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Abstract:
The development of the manifestations of life reflected heavily on many joints of the
economic and hon-economic sectors, including the industrial sector has evolved from
primitive industries to technology-based industries. Accordingly, Industrial facilities
appeared it have different between them based on a number of statistical indicators,
such as the number of employees, the value of machinery and equipment, or the
value of production. Accordingly, the research was based on the main hypothesis that
there are differences between the industrial establishments in the Iraq according to
the statistical indicators mentioned above, so that a suitable statistical method can
be used to classify the industrial establishment. Accordingly, the aim of the research
was to evaluate the classification of industrial establishments at the Central Bureau of
Statistics and determine the validity of the statistical indicators used in the
classification and adopted the method of Distinct Analysis as one of the statistical
methods in classification to be the criterion in the classification of industrial
establishments in Iraq. The research limits included data for a number of statistical
indicators of a sample of industrial establishments for the year 2005 distributed to

the Iraqi governorates.
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