z 2000 31.060297,35.903286 20525 360 22
1677757509 | 2023-03-02T11:45:09Z 2000 31.150852,35.947174 19050 351 21
1677757571 | 2023-03-02T11:46:11Z 2000 31.247036,35.992466 17575 340 20
1677757605 | 2023-03-02T11:46:45Z 2000 31.292839,36.012615 16850 340 20
1677757637 | 2023-03-02T11:47:17Z 2000 31.338955,36.035934 16300 332 24
1677757681 | 2023-03-02T11:48:01Z 2000 31.398647,36.07008 15125 320 27
1677757722 | 2023-03-02T11:48:427 2000 31.44656,36.095497 14150 316 23
1677757753 | 2023-03-02T11:49:13Z 2000 31.494732,36.118977 13475 302 20
1677757785 | 2023-03-02T11:49:45Z 2000 31.535809,36.137413 12950 294 22
1677757819 | 2023-03-02T11:50:19Z 2000 31.57963,36.158287 12250 284 20
1677757850 | 2023-03-02T11:50:50Z 2000 31.614332,36.172596 11725 274 18
1677757865 | 2023-03-02T11:51:05Z 2000 31.632463,36.180908 11450 272 19
1677757881 | 2023-03-02T11:51:21Z 2000 31.651648,36.189342 11200 268 19
1677757893 | 2023-03-02T11:51:33Z 2000 31.665188,36.196529 11025 268 22
1677757954 | 2023-03-02T11:52:34Z 2000 31.673811,36.200718 10100 242 22
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3. Track of 9U-BVU departing Jordanian airspace.

Figure 62.6.2
FR24 track of IL-76TD (#73479367) 9U-BVU on 2 March 2023
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Appendix 7 to Annex 62:  Imagery of IL-76 (9U-BVU) near Amman airport on 25 April 2023

1. The Panel has geo-located the image in figure 62.7.1 to Amman, Jordan. Reference Point A is at 31°58'07.1544"N,
36°00'9.8244"E and Point B is at 31°58'02.4924"N, 36°00'01.4328"E.

Figure 62.7.1
IL-76TD (#73479367) 9U-BVU over Amman, Jordan on 25 April 2023

Figure 62.7.2
Point A (31°58'07.1544"'N, 36°00'09.8244"'E) and Point B (31°58'02.4924"'N, 36°00'01.4328"'E)
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Figure 62.7.3
Compound at Point A (31°58'07.1544""N, 36°00'09.8244"'E)

Figure 62.7.4
Mosque at Point B (31°58'02.4924"'N, 36°00'01.4328"'E)

[V

Source:https://www.google.com/maps/place/s ; sl E2%80%AD/@31.9676358,36.0000146,251m/data=!3m1!1e3!4m6!3m5!
1s0x151b617e28ee68bd:0xb7917f1d70b56da5!8m2!3d31.967549!4d36.0004324!165%2Fg%2F11fmlI39rsj. Accessed 30 April
2023.

2. The Panel has also geo-located the image in figure 62.7.5 to Amman, Jordan. Point D is at 31°58'24.5388"N,
36°00'47.1204"E, Point E is at 31°57'59.3676"N, 35°58'58.674"E, Point F is at 31°57' 42.8904"N, 35°57'54.9756"E and
Point G is at 31°57'27.7812"N, 35°56'51.2664"E.
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Figure 62.7.5
IL-76TD (#73479367) 9U-BVU over Amman, Jordan on 25 April 2023

Figure 62.7.6
Geo-Reference points from Google Earth Pro
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Figure 62.7.7
Building at Point D (31°58'24.5388"'N, 36°00'47.1204""E)

Figure 62.7.8
Minaret at Point F (31°57" 42.8904"N, 35°57'54.9756"E)

“g Lanlyall ganyll e o

Source:https://www.google.com/maps/contrib/100066568425417900610/photos/@0,0,3a,75y,90t/data=!3m8!1e2!3m6! 1sAF1Qip

MKO9iT7ZofocFSDSmY TMCRqukx192FdfRENIf9J!2e10!3e12!6shttps:%2F%2FIh5.googleusercontent.com%2Fp%2FAF1QipM
K9iT7ZofocFSDSmYTMCRqukx192FdfRENIf9J%3Dw365-h. Accessed on 30 April 2023.
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Figure 62.7.9
Red Roof at Point G (31°57'27.7812""N, 35°56'51.2664""E)

Figure 62.7.10
IL-76TD (#73479367) 9U-BVU over Amman, Jordan on 25 April 2023

Source: https://twitter.com/SomeFrench1991/status/1650935052023242759, 25 April 2023.
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Figure 62.7.11
IL-76TD (#73479367) 9U-BVU over Amman, Jordan on 25 April 2023

Source: https://twitter.com/SomeFrench1991/status/1650935052023242759, 25 April 2023.
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Appendix 8 to Annex 62:  Track of IL-76 (9U-BVU) in Jordan airspace on 25 April 2023

1. Track of 9U-BVU in Jordanian airspace on normal flight track to Amman from Libya

Figure 62.8.1
FR24 track of IL-76TD (#73479367) 9U-BVU on 25 April 2023
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Source: Flightradar 24.

2. The data in the image above is from the www.flightradar24 data in the table below. Note the decreasing speed and

altitude of the aircraft indicating an approach to an airfield near Amman, Jordan.

Timestamp | UTC Callsign Position Altitude Speed | Direction
1682418509 | 2023-04-25T10:28:29Z 30.126835,35.458981 | 26975 352 (24
1682418581 | 2023-04-25T10:29:417 30.21113,35.503651 26975 352 (24
23-15247
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Timestamp [UTC Callsign Position Altitude Speed | Direction
1682418633 | 2023-04-25T10:30:33Z 30.309906,35.556389 | 26950 350 |24
1682418721 | 2023-04-25T10:32:01Z 30.441877,35.626259 | 26250 372 |24
1682418790 | 2023-04-25T10:33:10Z 30.58053,35.689018 25075 370 |24
1682418794 | 2023-04-25T10:33:14Z 30.584713,35.692543 | 25000 370 |41
1682418798 | 2023-04-25T10:33:18Z 30.587168,35.695087 | 24925 370 |41
1682418802 | 2023-04-25T10:33:22Z 30.590431,35.697918 | 24875 368 |38
1682418805 | 2023-04-25T10:33:25Z 30.593618,35.700542 | 24825 368 |38
1682418809 | 2023-04-25T10:33:29Z 30.595831,35.702599 [ 24750 366 |36
1682418826 | 2023-04-25T10:33:46Z 30.613625,35.715134 [ 24325 366 |31
1682418873 | 2023-04-25T10:34:33Z 30.678411,35.753872 | 23225 364 |25
1682418918 | 2023-04-25T10:35:18Z 30.739037,35.777378 | 22150 352 |10
1682418925 | 2023-04-25T10:35:25Z 30.757601,35.780846 | 21975 350 |10
1682418967 | 2023-04-25T10:36:07Z 30.824236,35.786835 | 21000 344 | 269
1682418974 | 2023-04-25T10:36:14Z 30.833948,35.787262 | 20800 344 | 269
1682418978 | 2023-04-25T10:36:18Z 30.846273,35.788013 | 21050 342|269
1682418985 | 2023-04-25T10:36:25Z 30.851133,35.787369 | 20650 344 | 269
1682418989 | 2023-04-25T10:36:29Z 30.862082,35.787876 | 20550 340 |67
1682418994 | 2023-04-25T10:36:34Z 30.868656,35.787594 [ 20450 338 |67
1682418997 | 2023-04-25T10:36:37Z 30.877151,35.788025 | 20400 340 |16
1682419001 | 2023-04-25T10:36:41Z 30.881805,35.787807 [ 20325 338 |16
1682419006 | 2023-04-25T10:36:46Z 30.888628,35.787933 [ 20225 338 |4
1682419013 | 2023-04-25T10:36:53Z 30.895906,35.788017 [ 20075 334 |4
1682419017 | 2023-04-25T10:36:57Z 30.90695,35.788609 20000 334 |4
1682419021 | 2023-04-25T10:37:01Z 30.912453,35.788837 19900 332 |4
1682419029 | 2023-04-25T10:37:09Z 30.91975,35.788891 19750 330 |1
1682419094 | 2023-04-25T10:38:14Z 31.027479,35.79491 18700 316 |3
1682419158 | 2023-04-25T10:39:18Z 31.113579,35.810406 | 17500 308 |6
1682419161 | 2023-04-25T10:39:21Z 31.120041,35.813812 17425 308 |21
1682419165 | 2023-04-25T10:39:25Z 31.122934,35.816254 17375 306 |21
1682419169 | 2023-04-25T10:39:29Z 31.129,35.819469 17325 306 |26
1682419177 | 2023-04-25T10:39:37Z 31.133614,35.82235 17200 304 |26
1682419213 | 2023-04-25T10:40:13Z 31.179352,35.849411 [ 16575 298 |31
1682419246 | 2023-04-25T10:40:46Z 31.18766,35.855694 16050 296 |31
1682419273 | 2023-04-25T10:41:13Z 31.252598,35.903393 [ 15600 300 |37
1682419301 | 2023-04-25T10:41:41Z 31.257231,35.907043 [ 15150 290 |37
1682419361 | 2023-04-25T10:42:41Z 31.358316,35.970875 [ 14200 300 |37
1682419394 | 2023-04-25T10:43:14Z 31.395044,35.992287 [ 13675 300 |37
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Timestamp |UTC Callsign Position Altitude Speed | Direction
1682419429 | 2023-04-25T10:43:49Z 31.428753,36.012054 | 13125 287 |25
1682419461 | 2023-04-25T10:44:21Z 31.469788,36.036606 | 12750 278 |25
1682419501 | 2023-04-25T10:45:01Z 31.514341,36.063847 | 12175 274 |26
1682419545 | 2023-04-25T10:45:45Z 31.551428,36.086681 |11625 280 |26
1682419566 | 2023-04-25T10:46:06Z 31.573868,36.10043 11375 282 |26
1682419585 | 2023-04-25T10:46:25Z 31.608593,36.122353 [ 11150 282 |26
1682419688 | 2023-04-25T10:48:08Z 31.624395,36.131641 [ 9925 268 |26

3. Track of 9U-BVU departing Jordanian airspace.

Figure 62.8.2
FR24 track of IL-76 TD (#73479367) 9U-BVU on 25 April 2023
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23-15247

211/294


http://www.flightradar24.com/

$/2023/673

Annex 63 FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ), Kyrgyz Republic flights in support of HAF

1. Theflight activity of FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ)®? aircraft continued to be of interest to the Panel during this mandate.
FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ) were previously reported on in Annex 92 to $/2022/427 as violating paragraph 9 of resolution
1970 (2011). The flight activity of the aircraft listed in table 63.1 was of interest to the Panel.

Table 63.1
FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ) aircraft

Current Previous
Type MSN# Registration #  Registration #  Current Owner Previous Operators
llyushin IL-76TD 1023411368 EX-76006 UP-17660 Infinite Seal Inc, = Azee AirLLC
UR-FSD BVI 2b

2 Trident Chambers, PO Box 146, Road Town, Tortola, British Virgin Islands.
® The company also owns or owned other aircraft previously reported as being used in violation of paragraph 9 to resolution 1970
(2011). 1) IL-76TD (#73479367) (sold to Space Cargo Inc on 20 March 2020); and 2) IL-76TD (#1023414450) (now UP-17654)

2. Table 63.2 summarises the recent history of this aircraft. Note that it was previously operated by Azee Air LLC
(AZL) of Kazakhstan who were reported for violating paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) in Panel report
S$/2021/229.3%

Table 63.2

IL-76TD (MSN# 1023411368) recent history
Date Activity Panel Evidence / Remarks @
1Jul 2018 Registered by Kazakhstan as UP-17660. .

21 Apr2020  Azee Air LLC (AZL) Air Operating Certificate = Until 20 October 2020.
suspended for six months.

28 Aug 2020  FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ) receive Air = AOC Certificate #53.
Operating Certificate from Kyrgyz Republic
CAA.

1 Sep 2020 Registered by Ukraine as UR-FSD.

1 Feb 2021 Azee Air LLC Air Operating Certificate
revoked by Kazakhstan

29 Mar 2021  FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ) receive company .
registration.

1 Jan 2022 Registered by Kyrgyz Republic as EX-76006

16 Apr 2023  Flight activity identified in violation of .
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Now operated by FlySky LLC (FSQ).
Revocation Order #0047.

2 The Panel has evidentiary copies of the documentation listed in this table on file.

3. The Panel identified that the FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ) flight FSQ 4921from Abu Dhabi, UAE (OMAA) to Benghazi,
Libya (HLLB) on 16 April 202333 met at least five of the air delivery profile indicators (see annex 23) that when considered
collectively indicate that an aircraft is almost certainly carrying illicit cargo: (a) an unscheduled charter flight; (b) flights
landed in darkness for concealment of offloads; (c) false flight documentation; (d) air operator transparency is opaque; and
(e) the links to previous arms embargo violators Azee Air LLC (AZL).

4. The Panel has examined the documentation for the flight on 14 April 2023, which reported that the cargo was
humanitarian aid and foodstuffs. The flight documentation is inaccurate, suspicious and very similar to the documentation
used in an arms embargo violation reported in Figure 55.D.4, Appendix D, Annex 55 of S$/2021/229. 1) The consignee on

31 Office No 6, Ch Aitmatova Avenue 82A, Bishkek 720044, Kyrgyz Republic. +996 312 979300. office@flysky.kg.
332 Annex 55.
333 See appendix A.
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the air wayhill, %4 IFRC Libya did not receive any humanitarian aid from the UAE on 14 April 2023;3%® 2) the cargo manifest
was on a UAE Armed Forces, General Headquarters Air Force form;33¢ 3) the agent on the cargo manifest was the same as
used on previous fake documentation identified by the Panel and referred to above.

5. The Panel offered FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ) an opportunity to respond through their national authorities on 30
May 2023. The Panel does not consider that their response of 25 May 2023 addressed any of the profile indicators (paragraph
3) nor the documentary evidence (appendices) identified by the Panel.

6.  The Panel finds that FlySky Airlines LLC (FSQ) conducted flight operations on 14 April 2023 from UAE to
Benghazi in violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) for the direct, and indirect, supply of (...) military (...)
equipment and (...) other assistance (...) to Libya.

334 See appendix B.

335 Confidential source in the humanitarian aid community on 29 May 2023. Also, nothing reported on the IFRC web platforms.
336 See appendix C.
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Appendix A to Annex 63: Route of Flight FSQ 4921 (14 April 2023)**"

@flightradar24

SEARCH AIRPORTS AIRLINES FLIGHTS PINNED FLIGHTS STATISTICS

Playback of flight FSQ4921 / rsqao:

Abu Dhabi Benghazi

@thhtludm.'a

337 The Panel has higher quality imagery available on request. The imagery resolution is poor in some of the remaining
appendices due to the infographics being compressed to make the overall document a more manageable size.

214/294 23-15247



L¥2ST-€2

¥6¢/S1¢

Appendix B to Annex 63: Panel analysis of Air Waybill for Flight FSQ 4921 (14 April 2023)*%®
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338 The Panel has higher quality imagery available on request. The imagery resolution is poor in some of the remaining appendices due to the infographics being compressed to
make the overall document a more manageable size.
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Appendix C to Annex 63: Panel analysis of Cargo Manifest for Flight FSQ 4921 (14 April 2023)
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55.D.4, Appendix D, Annex 55 of $/2021/229.
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Annex 64 Military support to HAF by Falcon Wings LL.C

Military support to Haftar by Falcon Wings LLC
(Sebha International Airport (HLLS))
(17 October 2022)

On 18 October 2022 imagery was published on the official social media of
the Libyan Arab Armed Forces (LAAF) of field marshal Khalifa Haftar
attending a military rally in uniform on 17 October 2022. He was transported
to the military event by a chartered Gulfstream G450 (P4-BTR), owned by
AHM Investment LLC, and operated by Falcon Wings LLC, both of the
UAE.

The Panel offered Falcon Wings LLC an opportunity to reply through their
appointed advisors, GA Political Limited (UK registered #11882064) in
communications dated 24 November and 28 December 2022. On 10 March
2023 GA Political replied to the Panel that "After checking with our lawyers,
we are not under any legal investigation and I cannot comply with your
requests".

This aircraft makes regular flights to and from Al Abraq International Airport
(HLLQ), which is used by Haftar. The flights were all blocked from tracking
on the normal aviation flight tracking platforms at the request of Falcon
Wings LLC on 25 January 2022. This is another indicator of suspicious flight

activity. The Panel has evidence of other suspicious Falcon Wings LLC
flights in support of field marshall Khalifa Haftar.

The use of this aircraft to provide support to field marshal Khalifa Haftar is a
violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) by Falcon Wings LLC as
the company has provided "... other assistance, related to military activities

Primary sources Haftar at Sebha Military Rally

on 17 October 2022
2/IWww. ube.com/watch?v=cvetrSDwgMc, 18 October 2022.

%

Paris - 25 October 2022,
Note distinctive orange
colour scheme.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts

23-15247
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Support to Haftar by Falcon Wings LLC ®
(Kufra Airport (HLKF))
(30 August 2022)

On 30 August 2022 imagery was published on the official social media of the
Libyan Arab Armed Forces (LAAF) of field marshal Khalifa Haftar attending
arally in Kufra on 30 August 2022. During the rally he met with civilian
individuals. He was transported to the event by a chartered Gulfstream G550
(P4-BAR), owned and operated by Falcon Wings LLC, both of the UAE.

The Panel offered Falcon Wings LLC an opportunity to respond through their
appointed advisors, GA Political Limited (UK registered #11882064) in
communications dated 24 November and 28 December 2022. On 10 March
2023 GA Political replied to the Panel that "After checking with our lawyers,
we are not under any legal investigation and I cannot comply with your
requests".

This aircraft makes regular flights to and from Benghazi International Airport
(HLLB), which is controlled by Haftar's organization. On 7 April 2022
Falcon Wings LLC requested a flight tracking platform to block data on their
flights from public view. This is another indicator of suspicious flight
activity.

The use of this aircraft to provide support to field marshal Khalifa Haftar
forms a pattern of support by Falcon Wings LLC to the military regime of
Khalifa Haftar.

Geneva - 21 July 2022.
Note distinctive orange
colour scheme.

Haftar at Kufra Rally
on 30 August 2022

W/ w.fa
30 August 2022,

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 65 Ownership of Falcon Wings LLC and familial link to Haftar

Haitham M A
Albuashi
100% Own 100% Own
HMB General Manager 53:“" :Ib"him Manager | The Edge Holding
Trading LLC 1 Aliwes A LLC 2
Rahoma Eltayari
Director

85% Own 15% Own
Falcon Wings LLC
Airline Office Buildi Falcon Wings
Office 108 i LLC 3]
PO Box 7441
Fujairah Internation Airport
UAE

Own P4-BAA
Iamm&m Falcon F900
operation@falconwings.com
+971 56 838 3852 . ]
‘ Kufra Own P4-BAR
- e 730 August 2022 Gulfsteam G550

1} Sharjah Business Licence
190595701 dated 24 February 2019,

(2] Sharjah Business Licence

200792101 dated 7 July 2020, Sabha Own P4A-BTR

(3] Fujairah Professional Licence i prr—
10395550 dated 15 Februaray 2022. 18 October 2022 Gulfstream G450
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field marshal

Khalifa Haftar

Close Business Associate

Uncle

I
Mohamed r 1

Cx Albuashi b J

Father

rDt:'\"r.-loped by Panel of Experts

Provides Charter Aircraft

Falcon Wings
LLC

100% Controls

Haitham M A
Albuashi
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Annex 66 Project Opus supplied military surveillance aircraft and helicopters

Project Opus supplied military surveillance aircraft and helicopters
(HAF near Benghazi)
(30 December 2022)

The Panel has identified from official HAF social media that Pilatus PC-6, three
AS332L Super Puma helicopters and three SA341 Gazelle helicopters deployed by
the Project Opus organization, and reported in annex 76 of Panel report
$/2021/229, remain fully operational and in use by HAF. The aircraft were all
featured in an official HAF 106 brigade promotional video.

SA 341 Gazelle helicopter
Benghazi, 30 December 2022

The Panel wrote to the lawyers representing Lancaster-6 DMCC, Holman Fenwick
Willan MEA LLP, on 7 January 2022, 15 September 2022, 23 December 2022 and
6 April 2023 regarding the current ownership of these aircraft. No response was
received.

The Panel thus finds Lancaster-6 DMCC in non-compliance with paragraph 14 of
resolution_ 2644 (2022) by failing to cooperate fully with ... Panel, in particular by
supplying any information at their disposal on the implementation of the measures
decided in resolutions 1970 (2011), ...... 2571 (2021).

This transfer of this military equipment to Libya in 2019 was a violation of

paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011). S e PunhaNcop

Benghazi, 30 December 2022

Primary sources
1. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GB2_jaFfC8Y, 30 December 2022.

Pilatus PC-6 ISR aircraft

I N
Developed by UR Fanel of Experts Benghazi, 30 December 2022
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Annex 67 LASA T-Bird (YU-TSH) in Cyprus

LASA T-Bird (YU-TSH)
(Paphos, Cyprus)
(October 2021)

18 July 2019 - Larnaca, Cyprus

October 2021 - Paphos, Cyprus

In annex 76 to $/2021/239 the Panel reported on the purchase
and deployment of a LASA T-Bird light attack and surveillance
aircraft to Jordan as part of Project OPUS on 26 June 2019, and
subsequently to Larnaca, Cyprus on 18 July 2019.

The aircraft was then moved to an aviation support company in
Pahpos, Cyprus on 31 July 2019. The company were then
instructed to add blue markings to the wings and paint
"GLOBAL GEO SURVEY" on the aircraft in an attempt to
civilianise its appearance.

During the inspection the weapon hard point mount fixing
points on the wings could be clearly identified.

Inside the cockpit there is a bank of 6 x 2 unmarked on/off
switches which correlate to weapon hard point mounting
fixings and the red buttons on the control column would likely
have weapons roles were weapons fitted. There is no doubt that
the aircraft is designed and fitted for the delivery of weapons.

Primary sources
1. Confidential inspection imagery. Received June 2023.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts

1.  The Panel has identified that bank accounts held by Lancaster 6 DMCC (a.k.a L6 FZE) were used to pay the Cyprus
aviation support company until at least August 2020. These were paid from previously unidentified bank accounts of the
that company.33° By October 2020 the payments were taken over by a company has not been identified in connection with
this aircraft before. This UAE based company, BLANG DMCC (a.k.a 8-LANG DMCC), is licensed to Christian Paul
Durrant, who was named in S/2021/229 as having violated paragraph 9 to resolution 1970 (2011). Details of these accounts
are as follows in table 67.1:

Table 67.1
New Opus related bank accounts used for payments in Cyprus®+

Payment date

Account holder

Bank

IBAN / Account #

June 2020 Lancaster 6 DMCC Comr_nercial Bank of AE 16 023 0000001002XXXX51
August 2020 Lancaster 6 DMCC ggrk;]ar!nercial Bank of AE 11 023 0000001002XXXX44
October 2020  8-LANG DMCC ggrk;]ar;]ercial Bank of AE 94 023 0000001002XXXX39
February 2021  8-LANG DMCC ggrk;]ar;]ercial Bank of AE 94 023 0000001002XXXX39
April 2021 8-LANG DMCC ggrk;]arlnercial Bank of AE 77 023 0000001002XXXX54

Dubai

339 Known accounts were reported in $/2021/229, table 76.4.

340 Full account numbers amended by the Panel to ensure financial security.
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2. The Panel also notes that at the time of Project OPUS in July 2019 8-LANG was advertising itself as an “Air, Land &
Sea Security” provider, whereas it now advertises itself as “Oil and Gas Logistics Specialists”.*! “Qil and Gas Logistic
Services” were one of the cover stories used by the Project Opus team during the Panel’s investigations.**?

341 https://www.8-lang.com.
342 See $/2021/229, paragraphs 61 to 67 of annex 76.
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Annex 68 Ilyushin IL-18D (MSN# 186009403)

Converted Ilyushin IL-18D cargo aircraft at Al Jufra (HL69) = : ;
(29°12'10.78"N, 16°00'09.15"E) ! 31 January 2022 - Al Jufra (HL69)
(31 January 2022) F >

In annex 95 to $/2022/429.Corr.1 the Panel reported on the
presence of cargo aircraft IL-18TD (MSN# 186009403)
operating from Al Khadim airbase (HL59) during 2022. The
Panel reported that the aircraft was registered in the Central
African Republic as TL-KBR, with the air operator being
reported as ChvK Wagner.

Satellite imagery has now identified that the aircraft was
operating from Al Jufra airbase (HL69) in Libya on at least 31
January and 17 May 2022.

The Panel wrote to the Central African Republic on 5 July
2022 requesting details of the aircraft registration. A response
is still awaited. A source has confirmed though that in 2021 the
aircraft was flying under a false registration of TL-ARN.

The use of this aircraft in support of HAF is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. Satellite imagery and Google Earth Pro;

2. Annex 95 to $/2022/429.Corr.1, 27 June 2022; and
3. hups://gerjon.substack.com/p/from-russia-to-libya-and-the-central, 2 July 2022.

Developed by UN Panel of Experts

1. On 29 January 2023 satellite imagery showed that the aircraft was likely destroyed by fire.

Ilyushin IL-18D cargo aircraft (TL-KBR) destroyed at Al Khadim (HL59)
(31°59'47.64"N, 21°12'03.43"E)
(29 January 2023)

In annex 95 to $/2022/429.Corr.1 the Panel reported on the
presence of cargo aircraft IL-18TD (MSN# 186009403)
operating from Al Khadim airbase (HL59) during 2022. The
Panel reported that the aircraft was registered in the Central
African Republic as TL-KBR, with the air operator being
reported as ChvK Wagner.

Satellite imagery has now identified that the aircraft was
destroyed at Al Khadim airbase (HL59) in Libya on 29 January
2023.

On 23 April 2023 the Washington Post referenced a
confidential US document which attributed the damge to a
"successful unattributed attack", whereas other Libyan sources
claimed a fire during refuelling operations. The Panel has been
unable to verify either claim.

The use of this aircraft in support of HAF was a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. WorldView-3, (09:25:54Z, 29 January 2023);
2. Google Earth Pro;
3. Annex 95 o §f2922/422 Corr.1, 27 June 2022 and

Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 69 Ilyushin IL-76TD (TL-KMZ)

Ilyushin IL-76TD cargo aircraft at Al Khadim (HL59)
(31°59'46.30"N, 21°12'03.43"E)
(16 March 2021)

On 12 March 2021 an IL-76 cargo aircraft registered as EW-510TH
flew from Moscow towards Benghazi. Satellite imagery and
independent OSINT identified the aircraft as being present at Al
Khadim airbase (HL59) from 16 March to 23/25 May 2021.

The aircraft was reported in the www.airhistory.net as being
registered as TL-ART at that time, although it flew using the
Mode-S code (5100FE) allocated to EW-510TH. A source has since
informed the Panel that the TL-ART was a false flag.

Independent OSINT analysis subsequently identified the aircraft at
Bangui M'Poko airport displaying the registration TL-KMZ from
October 2021. ATDB (www.aerotransport.org) then reported the
aircraft as being operated by ChvK Wagner.

The Panel wrote to the Republic of Belarus and the Central African
Republic on 11 July 2022 requesting details of the aircraft
deregistration and subsequent registration. A response is still
awaited.

The use of this aircraft in support of HAF is a violation of
paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

Primary sources

1. hups:/twitter.com/Yoruklsik/status/1370441371924987907, 12 March 2021;

2. FlightRadar 24, 12 March 2021;
3. hups:/gerj -russia-to-li - 2 July
2022; and
4. Satellite imagery and Google Earth Pro.
Developed by UN Panel of Experts
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Annex 70 Seizure of blank-firing pistols in Misrata

1.  On 4 March 2023, customs authorities in Misrata reportedly seized 12,000 pistols hidden in a shipping container
among household items.3* Available imagery shows pistols with design features similar to Retay Falcon 9mm blank-firing
pistols. The Panel has reported on a regular basis about exports of blank-firing pistols to Libya, which have been converted
to live-fire pistols for the domestic market or onwards illicit transfer.3** The container arrived in Misrata onboard the MV
Belitaki (IMO 9152923) on 2 February 2023. Container tracking shows the initial port of loading as Mersin, Turkiye, on 10
November 2022. The voyage took the container via Valencia, Spain; Pointe-a-Pitre, Guadeloupe; Cartagena, Colombia; and
Valletta, Malta, before arriving in Misrata, a highly indirect voyage lasting almost three months. Container tracking records
show that the port of discharge initially was Nevis, Saint Kitts and Nevis, but was changed to Misrata between 15 and 31
December 2022, while the container was in trans-shipment in Guadeloupe.

2. The Panel obtained the Turkish export declaration, loading instructions, draft waybill, and cargo manifests issued
following the rerouting of the container.34

3. The export declaration dated 22 October 2022 identifies the shipper as “Capra Arms Savunma Ve Silah Sanayi [Tic
Ltd]”, literally spelled out as “Capra Arms Defense and Weapons Industry and Trade limited” (from now “Capra Arms”),
of Konya, Tirkiye, and the consignee as what appears to be a letter-box company?*® registered in Saint Kitts and Nevis. The
container is declared as being loaded with 148 boxes of various listed kitchenware and blank-firing pistols (all in the Turkish
language). The only Harmonized System (HS)*#" item code given in the export declaration is the code for miscellaneous
furniture,®*® making it more difficult for non-Turkish speakers to identify that the cargo included blank-firing pistols. The
loading instructions, also dated 22 October 2022, however, do contain the appropriate HS code for blank-firing pistols,3°
as well as several HS codes for kitchenware. >

4. The draft Waybill dated 16 November 2022, the day the container was loaded on a ship in Mersin, and the cargo
manifest issued after Capra Arms requested the rerouting of the container to Misrata on 28 November 2022, in contrast,
only referred to “148 boxes of kitchenware HS Code 392490”,% thereby obfuscating the real content of the container. The
draft Waybill and Cargo Manifest indicated the shipper only as “Capra San Tic Ltd”, literally spelled out as “Capra Industry
and Trade limited”, omitting the words “arms” and the Turkish words for “defense and weapons”. The address given is
identical to that of Capra Arms. The consignee in Misrata was “Al-Takamul Al-Afriqii Company”. The Panel wrote to Libya
and both companies. No responses were received.

5. The carrier informed the Panel that the change of the name of the shipper and the misdeclaration of the cargo ensured
that the shipment passed due diligence checks undertaken by the carrier. More attention in cross-checking also secondary
information such as company addresses is a step the Panel would recommend carriers to undertake for transports to Libya.
Had the carrier discovered that the company’s real name included the words “arms” in English and “Defense” in Turkish,
secondary due diligence procedures might have stopped the shipment.

6. The rerouting of a cargo of arms and related materiel from a destination without an arms embargo to Libya en route
is problematic from an enforcement point of view, and in particular for materiel such as blank-firing weapons that usually
do not require an EUC. Turkiye issued an export license for the destination of Saint Kitts and Nevis, and not Libya. By the
time the cargo had left Turkiye en route to Saint Kitts and Nevis, its duty of care under the relevant resolutions ended,
notwithstanding any legal action being taken after discovery of the export irregularity.

343 https://libyareview.com/32450/12000-smuggled-weapons-seized-in-libya/, 5 March 2023;
https://libyaobserver.ly/inbrief/customs-misrata-seize-12000-handguns-citys-seaport, 5 March 2023.

344 See also S/2014/106, paragraphs 62 and 68; S/2015/128, paragraph 153; S/2016/209, paragraphs 8 and 10; S/2017/466,
paragraph 266 and annex 46; S/2018/812, paragraph 123; S/2019/914, paragraph 65 and annexes 29 and 30; and S/2022/427,
annex 60.

345 Confidential source.

346 Company not named as investigation is ongoing.

347 World Customs Organization Harmonized Commodity Description and Coding System (“Harmonized System™).

348 HS 940169.

349 HS 9304.

30 In particular variations of HS 392490.

%! The generic HS code for kitchenware.
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7. The transfer of these weapons to Libya is a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011) by Capra Arms
Savunma Ve Silah Sanayi San Tic Ltd and the Al-Takamul Al-Afrigii Company.
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Annex 71 Materiel seized from MV Victory RoRo (IMO 7800112)

A. Introduction

1. On 18 July 2022, EUNAVFOR Operation IRINI boarded the Equatorial Guinea-flagged MV Victory RoRo (IMO
7800112) during a voyage from Agabah, Jordan, to Benghazi, and subsequently seized 107 vehicles that were being
transported on the vessel (see also annex 27 on a violation of the arms embargo by the same vessel).

B. Panel inspection

2. In accordance with its mandate established by paragraph 24 of resolution 1973 (2011) and modified by subsequent
resolutions, a member of the Panel travelled to Marseille, France, the port of diversion, from 27 to 28 July 2022, to examine
items seized onboard the MV Victory RoRo by EUNAVFOR Operation IRINI under the authority of resolution 2292 (2016),
as extended by subsequent resolutions.

3. The Panel inspected the cargo, consisting exclusively of vehicles. The Panel observed the vehicles both onboard the
MV Victory RoRo, as well as a large sample of the vehicles as they were being offloaded onto the quayside. The Panel also
interviewed a member of the crew of the vessel.

4. The Panel’s inspection established that the MV Victory RoRo transported 127 vehicles, 105 of which the Panel
considers falling under the category of arms and related materiel, see table 71.1. For a full list of vehicles, see appendix
71.A. Examples images are in appendix 71.B.

Table 71.1
Overview of vehicles falling under the category of arms and related materiel

Number  Type of vehicle Armoured Features
3 Crew cab/flatbed 4x4 utility Yes 2. Window gun ports
vehicle 3. Separate armoured gunner cabin with 360 degrees

turret and ballistic shield

7 Crew cab/flatbed 4x4 utility Yes 4.  Window gun ports
vehicle 5. Gunner hatch
6. 360 degrees movable turret with ballistic shield
10 Crew cab/flatbed 4x4 utility Yes 7. Window gun ports
vehicle 8. Gunner hatch
9. 360 degrees movable turret
13 Crew cab/flatbed 4x4 utility Yes 10. Window gun ports
vehicle 11. Gunner hatch
12. with 360 degrees gun mount ring
62 Crew cab/flatbed 4x4 utility Yes 13. Window gun ports
vehicle or 4x4 utility vehicle
10 Heavy duty utility chassis cab  No 14. Command and control superstructure with design
4x4 vehicle features identical to command and control or diver

support trucks observed in use by HAF

5. The cargo manifest indicated that the destination of the shipment was Benghazi (LYBEN). This was the declared
destination of the vessel and was also confirmed by the interview with the crew member.

6. The Panel also recovered documentation, including armour rating certificates and vehicle identification numbers.
The 13 armour rating certificates recovered were issued by Jordan VIP Armouring Industry Company, based in Jordan. The
corresponding vehicles showed the company’s logo in the glass of their armoured windshields. See appendix 71.B, figure
71LA9.

C. Member State responses

7. On 31 August 2023, the Panel wrote to Liberia, the country of incorporation of the owner and operator of the MV
Victory RoRo, Yildirim Shipping Company. No response was received.
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8. On 13 January 2023, the Panel wrote to Jordan, the country of incorporation of Jordan VIP Armouring Industry
Company and point of departure of the MV Victory RoRo for the intercepted voyage. No response was received.

D. Company responses and actions

9. Yildirim Shipping Company is the owner and operator of the MV Victory RoRo. The company is incorporated in
Liberia, but uses an address in Mersin, Turkiye. The company uses an email address that is hosted on the domain of Legend
Logistic. Under the section “news” on Legend Logistic’s web presence, two postings dated 24 November and 2 December
2021, respectively, refer to activities of the MV Luccello, the MV Victory RoRo’s previous name.** Furthermore, according
to Legend Logistic’s website and maritime databases, Yildirim Shipping Company and Legend Logistic have almost
identical addresses at 5306 Sokak, Yeni Mah, Akedniz, Mersin, Tirkiye.®®® Legend Logistic has the same address as the
previous registered owner and operator of the vessel, Medred Ship Management Co Ltd., which the Panel reported as having
previously violated the arms embargo.®** The founder Legend Logistic (a.k.a. Legend Logistic International or Legend
Logistics) is Murat Yildirim.2%® This suggests that Yildirim Shipping Company and Medred Ship Management Co Ltd are
both subsidiaries of Legend Logistic.

10.  On 31 August 2022, the Panel wrote to Yildirim Shipping Company and copied Legend Logistic and Turkiye in the
letter. The company did not reply to the Panel.

11.  The Panel initiated tracing requests to the two producers of the civilian base versions of the vehicles. The results
showed that the civilian base vehicles had been sold to distributors in Bahrain, Kuwait, Lebanon, Saudi Arabia and the
United Arab Emirates. The distributors that responded to the Panel’s letters said that they had sold the vehicles to other
resellers in Kuwait, Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates. Of the 107 vehicles, the Panel could ultimately trace 17 to
a company in Jordan, Al Fia'a for Cars and Spare Parts. The Panel could not establish the contact details of that company.
The 13 vehicles that had the logo and armour certificate of Jordan VIP Armouring Industry Company were part of the lot
on which the Panel did not receive replies from the resellers. The status of the supply chains tracing as at the drafting of this
report is found at appendix 71.C figures 71.C.1 and 71.C.2.

12.  The Panel determined that at least the 13 vehicles that bore the logo of Jordan VIP Armouring Industry Company
and had the company’s armour certificates on board were converted from a civilian base version to armoured vehicles by
that company. Jordan VIP Armouring Industry Company did not reply to the Panel’s 13 January 2023 letter. The identity of
the company that up-armoured the remaining 82 armoured vehicles, as well as the identity of the company that added the
command and control superstructure to the remaining ten vehicles, has yet to be established.

E. After the vehicles had been offboarded from the MV Victory RoRo, the vessel was released and left the Marseille on
29 July 2022. She sailed to Latakia, Syria, where she remained while being renamed and registered under a different flag
State.3%® Since 19 August 2022 the vessel operates as the Cameroon-flagged MV Lady Roz; the third name in two years.
Since then, she has only been active in the eastern Mediterranean and the Red Sea.Panel’s assessment

13.  The Panel assesses that had the vehicles been delivered to Libya, it would have been a violation of paragraph 9 of

resolution 1970 (2011).

14.  Some of the resellers that were part of the supply chain in the present case are the same as in a case reported by the
Panel in 2021, regarding a previous delivery of 4x4 vehicles from Agabah to Benghazi.®*” That previous and the current
investigation exemplify how companies that engage in after-market conversions of civilian base vehicles circumvent re-
export and conversion restrictions implemented by car manufacturers: The producers of the base vehicles informed the Panel
that they had measures in place to restrict re-export and modifications for unauthorized military conversions. Jordan VIP
Armouring Industry Company did not procure the base vehicles directly from the manufacturers, nor from official
distributors. Instead, the company procured the civilian base vehicles from the used cars market. The tracing of the vehicles
revealed that they had at least two, but likely even more than four previous owners. This put obfuscating distance between

32 https://legend-logistic.com/1396-2/ and https://legend-logistic.com/1433-2/.

%3 Yildirim Shipping Company is at 2/7 whereas Legend Logistic is at 1/5.

354 5/2022/427, tables 2 and 3 and annex 30.

355 https://legend-logistic.com/?page id=415.

36 This is the same location the vessel sailed to when being renamed from MV Luccello to MV Victory RoRo.
37 MV Sunrise Ace (IMO 9338840), see S/2021/229, annex 35, appendix A, figure 35.A.2.
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the distributors and the company, and created conditions to circumvent re-export and conversion restrictions put in place by
the car manufacturers.%®

15.  The investigation also exposed a common obfuscation technique employed by carriers that are cognizant of breaking
sanctions measures. Such carriers tend to be single-fleet owners and operators. For specific illicit business transactions, they
create a separate company that is not openly identified as a subsidiary in a permissive jurisdiction, that is, in most cases
investigated by the Panel, either Liberia or the Marshall Islands. The actual contact details, in particular phone numbers, are
in other jurisdictions, often the one of the hidden parent company. The single vessel is then registered under the name of
that subsidiary; the parent company never officially operates as vessel owner or operator. After a sanctions violation has
been discovered, vessels are immediately being re-named and registered under a different flag State, in an effort to make
the vessel less visible for future transactions. The subsidiary is terminated or at least its use is suspended, and a new
subsidiary is being created. The vessel is further being registered under the new subsidiary, under which the vessel then
engages in licit transactions until it is reactivated for an illicit one — which is not always the case. The history of MV Victory
RoRo, as an example, is in table 71.2.

16.  The case of the MV Victory Roro is particularly brazen, as the same vessel was repeatedly used to transport arms and
related materiel to Libya in non-compliance with the arms embargo. Jurisdictional gaps in Member States’ sanctions
enforcement resulted in the vessel, the crew and the company not being subjected to punitive consequences . Except for
losing a cargo, being deviated to another port and and having been held for several days, to the Panel’s knowledge no legal
action has been taken by any Member State in follow-up to the repeated violations.

Table 71.2
Vessel IMO 7800112 change of flag, name, ownership and operator

Vessel Owner / Operator
Date name Vessel flag Activity
4 March Luccello Comoros = Medred Ship = Arms embargo violation in
2022 Management Co Ltd, Benghazi
Turkey (owner and
operator)
Between 12 Victory Equatorial = Yildirim Shipping Co, = Reflagged and renamed
and 19 March RoRo Guinea Turkey (owner and = Owner change
2022 operator) = Operator change
2 May 2022 Victory Equatorial = Yildirim Shipping Co, = Arms embargo violation on
RoRo Guinea Turkey (owner and voyage to Tripoli
operator)
18 July 2022  Victory Equatorial = Yildirim Shipping Co, = Operation IRINI seizure
RoRo Guinea Turkey (owner and
operator)
19 Aug 2022  Lady Roz Cameroon = Yildirim Shipping Co, = Reflagged and renamed
Turkey (owner and
operator)

%8 Such as age of vehicles and minimum mileage driven before a vehicle can be considered a second-hand vehicle. Each vehicle
was several months old and had been driven for some distance.
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Appendix A to annex 27: List of vehicles

# Make and model Armoured  Gun ports  Gun mount Colour Type

1 GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white command and control

2 GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white command and control

3 GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white command and control
4  GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white diver support

5  GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white diver support

6  GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white diver support

7  GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white diver support

8  GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white diver support

9  GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white diver support
10  GMC Sierra chassis cab x x x white diver support
11  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v/ v x sand dual-cab flatbed
12 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
13  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
14  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
15 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
16  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
17  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
18 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
19 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
20 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
21  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
22  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
23 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
24  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
25 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
26  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
27  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
28 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
29  Toyota Hilux v 4 x white dual-cab flatbed
30 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
31 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
32 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
33 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
34 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
35 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
36  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
37 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
38 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
39 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 360 degrees gun mount ring sand dual-cab flatbed
40 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
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# Make and model Armoured Gun ports  Gun mount Colour Type

41  Toyota Land Cruiser 79DC v 4 x white dual-cab flatbed
42  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
43  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
44  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
45  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
46  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
47  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
48 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
49  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
50 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v/ v x sand dual-cab flatbed
51 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v/ v x sand dual-cab flatbed
52  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v/ v x sand dual-cab flatbed
53 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v/ v 360 degrees gun mount ring sand dual-cab flatbed
54  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring sand dual-cab flatbed
55 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring sand dual-cab flatbed
56 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring sand dual-cab flatbed
57 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring black rhinohide dual-cab flatbed
58 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring sand dual-cab flatbed
59 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring black rhinohide  dual-cab flatbed
60 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring black rhinohide  dual-cab flatbed
61 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 360 degrees gun mount ring black rhinohide  dual-cab flatbed
62 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring black rhinohide  dual-cab flatbed
63 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring black rhinohide  dual-cab flatbed
64 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
65 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
66 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
67 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
68 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
69 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v x sand dual-cab flatbed
70  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v 360 degrees gun mount ring sand dual-cab flatbed
71  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v/ 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
72 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
73  Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v/ 4 x sand dual-cab flatbed
74  Toyota Hilux 4 4 x white dual-cab flatbed
75  Toyota Land Cruiser 76 v 4 x sand passenger 4x4
76  Toyota Land Cruiser 76 4 4 x sand passenger 4x4
77  Toyota Land Cruiser 76 4 4 x sand passenger 4x4
78  Toyota Land Cruiser 76 v 4 x sand passenger 4x4
79  Toyota Land Cruiser 76 v 4 x sand passenger 4x4
80 Toyota Land Cruiser 76 4 4 x white passenger 4x4
81 Toyota Land Cruiser 76 4 4 x white passenger 4x4
82 Toyota Land Cruiser 79SC v/ 4 armoured gunner cabin sand single-cab flatbed
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# Make and model Armoured Gun ports  Gun mount Colour Type

83 Toyota Land Cruiser 79SC v 4 armoured gunner cabin sand single-cab flatbed
84  Toyota Land Cruiser 79SC v v armoured gunner cabin sand single-cab flatbed
85 GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

86  Chevrolet Silverado v v 360 degrees movable turret with ballistic shield  black rhinohide technical

87  GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

88  Chevrolet Silverado v v 360 degrees movable turret with ballistic shield  sand technical

89  GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

90  Chevrolet Silverado v v 360 degrees movable turret with ballistic shield  sand technical

91  Chevrolet Silverado v v 360 degrees movable turret with ballistic shield  black rhinohide technical

92  Chevrolet Silverado v v 360 degrees movable turret with ballistic shield  sand technical

93  Chevrolet Silverado 4 v 360 degrees movable turret with ballistic shield  sand technical

94  GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

95 GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

96  GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

97  GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

98 GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

99 GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

100 GMC Sierra Pickup v v 360 degrees movable turret black rhinohide technical

101 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v * * dual-cab flatbed
102 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v v * * dual-cab flatbed
103 Toyota Land Cruiser 79 DC v/ v * * dual-cab flatbed
104  Chevrolet Silverado v v * * *

105 Toyota Hilux v v * * *

* Seen, but not documented in detail by the Panel.
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Appendix B to annex 71: Sample images of seized vehicles

Figures 71.1to 71.8
Sample images of vehicles seized from MV Victory RoRo

Source: Panel of Experts.
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Figure 71.9
Jordan VIP Armouring Industry Company logo

Source: Panel of Experts.
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Appendix C to annex 71: Results of supply chain tracing for civilian base versions of the seized vehicles

1. Companies not identified by name in figures 71.C.1 and 71.C2 responded to the Panel’s requests for information and
provided adequate data enabling the Panel to identify the next link in the supply chain. Companies identified by name either
did not respond or did not provide information to a level that the Panel could identify the next link in the supply chain.
General Motors Company and Toyota Motor Corporation fully complied with the Panel’s requests and provided all
requested information. They are only named as they are easily identifiable as manufacturers of the civilian base versions on
the photographs contained in Annex B.

Figure 71.C.1
General Motors Company vehicles

General Motors Company
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Figure 71.C.2
Toyota Motor Corporation vehicles
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Annex 72 Materiel seized from MV Meerdijk (IMO 9377925)

A. Introduction

1. On 11 October 2022, EUNAVFOR Operation IRINI boarded the Netherlands-flagged MV Meerdijk (IMO 9377925)
during its declared voyage from Jebel Ali, United Arab Emirates, to Benghazi, and subsequently seized 41 vehicles that
were being transported on the vessel.

B. Panel inspection

2. In accordance with its mandate established by paragraph 24 of resolution 1973 (2011) and modified by subsequent
resolutions, a member of the Panel travelled to Marseille, France, the port of diversion, on 18 October 2022 to examine
items onboard the MV Meerdijk seized by Operation IRINI under the authority of resolution 2292 (2016), as extended by
subsequent resolutions.

3. The Panel inspected the part of the cargo that consisted of vehicles. The Panel observed 26 vehicles in the cargo hold
and 15 vehicles on the bow section of the weather deck. The Panel chose a representative sample size of 17 vehicles (41 per
cent) for more in-depth inspection, as most vehicles were identical. The Panel interviewed a crew member and also obtained
documentary evidence.

4, The Panel’s inspection established that:

(@) The MV Meerdijk transported 41 vehicles. The vehicles were all of the same generic type, with 39 vehicles
having identical design and configuration (for ease of reference hereon referred to as “Design A”), one vehicle having
identical exterior design but a different interior configuration (“Design B”), and one vehicle closely resembling the others
in design and dimensions, but having exterior design and interior configuration differences (“Design C”). The Panel chose
15 vehicles of Design A, the vehicle of Desigh B and the vehicle of Design C as the sample size. See appendix 72.1 for
sample images of the vehicles.

(b) All vehicles were armoured (4 to 5 mm thick steel hull) and were of camouflaged sand colour. All vehicles
except Design C had nine window gun ports; Design C only had three. All vehicles had a top hatch; Design C had three top
hatches. Design B had a height-adjustable observer/gunner podium. None of the vehicles had weapon mounts at the top
hatch, but the top hatches were reinforced through an extra layer of hull steel, providing the necessary structural strength for
post-delivery mounting of weapons. All vehicles had external storage boxes, suitable for the storage of ready ammunition.

(c) The doors of all vehicles among the sample had hydraulically supported internal locking latches, allowing for
quick dismounting in uneven ground conditions when used in a cross-country mode.

(d) All vehicles inspected had two top-mounted remote controlled LED search lights. They also had small LED
blue and red strobe lights in the front and the back, except for Design C, which only had them in the front. They had a public
address intercom and siren, except for Design C. All vehicles among the sample featured red tactical internal lights.

(e) All vehicles were based on Ford F550 4x4 chassis cabs. All vehicles except Design C had external features
consistent with the BATT UMG armoured military vehicle shown on the The Armoured Group (TAG) website under the
category of armoured military vehicles.®* The close similarity of key design features of Design C suggests that this vehicle
is likely an earlier variant of the BATT vehicle. Documentation shared with the Panel by the crew member included a ballistic
certificate (CEN B6 standard) including the vehicle identification numbers observed by the Panel among the sample it
inspected closely. That certificate was issued by The Armoured Group, TAG Middle East FZC, with an address in the United
Arab Emirates. CEN B6 offers protection against high-powered rifles, and is the second highest CEN-rated ballistic standard.

(f) Both the bill of lading and the cargo manifest identified TAG Middle East FZC as the shipper, the “Ministry of
Defense, Benghazi, Libya” as consignee, the port of loading as Jebel Ali and the port of discharge as Benghazi. The bill of
lading and the cargo manifest differed in the notify entity, which the bill of lading identified as “Ministry of Defense,
Government of National Unity, Benghazi, Libya” and the cargo manifest as “Ministry of Defense, Government of National

359 https://www.armoredcars.com/vehicles/batt-umg/ .

238/294 23-15247


https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/1973(2011)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2292(2016)
https://www.armoredcars.com/vehicles/batt-umg/

S/2023/673

Unity, Tripoli, Libya”. The destination of Benghazi for the discharge of the vehicles was confirmed in the interview with
the crew member.

(9) The documentation for the shipment, did not include an End User Certificate (EUC), which would be a normal
requirement for such cargo shipments.

C. Member State responses

5. The Panel considered that a 28 January 2022 communication to the Committee from the UAE regarding the future
delivery of armoured vehicles did not contain sufficient detailed information about the vehicles to enable the Panel to make
a determination if the exception to the arms embargo of paragraph 13 (a) of resolution 2009 (2011), as modified by paragraph
10 of resolution 2095 (2013), applied. The Panel provided the information that would be necessary to make such
determination, including that compliance with the arms embargo would require that military materiel is only delivered to
forces declared to the Committee to be under the control of the government (see also annex 24). At this time it was not clear
when such a transfer may take place, and the number of vehicles referred to in the communication, were not the same as the
number seized.

6. After the seizure the Panel wrote to Libya on 7 November 2022, requesting confirmation that the Libyan Ministry of
Defence had ordered the vehicles, and why and to which unit the vehicles were supposed to be delivered in Benghazi. No
response was received.

7. On 11 November 2022 and 19 May 2023, the Panel wrote to the Netherlands, the flag State and State of incorporation
of the owner and operator of the MV Meerdijk. The Netherlands responded on 17 July 2023 that its authorities had started
a criminal investigation and could therefore not yet provide any further information.

8. On 1 December 2022, the United Arab Emirates provided a copy to the Panel of an “end-user certificate (EUC)”,
issued by the “Libyan Ministry of Defence”. That “EUC” names the Ministry of Defence in Tripoli as final destination for
the vehicles. The United Arab Emirates informed that Tripoli, Libya, was the final destination of the vehicles. The “EUC”
was not signed by the authorized person to sign EUCs for Libya, as communicated to the Committee. Therefore, the “EUC”
is invalid (see also annex 24). The United Arab Emirates also clarified that the vehicles had been “part of the transfer of 77
armoured vehicles” that the Committee were informed about on 28 January 2022.

9. The Panel wrote again to Libya on 22 December 2022, requesting verification of the invalid EUC and clarification
about the end user and the discrepancy between the vehicles’ destination in the cargo documents and in the invalid EUC.
No response was received.

10. In its meeting with the Libyan Ministry of Defence in Tripoli on 12 January 2023, the Ministry informed the Panel
that it had not received the Panel’s letters on the subject. The Panel provided copies of the relevant letters to the Ministry.
The Ministry confirmed that they were not aware of the order of the vehicles, or the invalid EUC. The Ministry informed
the Panel that it would follow-up on the letters. None was received.

D. Company responses

11.  On 9 November 2022, the Panel wrote to the Netherlands-based owner and operator of the MV Meerdijk, “Shipping
Company Groningen”. No response was received.

12.  The Panel wrote to The Armoured Group, LLC (USA), who informed the Panel on 16 January 2023 that the vehicles
had not been manufactured or sold by the company, and that TAG Middle East FZC (TAG UAE) was a company formed in
the United Arab Emirates and owned by a third party. TAG (USA) has no ownership interest nor control or influence over
TAG UAE. It only markets an affiliation with TAG UAE and other globally dispersed TAG companies to expand its global
recognition.

13.  Itis notable, however, that, on its website, The Armored Group, LLC (USA) speaks of “manufacturing locations in
key positions around the globe”*®® and links TAG Middle East FZC as “Middle East Office for The Armored Group
(TAG)”,%! despite TAG Middle East FZC having its own website.36?The website of TAG Middle East FZC further gives

360 https://www.armoredcars.com/about/.
361 htps://www.armoredcars.com/armored-cars-uae/.
362 https://armoredcarsme.com/military.
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the impression that they are part of “TAG Global”, a name that does not appear to exist as a registered company. It is also
notable that in their letters to the Panel, both companies use the exact same design, typeset, font and logo.

14. TAG Middle East FZC informed the Panel on 15 March 2023 that in October 2021 it had entered into an agreement
with the Libyan Ministry of Defence of the GNU on the sale of vehicles. It further stated that in December 2021, the Libyan
Ministry of Defence had issued an “EUC” for the vehicles, which had been attested by the Libyan Ministry of Foreign
Affairs and the Libyan Embassy in the United Arab Emirates, confirming that the GNU would use the vehicles in Southern
Libya for the internal security role of supporting operations countering illegal immigration, terrorism, and organized crime.
In addition, the Ministry also certified that the vehicles would not be sold, exported, or re-exported without written
permission from the relevant government authorities. On 6 September 2022, the company received a “Non-Objection
Certificate and a clearance certificate from the UAE authorities for the export of 41 vehicles”. On 26 September 2022 the
vehicles departed from Jebel Ali port bound for Benghazi port.

15.  In practice this demonstrates that its brand structure enables The Armoured Group LLC (USA) to avoid eventual
export restrictions in its home jurisdiction by producing, marketing and exporting its products in/from more permissible
jurisdictions.

E. Panel’s assessment

16.  Both the United Arab Emirates and TAG Middle East FZC invoke the exception of paragraph 13 (a) of resolution
2009 (2011), as modified by paragraph 10 of resolution 2095 (2013), which allows the supply of non-lethal military
equipment, when intended solely for security or disarmament assistance to the Libyan government.

17.  While the United Arab Emirates and the invalid EUC both list Tripoli as final destination of the vehicles, cargo
documentation, crew interview and most importantly TAG Middle East FZC indicated Benghazi as their final destination.
The Panel has not been able to establish the reason for the discrepancy in the location of the intended delivery of the vehicles.

18.  The exception of paragraph 13 (a) of resolution 2009 (2011), as modified by paragraph 10 of resolution 2095 (2013)
requires that the materiel is supplied to the Libyan government. To minimize the risk of deliveries to forces not under the
control of the government, the Security Council requested by paragraph 6 of resolution 2278 (2016) that the Libyan
government “appoint a focal point to brief the Committee at its request and provide information relevant to the Committee’s
work on the structure of the security forces under its control, the infrastructure in place to ensure the safe storage, registration,
maintenance and distribution of military equipment by the Government security forces, and training needs”.

19. A delivery of military armoured vehicles to “the Ministry of Defence, Tripoli, Libya”, with destination Benghazi and
an invalid EUC not signed by a signatory that was an authorized signatory at the time of seizure of the vehicles (see annex
24), would not have been in compliance with the arms embargo. In particular, the destination Benghazi makes it clear that
the vehicles would not have been delivered to forces under the control of the GNU. Therefore, it is the Panel’s assessment
that had the vehicles been delivered to Libya, it would have been a violation of paragraph 9 of resolution 1970 (2011).

20.  Evenwith the notification of Dbeibah as new signatory for EUCs on 9 June 2023, any deliveries of non-lethal military
materiel would need to be clearly destined to notified forces under the control of the government to comply with the arms
embargo.

240/294 23-15247


https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2009(2011)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2095(2013)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2009(2011)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2095(2013)
https://undocs.org/S/RES/2278(2016)
https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/1970(2011)

S/2023/673

Appendix A to annex 72: Sample imagery®®* of vehicles seized from MV Meerdijk

Figure 72.A.1
MV Meerdijk with covered vehicles on weather deck

Figure 72.A.2
Vehicles in cargo hold®*

Figure 72.A.3
Vehicles on deck

%3 Source: Panel of Experts.
34 The cargo hold was enclosed and no lighting was available.
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Figures 72.A.4 to 72.A5
Design A

Figure 72.A.6
Design C
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Annex 73

Creation of High Financial Oversight Committee by the Presidential
Council
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Official UN translation
Reference no 2314043E
Translated from Arabic

Libyan Presidential Council Decisions

Decision of the Libyan Presidential Council No. 18 (2023) on regulating and following up public spending and
promoting transparency

The Presidency Council,

Having considered the following:
- The Constitutional Declaration of 3 August 2011 and amendments thereto
- The Libyan Political Agreement signed on 17 December 2015, which included the Constitutional Declaration
- The outcomes of the Libyan Political Dialogue Forum held on 9 November 2020
- The decisions of the Economic Track Committee that emerged from the Berlin Conference
- Presidency Council decision No. 15 (2021) concerning the adoption of an organizational structure for the bureau
of the Presidency Council
- What was approved at the 13th meeting of the Presidency Council for the year 2023
- And what is required by the public interest at this stage,

Does hereby decide as follows:

Article 1

The provisions of this resolution shall be considered temporary provisions for approving financial arrangements,
following up on government expenditures, and ensuring equitable disbursal in the light of the exceptional circumstances of
the State.

Article 2

Under the provisions of this resolution, a Supreme Financial Committee shall be formed, chaired by the President of
the Presidency Council and made up of the following members:

1.  Farhat Umar bin Qaddarah Vice-Chair
2. Muhammad Misbah Abu Ghamjah Member

3. Ali Ibrahim al-Suwayh Member

4.  Rida Muhammad Qargab Member

5. Hatim Ali Miftah Hasan Member

6. Ahmad Abdullah al-Murtada Member

7. Ali Hamid Arhumah Nasr Member

8.  Mar‘i Miftah al-Bar‘asi Member

9. Mustafa Muhammad al-Mani* Member
10. Fakhir Miftah Bufurnah Member
11. Nuruldin Abdullah Ali Abdullah Member
12. Khalid al-Mabruk Abdullah Member
13. Badruldin al-Sadiq al-Tumi Member
[Begin page 2]

14. Muhammad Salim al-Shahhubi Member
15. Adil Jum‘ah Amir Member
16. Nasir Muhammad Sa‘id Mas‘ud Member
17.  Hussam Idris Asbik Member and Rapporteur
Article 3

The Committee formed under the provisions of article 2 of this Decision shall have the following competencies:
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1. It shall approve aspects of the State’s public expenditure and disbursal items in accordance with the principles of
financial integrity and equitable distribution.

2. It shall follow up the State’s public revenues to verify that they are soundly and efficiently collected in
accordance with regulations in force.

3. It shall follow up the soundness and efficiency of Government spending in accordance with the outputs of the
Committee.
4. It shall seek the assistance of the relevant international and local institutions for the purposes of financial

development, policy-making and promotion of transparency.

Article 4

In the course of going about the tasks with which it is charged, the Committee shall comply with the following:
1.  Realizing the principle of financial integrity;

2. Promoting the principle of transparency and disclosure of the State’s public finances on both the revenues and
expenditures sides;

3. Maintaining the neutrality of public assets in political conflict and creating a financial environment conducive to
holding elections;

4. Ensuring the principle of equitable distribution of the sovereign resources of the State during the political
transition.
Article 5

At its first meeting, the Committee shall set forth its working methods and a mechanism for holding meetings.

Article 6
The Committee shall take decisions on the tasks entrusted to it by a two-thirds majority of its members.

Article 7

Any expenditure or allocation of funds made in violation of the provisions of this Decision shall be deemed an
infringement on public assets for which the perpetrator shall be legally accountable.

Article 8

The present Decision shall enter into force on the date of its issuance, and the relevant parties shall be required to
implement it.

(Signed) [Illegible]
Libyan Presidency Council

Done on 18 Dhu al-Hijjah A.H. 1444
6 July 2021
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Annex 74 Exports of fuel from Benghazi old harbour

A 2146 focal point and NOC communications about illicit exports

1.  On9 May 2022, the focal point pursuant to resolution 2146 (2014) (2146 focal point) notified the Committee of three
vessels illicitly exporting petroleum products from Benghazi. No designation on the sanctions list resulted, as Libya had
not confirmed that it had “contact/ed] the concerned vessel’s flag State, in the first instance, to resolve the issue”, as required

by resolution 2146 (2014).

2. On 18 October 2022, the 2146 focal point shared with the Panel a letter dated that same day, addressed “to whom it
may concern”, informing about unspecified attempts to illicitly export petroleum products from the port of Benghazi. That
letter was signed by him in his capacity as general manager of the international marketing department of the NOC, and the
NOC leadership was a copy addressee (see annex 78, appendix 78.A). A few days later, the focal point’s letter appeared on
social media, where speculation about the involvement of Saddam Haftar surfaced.®®® According to the 2146 focal point, the
letter was sent in agreement with the NOC leadership to commercial partners to ensure their vessel did not approach
Benghazi to load product. Shortly thereafter, the NOC denied smuggling operations from Libyan ports and the authenticity
of the document 3¢

3. On 19 October 2022, the focal point informed the Panel, but not the Committee,*¢” about another vessel loading illicitly
refined product at the Benghazi port outside the umbrella of the NOC. The focal point further stated that he had requested
the Libyan Ministry of Foreign Affairs to contact the flag State, so he could ultimately inform the Committee to request the
vessel’s designation under resolution 2146 (2014), but that the Ministry was slow to react to his request for reasons unknown
to him. The focal point ultimately did not notify the Committee. After that exchange between the Panel and the 2146 focal
point, the communication channel with the focal point considerably decreased (see annex 78).

4.  These circumstances, in particular the NOC’s denial of the authenticity of the 2146 focal point’s open letter, created
uncertainty about the legality of the exports. During the Panel’s visit to Libya in January 2023, the NOC was unwilling to
meet the Panel. It was only on 31 May 2023 that the Panel received confirmation in writing from the NOC that Benghazi
old harbour is a commercial harbour and that the NOC had never used Benghazi port for any exports.3%® The NOC also
informed the Panel that it had no affiliation with the tankers listed by the Panel in its letter, all of which (until the date of
the letter, 26 May 2023) are also contained in appendix 74.B, table 74.B.1. In an online meeting with the Panel on 26 June
2023, the NOC confirmed that all exports of gasoil, diesel and gasoline from Libya were illicit.

B.  Overview of illicit exports from Benghazi

5. The Panel established that fuel exports from the old harbour of Benghazi port (LYBEN) [32° 07'16.07"N, 20°
03'0.68"E] started in late March 2022, which is when the first tanker vessel arrived there. Previously, between late 2019 and
early 2022, that area was used to export scrap metal (see appendix A, figure 74.A.1 and $/2021/229).3%°

6.  The Panel identified that since late March 2022, at least 36 visits were undertaken by 24 tanker vessels (appendix 74.B,
table 74.B.1). Seven tankers visited more than once, the MT Queen Majeda (IMO 9117806) undertaking the most visits
(four) (see annex 75). The most commonly used flag under which tankers operated was that of Cameroon. The capacity of
the tanker vessels was between 566 and 19,924 deadweight tonnage (DWT), averaging at about 5,700 DWT and falling in
the extra small (under 10,000 DWT) to small (10,000 - 24,999 DWT) tanker categories. In all instances, tankers switched
off their automatic identification system (AIS) upon approach to and/or upon leaving from Benghazi, in some cases more
than 100 nautical miles off the port, to mask their visit. In 15 instances, sporadic AlS signals identified vessels in Benghazi
old harbour. In 21 cases, movement profiles in combination with open-source and confidential satellite imagery identified
those vessels that did not emit AlS signals from Benghazi old harbour at all.

35 See, for example, https://twitter.com/HA REPORTER2/status/1583713384117460992, 22 October 2022.

366 https://thelibyantimes.com/libyas-noc-denies-fuel-smuggling/, 24 October 2022.

367 pursuant to resolution 2146 (2014), the 2146 focal point is the counterpart of the Committee, not the Panel. The Panel’s
mandate derives from paragraph 13 of that resolution, which tasks the Panel with the monitoring of the measures decided in that
resolution. For practical reasons, this also includes exchanges with the 2146 focal point.

%8 NOC letter of 31 May 2023, in response to a letter from the Panel inquiring about the activities at Benghazi old harbour.
3695/2021/229, annex 12, appendix A, figure 12.A.6.
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7.  Loading of the tanker vessels has been undertaken by tanker trucks, which collect their cargo at the Brega Company’s
Benghazi depot.®”® This is a lengthy process requiring, depending on the size of the vessel’s available cargo capacity and
the size of the tanker truck, between a dozen and several hundred tanker truck loads. Therefore, tanker vessels remain in
Benghazi old harbour for several days, making them identifiable via satellite imagery despite deactivated AlS. The fuel
stains on the quayside in Benghazi old harbour bear testimony to countless coupling and decoupling of tanker trucks. The
tanker trucks used to operate mainly at night,®”* but more recently shelters were built on the quayside to hide trucks from
view (see appendix 74.A, figures 74.A.1 through A.3).

8. Owing to the timing of the confirmation by the NOC that enables the Panel to treat all fuel exports from Benghazi as
illicit under paragraph 2 of resolution 2362 (2017), and to the complexity involving investigations into tanker vessels, each
with several stakeholders (flag State, State of cargo discharge, vessel owner, operator, charterer, etc.), the Panel only presents
one exemplary case in annex 75 and presents generalized findings about the modus operandi in paragraph 119 of the report.
The Panel’s investigations are ongoing.

870.32° 07'5.27"N, 20° 02'55.15"E.
871 Confidential source.
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Appendix A to annex 74

Figure 74.A.1
Schematic overview of Benghazi fuel export infrastructure

Brega Petroleum Marketing Company’s
Benghazi fuel depot

Fuel loading station for tanker trucks

Benghazi old harbour (top right) and Ras El Mungar
marine oil terminal (centre)

Fuel delivery by vessel via Ras El Mungar marine
terminal toBrega Benghazi depot

| Vessel loading fuel from tanker truck (illicit) |

Source: Google Earth Pro, 16 April 2023; developed by Panel of Experts.
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Figure 74.A.2

Development of Benghazi old harbour from a scrap export to a fuel export hub
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Figure 74.A.3
Example of tanker vessels loading from fuel trucks in Benghazi

Two Vessels Loading Cargo from Tanker Trucks

Benghazi Port, 10 November 2022 UN Panel of Experts

Established pursuant to Resolution 1973 (2011)
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Appendix B to annex 74:

Tanker vessels identified by the Panel in Benghazi old harbour

Table 74.B.1
Tanker vessels identified by the Panel in Benghazi old harbour
Visit  Date observed Name of vessel IMO DWT Flag State
number
1 28 March 2022 Victory 7128227 2,007 Cameroon
2 13 April 2022 Maya 1 9046758 1,200 Cameroon
3 14 April 2022 Queen Majeda (renewed visit) 9117806 2,547 Libya
4 22 April 2022 Agua Marine 9179488 3,522 Turkiye
5 1 May 2022 Queen Majeda (renewed visit) 9117806 2,547 Libya
6 8 May 2022 TSM Dubhe 9249594 19,924  Tuvalu
7 26 May 2022 \'X'SAIS Jakarta (ex TSM Dubhe, renewed g) 19504 19,924 panama
8 8 June 2022 Victory (renewed visit) 7128227 2,007 Cameroon
9 18 July 2022 Roschem-2 8862935 2,754 Russian Federation
10 16 August 2022 Queen Majeda (renewed visit) 9117806 2,547 Cameroon
11 20 August 2022 Beauty Queen 9133393 3,710 Russian Federation
12 26 August 2022 Unicom Alpha 9133393 4,282 Russian Federation
13 1 September 2022 Angelo 1 7946942 566 Cameroon
14 4 September 2022 Queen Majeda (renewed visit) 9117806 2,547 Cameroon
15 9 September 2022 Sophia 7113375 3,184 Comoros
16 12 September 2022 Anna 9118159 4,972 Comoros
17 12 September 2022  Sea Fortune 9427275 13,023  Marshall Islands
18 13 September 2022 Uni Trader 9175169 6,623 Panama
19 19 September 2022  Efe 9558763 7,623 Vanuatu
20 4 October 2022 Beauty Queen 9133393 3,710 Russian Federation
21 3 November 2022 Roschem-2 (renewed visit) 8862935 2,754 Russian Federation
22 10 November 2022  Sidra 9057551 1,950 Tanzania
23 11 November 2022  Princess Noria 9196448 12,181  Panama
24 12 November 2022 Istra 9632088 4,500 Russian Federation
25 16 November 2022  Uni Trader (renewed visit) 9175169 6,623 Panama
26 6 December 2022 Istra (renewed visit) 9632088 4,500 Russian Federation
27 1 January 2023 Beauty Queen (renewed visit) 9133393 3,710 Cameroon
28 31 January 2023 Kavkaz 8884476 3,742 Guinea-Bissau
29 31 January 2023 Almuntazah 8860834 4,056 Cameroon
30 31 January 2023 Jessica 9140853 9,385 Comoros
31 8 March 2023 Tony (ex Kavkaz, renewed visit) 8884476 3,742 Guinea-Bissau
32 15 April 2023 Alma Marine 9438250 9,057 Barbados
33 27 April 2023 Marisa N 8004090 1,714 Cameroon
34 4 May 2023 Alisa 9113135 11,980 Comoros
35 17 May 2023 Saeed 5 8821759 7,030 Tanzania
36 14 June 2023 Piero A 9010955 2,698 Palau
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Annex 75 MT Queen Majeda (IMO 9117806)

A. Overview

1. The Panel established that the MT Queen Majeda (IMO 9117806) berthed at Benghazi old harbour at least four times
between April and September 2022 to load fuel and illicitly export it from Libya. The vessel’s cargo was seized by Italy
after the vessel entered Italian territorial waters on 24 May 2022. The vessel and cargo were then seized by Albania on 12
September 2022 when attempting to sell its cargo in Albania using forged documentation. The vessel remains in Albania as
at the writing of this report.

B. 2146 focal point notification

2. On 9 May 2022,%"2 the focal point pursuant to resolution 2146 (2014) (2146 focal point) informed the Committee
that the Palau-flagged MT Queen Majeda (IMO 9117806) (see table 75.1 for vessel particulars) had “illegally loaded from
Benghazi”, without specifying the cargo. The Committee responded to the focal point by requesting more information, and
in particular if the flag State had been contacted. No response was received.3”®

3. The Panel noticed a discrepancy between extant maritime databases as to the flag State of the vessel. While some
identified Palau as the flag State, others identified Libya. The 2146 focal point told the Panel that while a Libyan registration
was possible, that was difficult to establish as Libyan shipping registry also operated from the east of the country. At the
time, the Panel was unable to confirm that Libya was indeed the flag State (see paragraph 17 of this annex). The Panel notes
that had that been established at the time, the 2146 focal point could have requested that the Committee designate the vessel
on the sanctions list, given that the requirement for flag State consultations would have become moot.

Table 75.1
MT Queen Majeda particulars

Name Queen Majeda

IMO 9117806

Flag Libya (until June 2022)37* / Cameroon (since June
2022)

Ship type Products Tanker

Deadweight 2,547 tonnes®’®

Registered Owner Eldawadi Shipping Ltd., Marshall Islands

Operator Eldawadi Shipping Ltd., Marshall Islands

Manager Morrigan Shipping SA, Greece (until 20 May 2022) /
Eldawadi Shipping Ltd., Marshall Islands (since 21
May 2022)

C. Timeline of events

1. First identified loading from Benghazi old port

4, The vessel only irregularly registered draft changes and travelled at most times with a medium load level registered.
The Panel categorizes this as suspicious behaviour. In this annex, the Panel only mentions draft changes when they were
registered.

5. The vessel left Piraeus (GRPIR) on 30 March 2022 and remained at anchor for several days in Greek littoral waters
about three nautical miles (nm) from Piraeus. She left her anchoring position on 8 April 2022 and sailed to Benghazi

872 This date falls into the previous mandate, but the Panel’s last report, $/2022/427, had already been finalized by that date.

873 pursuant to paragraph 2 of resolution 2146 (2014), Libya needs to consult the flag State in the first instance before submitting

a notification to the Committee.

874 previously flagged by Palau, which deleted the vessel from its register in May 2022, at a time when she was already flagged

by Libya (double-flagging).

%75 Tonnes (metric tons) are used throughout the report as this is the SI unit used by the International Standards Organization
(1S0).
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(LYBEN) old harbour [32° 07'16.07"N, 20° 03'0.68"E], where she called in the port on 11 April 2022 and berthed at Quay
no.3 (figure 75.1) On 14 April 2022, she “went dark” by disconnecting her automatic identification system (AIS). Satellite
imagery shows that on 21 April, 2022 she was still berthed at quay no.3 (appendix 75.A).

Figure 75.1
Benghazi old harbour quay numbering

Source: Google Earth Pro, 16 April 2023; developed by Panel of Experts.

6. The vessel’s AIS signal reappeared in the early afternoon of 25 April 2022, 240nm north-west of Benghazi. The
vessel’s top speed is a little under 9 knots, that means she can travel that distance in under 30 hours. She then immediately
disappeared again and appeared again on in the morning of 28 April, 160nm north-west of Benghazi. This means that the
vessel’s location was unaccounted for around 4 days between 21 and 25 April, and a little over two days between 25 and 28
April. This would have allowed for sufficient time to travel the additional 115nm to Hurd Bank just outside of Maltese
territorial waters, a well-known bunkering location [35° 53' 52" N, 14° 45' 37" E] and undertake ship-to-ship (STS) loading
operations there, or to undertake STS operations while not under way. On 29 April 2022, the vessel called again at Benghazi
old harbour, this time at Quay no. 2. On 1 May, she again “went dark”, (figure 75.2).

Figure 75.2
First identified Benghazi voyage of MT Queen Majeda with distance indicator from last known position to Hurd Bank

B Track End
S 1 May 2022 2010618 uTC [N

3 3 -
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Source: S&P Maritime.

2. Second identified loading from Benghazi old port and Italy seizure

7. In the night of 21 May 2022, the vessel’s AIS signal appeared for a brief moment 132nm north-north-west of
Benghazi. Italy informed the Panel that on 24 May 2022, the captain of the MT Queen Majeda, then flying the Libyan flag,
contacted the Italian authorities and requested entry into Italian waters, affirming that the ship was transporting illicit cargo.
Although authorization was not given, the vessel entered Italian territorial waters. The Italian authorities inspected the vessel
and found 3 million litres of undocumented marine gasoil (around 2,550 tonnes). The vessel was deemed as not seaworthy,
as she was significantly overloaded. Crew members informed the Italian authorities that the ship had sailed from Benghazi
and had been told that cargo documents would be provided while en route. They claimed to have entered Italian waters as
they were being pursued by unspecified Libyan vessels.

8. The Italian authorities proceeded to temporarily seize the vessel in the port of Taranto (ITTAR). The vessels’ owner
subsequently requested the return of vessel and cargo, presenting cargo papers indicating that the final destination of the
shipment was Albania. The vessel and cargo were released after payments of administrative fines. A criminal case is pending.

3. Release from Italy and Albania delivery

9. On 20 June 2022, the vessel changed its flag State to Cameroon. On 8 July 2022, the vessel left Taranto, Italy, with
a draft of 5.5m, indicating a fully loaded, but not overloaded condition. The Panel has seen documentation suggesting that
the vessel left Italy with around 2,178 tonnes of marine gasoil. She left on a southern course and “went dark” on 10 July
2022 around 60nm south-east of Sicily. The Panel has received documentation showing that on 11 and 13 of July 2022, the
vessel supplied two other vessels via STS transfers at unknown locations, potentially Hurd Bank, which was only 80 nm
from its last known location. On 25 July 2023, the AIS signal appeared in the port of Romano, Albania (ALROM), at the
Europetrol maritime berth. The vessel then discharged 1,750 tonnes of marine bunker gasoil (figure 75.3).

10.  The Panel obtained the vessel’s cargo documents, created by Eldawadi Shipping Ltd, for the delivery on 25 July
2022 of 1,750 tonnes of marine bunker gasoil. The documentation showed the oil was loaded in Benghazi on 8 May 2022,
with a certificate of origin by the “Ras El Mungar Terminal”, and a stamp containing the word “Lybia” (sic) (appendix
75.B). The Panel notes that the cargo documentation is most certainly fake or forged. This is because (a) the stamp with the
typographical error is unconvincing; (b) the Ras EI Mungar marine terminal in Benghazi is only used for discharging fuel
to the Brega Petroleum Marketing Company’s Benghazi depot and it has no loading functionality;%’® and (c) Benghazi old
harbour is not part of the Ras EI Mungar marine terminal.

376 panel meeting with Brega Petroleum Marketing Company, Tripoli (12 January 2023); and Panel online meeting with NOC on
26 June 2023.
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Figure 75.3
Voyage after seizure by Italy

Source: S&P Maritime

4.  Third identified loading from Benghazi

11. On 27 July 2022, the vessel left Romano and sailed directly to Benghazi. Once in Libyan territorial waters, on 1
August 2022 and 5nm from Benghazi, she went dark on AIS. On 6 and 7 August 2022, satellite imagery showed the vessel
berthed at Quay no. 3 in Benghazi old harbour (figure 75.4 and appendix 75.A). The AlS signal reappeared on 16 August
2022, at Quay no. 3. On 18 August 2022, the vessel left Benghazi and sailed due north. On 20 August 2022, the AIS “went
dark” around 230nm south of Albania. She reappeared on 24 August 2022, 8nm from Romano, Albania, and the vessel
berthed at the Europetrol berth that same day. Of note is that on that voyage, a draught of 5.8 metres was registered, which
is 0.3 metres above the vessel’s maximum draft of 5.52 metres. This indicates a significantly overloaded condition, almost
certainly to increase cargo capacity and thus profit.

12.  The Panel obtained the vessel’s cargo documents, issued by Eldawadi Shipping Ltd, for the delivery on 23 August
2022 of 2,236 tonnes of marine bunker gasoil, loaded in Benghazi on 7 August 2022, again with a certificate of origin by
“Ras El Mungar Terminal”, with a stamp containing the word “Lybia” (sic) (appendix 75.C).

Figure 75.4
MT Queen Majeda at Benghazi old port, quay no.3

Source: Google Earth Pro, 6 August 2023.
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5. Fourth identified loading from Benghazi and Albanian seizure

13.  The vessel left Romano on 25 August 2022 and sailed directly to Benghazi, without no AlS interruptions. She arrived
in Bernghazi old port on 28 August 2022 and berthed at Quay no. 3. The vessel left Benghazi on 8 September 2022, with a
registered draught of 5.6 metres; a moderately overloaded condition. She sailed north heading for Albania, where the vessel
was seized by Albania authorities in the port of Durres (ALDRZ) on 12 September 2022. A criminal case was opened by
the Albanian authorities; investigations are ongoing.

14.  According to the cargo papers, all issued by the vessel’s owner and operator, Eldawadi Shipping Ltd., the vessel was
transporting 2,275 tonnes of gasoil (roughly 2.6 million litres). The documents also contained a certificate of origin with a
letterhead featuring “Brega Petrolium” (sic), the National Oil Corporation and “Ras El Mungar Terminal Benghazi Lybia”
(sic) (see appendix 75.D). Apart from the typographical errors, the following makes clear that the document is forged:

(@) The Brega Petroleum Marketing Company has no mandate for any exports, as it is only mandated to distribute
fuel within Libya. This was confirmed by the Company’s leadership in its meeting with the Panel on 12 January 2023 in
Tripoli. At that meeting, the Panel handed over a copy of the certificate of origin; the company’s leadership identified the
document as fake.

(b) The 2146 focal point confirmed to the Panel that the National Oil Corporation does not export any product that
is subsidized in Libya, that is gasoil, diesel and gasoline. This was confirmed a member of the board of the National Oil
Corporation in an online meeting with the Panel on 26 June 2023.

(c) The Ras El Mungar marine terminal in Benghazi is only used for discharging fuel to the Brega Petroleum
Marketing Company’s Benghazi depot. It has no loading functionality.®”” This is why the export took place via loading by
54 tanker trucks, which was even mentioned in the cargo documents the Panel obtained for this voyage (see appendix 75.D).
Benghazi old harbour is not part of the Ras EI Mungar marine terminal.

15.  The Albanian authorities had doubts about the authenticity of cargo documentation. For that reason, on 6 October
2022 the Albanian Ministry for Europe and Foreign Affairs (MEFA) requested that the Libyan Ministry of Foreign Affairs
confirm the authenticity of the cargo documentation. A request for legal assistance was submitted to Libya through MEFA
on 7 November 2022. On 10 January 2023, MEFA was informed by the legal counsel for the detained Libyan crew members
of the MT Queen Majeda that the Libyan authorities had sent their reply, authenticating the documents, to MEFA, through
the Libyan Embassy in Tirana. MEFA had, however, not received any communication from the Libyan authorities and wrote
to the Libyan Embassy in Tirana on 18 January 2023, informing about the claim of the legal counsel and noting that that
they had not received a reply to their initial request. On 24 January 2023, the Libyan embassy to Tirana responded that it
had not received any reply from the Libyan authorities, and was continuing to follow up. The MEFA sent a reminder 31
January 2023, recalling that also the request for legal assistance remained unanswered. A reminder was sent on 6 February
2023.

16.  The Panel obtained from a confidential source a document to which the legal counsel was likely referring. It is a
letter dated 27 December 2022, which was sent via email from the address “int.orgs.dir@foreign.gov.ly”,%"® addressed to a
“Foreign Department”.3”® The letter claims to be from the Libyan Ministry of Foreign Affairs’ Department of Consular
Affairs, and confirms the authenticity of “shipping documents issued by “Brega Oil Marketing Company No.
091004/091003/091005” and the “Certificate of Origin issued by the Military Investment Authority No. 00335”.38 The
letter requests the Albanian authorities to release the vessel. The Panel has not been able to establish to which documents
the letter refers (see appendix 75.E).

877 1) Panel meeting with Brega Petroleum Marketing Company, Tripoli (12 January 2023); and 2) Panel online meeting with
NOC on 26 June 2023.

%78 This is the official domain of the Libyan Ministry of Foreign Affairs.

379 Email address unknown to the Panel.

30 The Panel previously reported on the HAF-controlled Military Investment Authority’s involvement into the illicit sale of fuel,
see S/2021/229, paragraphs 24, 127 and annex 85.

23-15247 257/294


http://undocs.org/S/2021/229

$/2023/673

17.  On 30 June 2023, Albania informed the Panel in a note verbale dated 29 March 2023, that the Libyan Embassy in
Tirana had written to the MEFA informing them that; (a) the Libyan Port and Maritime Authority had deregistered the vessel
on 24 May 2022;% (b) the tanker was illegally carrying fuel and oil cargoes from the port of Benghazi, outside the umbrella
of the National Qil Corporation”; and (c) that flag States should take responsibility for vessels that conduct illicit activities.

D. Panel assessment

18.  The Panel found that the MT Queen Majeda illicitly exported petroleum products from Libya at least four times. The
investigations into the networks involved in the illicit exports continue.

%! Thereby confirming that the vessel was indeed flagged by Libya.
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Appendix 75.A Satellite imagery of MT Queen Majeda in Benghazi old harbour
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Appendix 75.B Cargo documents for 8 May 2022 loading

()

RAS EL MUNGAR TERMINAL

CERTIFICATE OF ORIGIN

Shipment No:14/22 Date 08" May 2022

This is to Certify that the Cargo of Gasoil loaded :

S/S: : QUEEN MAJEDA

M/V

Consignor : ELDWADI SHIPPING LTD

Consignee : Tb the order of ELDWADI SHIPPING LTD
Destination : FOR ORDER PORTO ROMANO ALBANIA
Is a Product of : LIBYA

RAS EL MUNGAR TERMINAL

Source: Confidential.
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Appendix 75.C Cargo documents for 7 August 2022 loading

RAS EL MUNGAR TERMINAL

CERTIFICATE OF ORIGIN

Shipment No:15/22 Date: 07/08/2022

This is to Certify that the cargo of Gasoil loaded: 2.235,90 MT

Port of discharge: DURRES ALBANIA

M/T : QUEEN MAJEDA
Consignor : ELDWADI SHIPPING LTD
Consignee : To the ored of ELDWADI SHIPPING LTD

Destination : FOR ORDERS PORTO ROMANO DURRES ALBANIA
Is a product of : LYBIA

MT QUEEN MAJEDA
. KRB

Source: Confidential.
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Appendix 75.D Cargo documents for 5 September 2022 loading

y ¢

b
BREGA PETROLIUM RAS EL MUNGAR TERMINAL
R BENGHAZI LYBIA
Nt O Conpugation
CERTIFICATE OF ORIGIN

Shipment No:16/22 Date: 05/09/2022

This is to Certify that the cargo of Gasoil loaded: 2.272,7172 MT

Port of discharge: DURRES ALBANIA

S/s : QUEEN MAJEDA

M/T

Consignor : ELDWADI SHIPPING LTD
Consignhee

: To the order of ELDWADI SHIPPING LTD

Destination : FOR ORDERS PORTO ROMANO DURRES ALBANIA

Is a product of :LYBIA
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Appendix 75.E Letter requesting release of the vessel

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Cooperation

Ref. 17434/1-1
Date : 07/12/2022

To:
M/S Concerned Albanian Authorities
Libyan Embassy — Tirana

Albania

Dear Sirs,

The Libyan Ministry of Foreign Affairs hereby certifies that there is no
claim from the Libyan state regarding the vessel Queen Majeda (IMO No.
91 15806) and its cargo, which your authorities have detained and
currently in Durres Port, Albania.

There are no legal reservations about the oil tanker with regard to the
shipping documents issued by the Brega Oil Marketing Company No.
091004/091003/091005 and the Certificate of Origin issued by the
Military Investment Authority No. 000335, and the documents are
officially approved and ratified by us.

Please kindly take your necessary actions 10 release the vessel, the crew
and the goods on board the above-mentioned vessel.

Best Regards,

Source: Confidential.
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Annex 76

Unidentified tanker at fuel smuggling pumping station at Sidi Ali

A Tanker Vessel Docking Offshore by Pumping Station, Sidi Al
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A tanker vessel docking offshore
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Location is at 33°02'19.37"N, 11°55'01.42"E.

265/294



$/2023/673

Annex 77 Maritime fuel smuggling in the west

A MT Xelo (IMO: 7618272)

1. In the night of 14 April 2022, the Equatorial Guinean-flagged MT Xelo (IMO: 7618272), a 1,010 deadweight tonnage
(DWT) oil bunkering tanker, sank in Tunisian waters off the Port of Gabes (TNGAE).8? This was her first visit to Tunisia,
having previously mostly operated around Hurd Bank [35°53'52.00"N, 14°45'37.00"E] and other locations just outside
Maltese territorial waters. She had numerous instances of “going dark” by deactivating her automatic identification system
(AIS). The vessel was once, on 28 September 2021, seen anchored in littoral waters at the Sidi Ali pumping station in Abu
Kammash, Libya [33° 02'19.37"N, 11°55'01.42"E], where the Panel suspects that she illicitly loaded fuel (see also paragraph
120 of the report).

2. On 21 March 2022, the vessel was at Hurd Bank when she “went dark” by deactivating her AIS. Her AIS signal
reappeared on 28 March south-south-east of Malta and returned to Hurd Bank. The six days she was unaccounted for would
have been sufficient for a voyage to Abu Kammash.

3. On 31 March 2022, the vessel left for Tunisia, where she made a port call in Sfax port, Tunisia (TNSFA). On 4 April
2022, coming from Hurd Bank near Malta, and left with a declared destination of Damietta port, Egypt (EGDAM) on 8
April 2022. She loitered just outside Sfax for a day and then disconnected her automatic identification system (AIS) on 9
April. On 14 April, her AIS signal reappeared 6 nautical miles (nm) off Djerba, Tunisia, having been unaccounted for almost
five days. That time would again have allowed a visit to Abu Kammash. She sank the same night 3nm off Gabes, Tunisa.

4. The vessel fulfilled several of the Panel’s indicators for suspicious behaviour, and the Panel’s investigation into
whether the vessel illicitly exported refined petroleum products from Libya previously and in particular between 8 and 14
April 2022, continues. Neither Equatorial-Guinea nor Tunisia responded to the Panel’s letters.

B. MT Serdar (IMO: 9062398)

5. Libya informed the Panel on 5 July 2023, in response to its letter dated 17 March 2023, that on 1 March 2023, the
Libyan Coast Guard, the General Administration for Coastal Security (GACS) and the Petroleum Facilities Guards seized
the MT Serdar (IMO: 9062398) in a joint mission, as she was smuggling fuel out of Abu Kammash. The vessel was brought
to Tripoli port (LYTIP), where the crew was handed over to Deterrence Apparatus for Combating Organized Crime and
Terrorism (DACQOT).

6. The Panel established that the vessel had sailed from Tuzla, Turkiye (TRTUZ), on 23 February 2023 with declared
destination Valetta, Malta (MTMLA), when its AlS was disconnected at Hurd Bank, just outside Maltese territorial waters
on 27 February. Malta informed the Panel that the vessel had not notified the relevant Maltese authority of any entry into its
territorial waters and ports and had also not requested vessel traffic services (VTS). No service vessels reported having
provided services to the vessel.

7. The vessel is a 1,629 DWT oil/chemical tanker that previously operated under the name Munis. Since 31 January
2023 she operates under the name Serdar, flagged by Saint-Kitts and Nevis. The vessel’s owner is M&A Shipping and
Trading Ltd., a company based in Marshall Islands with a contact address in Istanbul, Turkiye. Its operator is a company
based in Istanbul, Tlrkiye, Fortuna Gemi Isletmeciligi Denizcilik ve Teknik Danismanlik Ticaret Ltd Sti. The Panel wrote
to the owner on 22 March 2023, and copied Saint Kitts and Nevis (flag State), the Marshall Islands (State of incorporation)
and Turkiye (State of additional company address). No response was received. The Panel could not contact the operator, as
its email address was dysfunctional, and its website appeared to be infected with a virus.38

C. Other cases under investigation

8. The Panel is also investigating potential smuggling of fuel by another tanker, the MV Alkareem (IMO: 7359149),
which was reportedly seized by Libyan authorities on 24 April 2022 for smuggling petroleum.3® Furthermore, the Panel is

32 S&P Maritime.

%3 1) https://www.agenzianova.com/en/news/tunisia-oil-tanker-xelo-sunk-the-crew-ends-up-in-jail/, 27 April 2022; and 2)
https://www.middle-east-online.com/en/commercial-ail-tanker-runs-aground-tunisian-coast, 16 April 2022.

384 trinfo@°fortunashipping.com.tr; website not replicated in linkable format for IT safety reasons.

385 https://twitter.com/ObservatoryL Y/status/15180242762422231052t=t4rw6Cw2jvG3pzSYtfQSow&s=09, 24 April 2022.
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investigating reports®® that authorities in Misrata had seized diesel fuel hidden in cargo containers that were supposed to be
exported from Libya. Reports speak of 14 20-foot containers, which equals about 280,000 litres (238 tonnes) in total.%” A
confidential source told the Panel that there were as many as 20 containers, which would equal around 400,000 litres (340
tonnes).

386 Confidential source; see also 1) https://libyaherald.com/2023/06/attempt-to-smuggle-20000-litres-of-diesel-from-misrata-free-
zone-thwarted-by-authorities/, 12 June 2023; and 2) https://libyaobserver.ly/inbrief/authorities-foil-attempt-smuggle-diesel-fuel-

misrata-port, 13 June 2023.
387 https://twitter.com/TheLibyaUpdate/status/1668286975449735171, 12 June 2023.

23-15247 267/294


https://libyaherald.com/2023/06/attempt-to-smuggle-20000-litres-of-diesel-from-misrata-free-zone-thwarted-by-authorities/
https://libyaherald.com/2023/06/attempt-to-smuggle-20000-litres-of-diesel-from-misrata-free-zone-thwarted-by-authorities/
https://libyaobserver.ly/inbrief/authorities-foil-attempt-smuggle-diesel-fuel-misrata-port
https://libyaobserver.ly/inbrief/authorities-foil-attempt-smuggle-diesel-fuel-misrata-port
https://twitter.com/TheLibyaUpdate/status/1668286975449735171

$/2023/673

Annex 78 2146 focal point

A October 2022: Focal point’s notification on illicit exports of refined product from Benghazi

1. On 18 October 2022, the focal point pursuant to resolution 2146 (2014), Imad Ben Rajeb shared with the Panel his
notification letter, dated that same day, “to whom it may concern”, informing about attempts to illicitly export petroleum
products from the port of Benghazi (see appendix 78.A). According to the focal point, the letter was sent in agreement with
National Oil Corporation (NOC) leadership to commercial contacts, to ensure they do not approach Benghazi. Shortly after,
the focal point’s letter appeared on social media, where speculation about the involvement of Saddam Haftar surfaced .38 A
few days later, although its leadership was put in copy on the letter, the NOC denied smuggling operations from Libyan
ports and the authenticity of the document.3&°

2. On 19 October 2022, the focal point informed the Panel about a specific vessel, the MT Sea Fortune (IMO 9427275,
flag State: Marshall Islands), loading illicitly refined product at the Benghazi port outside the umbrella of the NOC. The
focal point further stated that he requested the Libyan Ministry of Foreign Affairs to contact the flag State to ultimately
inform the Committee to request the vessel’s designation under resolution 2146 (2014), but that the Ministry was slow to
react to his request for reasons unknown to him. The focal point ultimately did not notify the Committee.

B. Incremental withdrawal of the focal point

3. Until 23 November 2022, the Panel was unable to reach the focal point. On that day, the focal point informed the
Panel that he had been instructed not to engage with the Panel about any ports not under the purview of the NOC because,
following the leak of his letter to the media, “Saddam Haftar had complained” about the focal point’s activities. For this
reason, the focal point said, he was concerned about his safety and had offered to resign as 2146 focal point. He also stated
that he was exploring various technical measures to prevent further attempts of fuel smuggling, such as by adding dyes, to
make fuel more difficult to market by smugglers.

4, The conversation on 23 November 2022 was the last that the Panel had with the focal point, until a few days before
the Panel’s visit to Tripoli in early January 2023. On 3 January 2023, the focal point informed the Panel that the Libyan
government had nominated a new 2146 focal point as his replacement. The Panel noted that the Committee had not received
a notification about this change. The Panel asked Ben Rajeb for a meeting in Tripoli with the new focal point, as well as
with Ben Rajeb himself, in his capacity as head of the marketing department of the NOC. The Panel also sent several requests
for a meeting with the chairman of the NOC, Farhat Bengdara, through Ben Rajeb, through the Permanent Mission of Libya
to the UN, and through Bengdara’s assistant, all to no avail.

C. Peculiar phone call and arrest of the focal point

5. In the late evening of 6 January 2023, Ben Rajeb called a member of the Panel and said that he had an individual on
another telephone line claiming to belong to the “Sanctions Committee”. He inquired if that person, calling himself “Sam”,
was part of the Panel. The Panel member denied and Ben Rajeb connected the two telephone lines to confront “Sam”. During
the joint call, the individual introduced himself with the name of an UNSMIL staff member (who later confirmed that he
was not the caller). Asked about his affiliation, he pretended that he would be part of upcoming UN activities relevant for
the Panel’s work, such as attending “next week’s meeting with Ben Rajeb” and sharing the flight from Tunis to Tripoli with
the Panel “the next day” (the flight was in reality scheduled for two days later). “Sam” then, referring to the earlier part of
the conversation the Panel member had not witnessed, asked Ben Rajeb if he was “sure that he was not in Libya” (Ben Rajeb
was abroad at the time). Ben Rajeb then ended the conversation. In a follow-up call, the seemingly puzzled Ben Rajeb said
that before the Panel member joined the call, “Sam” had advised him against returning to Libya, as he would be arrested
“by unknown actors” there. Ben Rajeb said he would not heed that warning.3%

6. On 10 January 2023, the Panel agreed with Ben Rajeb to meet him at NOC premises in Tripoli on 12 January 2023.
Ben Rajeb noted that at the time of the conversation he was at the Office of the Attorney General (AGO). In the evening of

388 See, for example, https://twitter.com/HA REPORTER2/status/1583713384117460992, 22 October 2022.
389 https://thelibyantimes.com/libyas-noc-denies-fuel-smuggling/, 24 October 2022.
390 “Sam” was calling from a Lebanese phone number.
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10 January, the Panel learned that Ben Rajeb had been arrested pursuant to an arrest warrant issued by the Attorney
General 3%

7. During the meeting with the Panel on 16 January 2023, the Attorney General confirmed that Ben Rajeb had presented
himself at his office the day he was arrested. The Attorney General further explained to the Panel that Ben Rajeb and other
staff of the NOC and of Brega Oil Marketing Company had been arrested based on charges of violating national obligatory
quality standards for the fuel in the Libyan market by procuring substandard fuel to Libya (under 95 Octane) and then adding
excessive amounts of manganese and dyes to make the fuel appear of higher quality. The manganese had damaged a large
number of consumers’ engines. The investigations had started in mid-2021. By the time of the writing of this report, the trial
had already taken place, and judgement was expected to be rendered around mid-July 2023. In an online meeting with the
Panel on 26 June 2023, the NOC expressed doubts about the veracity of the allegations.

D.  Meetings in Tripoli

8. On 11 January 2023, Bengdara’s assistant confirmed Ben Rajeb’s arrest and informed the Panel that he would meet
the Panel instead, with colleagues from the NOC’s marketing department, however not at the agreed meeting time on 12
January, as he was abroad that day. Instead, he offered to meet the Panel on 15 January. In the following days, the Panel
continued to try to confirm the meeting time, however Bengdara’s assistant did not respond. In the evening of 15 January,
the Panel offered to meet the NOC on 16 January, the last day of its stay in Libya. Again, Bengdara’s assistant did not react.
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs was also unable to arrange a meeting with the NOC.

9. On 12 January 2023, the Panel met the Minister of Oil and Gas, Mohammed Aoun, who informed the Panel that the
new focal point pursuant to resolution 2146 (2014) was with his Ministry. He handed the Panel a letter dated 29 November
2022, which requested the Libyan Ministry of Foreign Affairs to inform the Sanctions Committee of the nomination of
Mustafa Abdullah Bin Issa as new focal point pursuant to resolution 2146 (2014) (see annex 31). The nomination was
officially conveyed to the Committee by Libya’s Permanent Representative to the United Nations by letter dated 16 June
2023.

E. Panel’s assessment

10.  Over most of the mandate, not only the Panel, but also the Committee, were lacking a reliable counterpart in Libya
to implement the mandated activities of resolution 2146 (2014). Since summer 2022 the former focal point incrementally
reduced the level of contact with the Panel. The weekly or bi-weekly communications of previous mandates were reduced
to monthly or bi-monthly ones, and the quality of information decreased. During this time, the focal point conveyed to the
Panel several times that he had personal security concerns. Since the former focal point’s arrest, attempts to re-establish a
line of communication with the NOC failed until the Panel ultimately sent a formal letter to the NOC on 26 May 2023, to
which the NOC responded on 31 May 2023. This led to its first substantive meeting with NOC representatives since summer
2022, on 26 June 2023, by virtual means.

11.  The new 2146 focal point, Ben Issa, is the Director General of Technical Affairs at the Ministry of Oil and Gas, and
also serves as Libya’s Governor at the Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC). The Panel previously
engaged intensively with the Libyan government and the NOC to identify the best-suited position an individual should hold
to most effectively serve as 2146 focal point. From these discussions at the time resulted that the focal point should be
located in the NOC’s Marketing Department, as that department is at the forefront of all matters relating to imports and
exports of petroleum to and from Libya. Ben Issa is part of Ministry of Oil and Gas, which by its own account is “responsible
for executing government policies and regulations regarding Gas and Oil, such as managing production and exporting
processes”.® In his meeting with the Panel on 12 January 2023 in Tripoli, the Minister of Oil and Gas explained to the
Panel that his Ministry’s main responsibilities were the monthly pricing of petroleum; strategic planning; and the collection
of oil revenue. He noted that while he was aware of fuel smuggling “in Zuwarah and other places”, this was not the
responsibility of the oil sector, but that of law enforcement.

12.  Inthe 26 June 2023 meeting with the Panel, the NOC noted that the organizational placement of the new 2146 focal
point was removed from the daily import and export business of the NOC. Whether this will impact the effective

391 https://twitter.com/TheLibyaUpdate/status/1612922380170547203?2t=4IRz0SOMEdSosxDHca8G0g&s=09, 10 January 2022.
392 https://csc.gov.ly/en/portfolio/ministry-of-oil-and-gas/.
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implementation of resolution 2146 (2014), which requires time-sensitive and technically detailed exchanges on individual
import and export activities, remains to be seen.
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Appendix A to Annex 78: Open letter from Imad Ben Rajeb to commercial contacts

Source: 2146 focal point (submitted to Panel as displayed).
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Annex 79 Mohsen Derregia court case against the Board of Trustees of the LIA
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OFFICIAL UN TRANSLATION
Reference 2301376E
Translated from Arabic

State of Libya In the name of God, the Merciful, the Compassionate
Supreme Court

The Administrative Chamber

In open session on the morning of Wednesday, 13 Rajab, A.H. 1440 (20 March, A.D. 2019), in the High Court building
in Tripoli

Presided over by Justice Nur al-Din Ali al-lkrimi, President of the Chamber
Comprising the following members:

Justice Nasr al-Din Muhammad al-Aqil
Justice Abd al-Qadir Abd al-Salam al-Munsaz

In the presence of the attorney-general of the Review Office: Uthman Sa’id al-Mahishi
Registrar: Musa Sulayman al-Jiddi

Has issued the following judgement
in administrative appeal 26/65 gaf

Brought by: Mohsen Ali Derregia
Represented by Abd al-Hadi Ali al-Azumi

Against;

1. The Prime Minister, in that capacity

2. The Minister of Finance, in that capacity

3. The Minister of Planning, in that capacity

4. The Minister of the Economy, in that capacity

5. The Governor of the Central Bank of Libya, in that capacity

All represented by the Litigation Department

Concerning the judgment issued by the Court of Appeals of Tripoli, Administrative Chamber, on 17 June 2013, in
administrative case No. 79/2013.

This Court has reviewed the documents and heard the summary report, the oral briefs and the views of the Review
Office.

The facts
The Appellant filed case No. 79 (2013) before the Administrative Chamber of the Court of Appeals of Tripoli against
the respondents, contesting decision No. 2 (2013) of the Board of Trustees of the Libyan Investment Authority (LI1A), dated

30 January 2013, appointing Ali Muhammad Salim al-Hibri as temporary Chair of the Board of Directors and Executive
Director of LIA, to fulfil the functions of the Board of Directors pending the appointment of a Chair of the Board and an
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Executive Director. That decision rescinded decision No. 14 (2012) of the Board of Trustees of LIA; it was effective from
the date of its adoption and superseded any provision to the contrary.

The Appellant maintained that the contested decision infringed his legal position as Chair of the Board of Directors
of LIA. He raised several grievances; asked for his appeal to be accepted in form; asked for an urgent stay on the decision;
and asked for the decision to be rescinded on substantive grounds. The Court ruled that it was not competent to consider his
appeal. That judgment is the subject of the current appeal.

Procedure

The judgment was rendered on 17 June 2013. There is nothing in the case file to state that it was announced. On 4
December 2017, the Appellant's representative decided to file an appeal with the Registrar of the High Court. He settled the
fee and filed power-of-attorney documents; a brief setting out the reasons for the appeal; an explanatory brief; and a copy
of the appealed judgment. On 14 December 2017, he added the original copy of the public declaration of appeal submitted
to the Litigation Department on 6 December 2017.

The Litigation Department filed a defence brief on 3 January 2018.
The Appellant’s lawyer filed a response brief on 25 January 2018.

The Review Office filed a brief finding that the appeal was receivable in form, that the appealed judgment should be
overturned and that the case should be remanded.

On 29 October 2018, the Appeals Analysis Chamber referred the appeal to the present Chamber. At the appointed
hearing, the Review Office confirmed its earlier view, and the case was scheduled for consideration at today’s session.

Reasons
The appeal meets the legal requirements and is therefore receivable in form.

The Appellant’s grievances against the appealed judgment include an error in application of the law, flawed reasoning
and insufficient motivations. [He argues] that the Court declined to examine the nature of the appealed decision before
declaring itself not competent to hear the case. It deemed the contested decision to be a matter of assigning duties. In
accordance with the principle of legality and the rule of law, it ought, rather, to have subjected the decision to full scrutiny
and assessed it from a legal standpoint, without limiting itself to the grounds set out in its reasoning and the respondents’
defence, in order to ascertain whether or not it was competent. That is particularly true given that the decision caused the
Appellant significant harm: it caused him to be dismissed from his job, as was stated in the letter sent to the Appellant by
the Secretary of the Board of Trustees of LIA informing him of the termination of his functions in LIA and, hence, the end
of his contract with LIA. Because the Court held that it was not competent based on the justifications set out in the reasoning,
its judgment is insufficiently motivated. Moreover the judgment does not mention the facts of the case, and does not give
them due attention. It is therefore flawed and should be overturned.

That grievance is broadly correct. The legal approach in a case should be conditioned by what the applicant seeks and
the object of their motions. The Court should examine the facts of the brief, put them to the test, and apply reasoned
arguments that are solidly based on the case documents.

The Appellant's grievance, as can be seen from the appealed judgment, concerns the premature end of his employment
contract. As a public servant, in accordance with the Labour Relations Act (Act No. 12 (2010)), his service could be
terminated only subject to the conditions set forth in articles 42 and 172 thereof. The contested decision is arbitrary and
contrary to the law, and it did the Appellant great harm, causing him to lose his salary, which was his only means of
livelihood. In his appeal file, the Appellant includes a letter dated 7 February 2013 sent to him by the Secretary of the Board
of Trustees and the Board of Directors of LIA informing him of the contested decision and indicating that his duties in LIA
were being terminated. The letter has marking showing that it was added to his file deposited with the Court that handed
down the judgment. The Appellant also attached a copy of his employment contract with LI1A, which has markings from the
competent official showing that it was included in the appeal file before the aforementioned Court. It follows that the
Appellant had a contractual relation with LIA further to the contract drawn up on 6 April 2012, which sets out the rights and
duties of both parties. Article 2 thereof states that the contracted position is that of Chair of the Board of Directors of LIA.
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Avrticle 4 states that the duration of the contract is two years, subject to renewal. The salary and benefits are set out in article
5. By virtue of article 1 of the contested decision, Mr. Ali Muhammad Salim Hibri was appointed Chair of the Board of
Directors and Executive Director of LIA. By virtue of article 2, Board of Trustees decision No. 14 (2012) was rescinded.
Accordingly, the Secretary of the Board of Trustees wrote to the Appellanton 7 February 2013 informing him that his duties
at LIA had been terminated. Given that situation, the contested decision was not, as the appealed judgment deemed it to be,
an administrative decision assigning duties. Instead, it was a decision to terminate the Appellant’s service with LIA.
However, the Appellant was employed under a contract with a public entity and, in the eyes of the law, he was a public
employee. The administrative justice system was therefore competent to examine his claim that the final administrative
decision terminating his service should be rescinded.

In the appealed judgment, the Court deemed itself not competent to consider the case, but it did so without verifying
the substance of the contested decision affecting the Appellant, as laid out in his motions, the employment contract and the
documents which he provided. The Appellant's grievance that is claim received insufficient and incomplete consideration is
thus apt, and the decision must be overturned, without there being any need to examine the other grounds for the appeal.

For those reasons,

This Court finds the appeal receivable in form, overturns the appealed judgment, and remands the claim to the Court
of Appeals of Tripoli, Administrative Chamber, to be considered again by different judges.

Justice Justice Justice
Nur al-Din Ali al-1krimi Nasr al-Din Muhammad al-Aqil ~ Abd al-Qadir Abd al-Salam al-
President of the Chamber  Member of the Chamber Munsaz

Member of the Chamber

Registrar of the Chamber
Musa Sulayman al-Jiddi
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Annex 80 Communication from the CBL to the Office of the Public Prosecutor informing

about the counterfeit bank notes

1. The source for all documents in this annex is the Central Bank of Libya
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OFFICIAL UN TRANSLATION
Reference 2300048E
Translated from Arabic

Central Bank of Libya
P.O. Box 1103 | Telegraphic address: Bank of Libya, Tripoli, Libya

Banknote inspection report

We are writing to you with regard to the 50-dinar banknotes bearing the signature of the Deputy Governor, Ali al-
Habri, that were sent to us this morning, Thursday, 17 November 2022. After inspecting those banknotes, we should like
to inform you of the following differences:

The quality of the paper

The serial numbers are not reflective

They do not contain reflective fibres

The silver ribbon is not reflective

Accordingly, the above-mentioned banknotes are counterfeit.

Accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.
(Signed) Maylud al-Tahir al-Fartas
Director, Issuance Department
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OFFICIAL UN TRANSLATION
Reference 2300048E
Translated from Arabic

Central Bank of Libya
P.O. Box 1103 | Telegraphic address: Bank of Libya, Tripoli, Libya
Important and urgent

Date: 17 November 2022
Ref.: 18/1262

To: His Excellency the Public Prosecutor

Sir,

I should like to inform you that counterfeit banknotes bearing the signature of the Deputy Governor, Ali al-Habri, were
seized in the evening of Wednesday, 16 November 2022. According to the Issuance Department, the specifications of the
seized banknotes differ from those of 50-dinar notes printed in Russia, which also bear the signature of the Deputy Governor.
We have not been able to determine the source of those banknotes, where they were printed or their number.

We have issued a notice directed to the members of the public and commercial banks and urged them to be on guard.
We trust that you will take the actions that you are authorized to take under the law.

Accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.
(Signed) Al-Siddig Umar al-Kabir
Governor

CC:

President of the Presidency Council

Prime Minister

Director, Legal Department

Director, Issuance Department

Director, Banking and Monetary Control Department
Director, Financial Intelligence Unit
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OFFICIAL UN TRANSLATION
Reference 2300048
Translated from Arabic

Important notice

The Central Bank of Libya states that counterfeit 50-dinar banknotes bearing the signature of the Deputy Governor,
Ali al-Habri, of the Central Bank of Libya were seized on Wednesday evening, 16 November 2022. The specifications of
those banknotes differ from those of the 50-dinar banknotes printed in Russia, which also bear the signature of the Deputy
Governor. The Central Bank of Libya has transmitted a report regarding this matter to the Office of the Public Prosecutor.

Therefore, caution must be exercised when handling these banknotes, of which the security authorities must be
informed.

Central Bank of Libya
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OFFICIAL UN TRANSLATION
Reference 2300048E
Translated from Arabic

Date: 17 Jumada | A.H. 1444
Corresponding to: 11 December A.D. 2022

To: His Excellency the Deputy Prosecutor at the Office of the Public Prosecutor (4)

Sir,

I am writing in response to your communication dated 5 December 2022 (ref. No. 4-8-17636) addressed to the
Governor of the Central Bank of Libya, in which you request samples of the seized counterfeit 50-dinar banknotes bearing
the signature of the Deputy Governor, Ali al-Habri, the specifications of which are different from those that were printed
in Russia and bear the same signature.

Accordingly, I transmit herewith five banknotes bearing the serial Nos. 2 ha /15-4554383, 2 ha’/15-2155612,
2 ha’l15-4557987, 2 ha’/15-2155315 and 2 ha /15-4558133. They are representative of the counterfeit banknotes that
were seized.

You are kindly requested to accept the present communication.
Accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.
(Signed) Maylud al-Tahir al-Fartas
Director, Issuance Department
cc:

The Governor
Director, Department of Legal Affairs
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OFFICIAL UN TRANSLATION
Reference 2300048E
Translated from Arabic

State of Libya Date:
Office of the Public Prosecutor Corresponding to:
Ref..

To: Governor of the Central Bank of Libya
Sir,

I am writing to you with regard to the ongoing investigation being conducted by the Office of the Public Prosecutor
that is mentioned in the communication from the Governor of the Central Bank of Libya concerning the seizure of
counterfeit 50-dinar banknotes. These counterfeit banknotes, which bear the signature of the Deputy Governor, Ali al-
Habri, have specifications that differ from the banknotes that are printed in Russia and bear the same signature.

You are therefore requested to transmit samples of the seized banknotes.

May the peace, mercy and blessings of God be upon you.
(Signed) Mustafa Khalifah al-Qaysah
Deputy Prosecutor at the Office of the Public Prosecutor
cc:
The Public Prosecutor
Director of the Office of the Public Prosecutor
Archive
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Source: Central Bank of Libya (CBL)
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Annex 81
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Certificate of death of Sayyid Mohammed Qadhaf Al-Dam (LYi.003)
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UN Official Translation
Reference 2313577E
Translated from Arabic

Arab Republic of Egypt
Ministry of the Interior
Civil Status Division

Copy of death record
National ID:
Particulars of deceased

Name: Sayyid Mohammed Qadhaf Al-Dam

Gender: Male Religion:  Muslim
Nationality: Libya

Mother’s name:

Social status: Married

Date of death: 16 March 2023
Place of death: Gizah
Age upon death: 75 years 00 months 22 days

Place of birth:

Health office: Fkkkkkokk Record No.: 477
Civil registry: Fkkkkkkk Date of record: 17 March 2023
Record issued: Fkkkkdkkk Date of issue: 9 April 2023

Serial number: 168175043

Check for watermark and eagle emblem of the Republic - Civil status document

Ministry of the Interior Request to obtain copy of death registration (Form 40/3)
Civil Status Division V11l
Name of person Date:

requesting service:
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Annex 82 Power of attorney signed by Saadi Qadhafi (LYi.015)
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UN OFFICIAL TRANSLATION
Reference 2311246E
Translated from Arabic

State of Libya
Government of National Unity
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Cooperation
Libyan Consulate General, Istanbul
Reference number: 75/1
Date: 11 November 2022
Power of Attorney (Special)

I, the undersigned, Saadi Muammar Mohammed Qadhafi,

Holder of passport number xxxxxxxxxxxx, issued in Tripoli on 19 May 2021 with an expiration date of 25
November 2026, and residing in Istanbul,

Declare, of my own free will and in my full legal capacity, that | have authorized XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX,
holder of passport number XXXxXXxXxXxXxxxxxX, issued on 23 July 2019, to represent me and act on my behalf and to follow
up on and complete all my administrative and legal procedures before governmental and non-governmental departments
and institutions, including courts and real estate registers, in Canada, with respect to the apartment that | own and is
registered in my name in Canada. He has the right to receive documents and to pay and receive all sums related to the
apartment and has the right of disposal through sale, investment and receipt of payment. The apartment details are as
follows:

10 NAVY WHARF COURT, SUITE 4603, TORONTO, ON, MV 3V2. This is a special power of attorney for the
above-named.

Signature and fingerprint of the client: Saadi Muammar Mohammed Gaddafi (Signed)

I, Salah al-Din Faraj Al-Kasih, Consul General of the State of Libya in Istanbul, certify the authenticity of the
signature of the client without bearing any responsibility for what is stated in this power of attorney. (Signed)

This power of attorney is registered under No. 75, dated 11 November 2022
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Annex 83 Photographs of Abd Al-Rahman al-Milad (LYi.026) (a.k.a al-Bija) active in
Libyan Coast Guard

Source: https://twitter.com/libyapress2010/status/1587460263405568000?s=20&t=BbUL t9tJ85gCPp5XL4vw7w, 01
November 2022.
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Annex 84 New identifying information for listed individuals
A LYi.025

Change a.k.a: c) Keslaf from good quality to low quality

B. LYi.026

Change name to: 1: Abd, 2: Al-Rahman, 3: Salim, 4: Ibrahim 5: al-Milad.
Title: Navy Major.
Add good quality a.k.a.: Abdulrahman Salim Milad Kashlaf.

National identification no (Libya): 2519910.

Other information: 1) Name of mother Huriyah Al-A’ib; and 2) Military ID is 36479.

C. LYi.029

Change DOB: From 04 April 1976 to 02 April 1976.
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