Seminar 7: Fighting the Phantom Enemy




Who/What is NATO fighting against?
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Al Qaeda? The Taliban? The designat
government? All anti-government for

= The definition of ‘the enemy’ has che
= This has provoked a feeling of insecu

s




What is NATO fighting for?

Vengeance?
War on Terror? . \
" ’
For the Western way of life?
For Afghans? Women, minorities?



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aMqYZYavKL0
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$ International Security Assistance Force @

ISAF EXPANSION
STAGE 1 (NORTH) 2004
STAGE 2 (WEST) 2005
STAGE 4 (EAST)
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This graphic depicts approximate oversight access areas
for reconstruction projects and activities in Afghanistan, These
oversight access areas represent access under the most favorable
conditions possible and do not include limitations due to terrain,

weather and security conditions
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How Is the counterinsurgency fought? 1/3

Boots on the Ground: US and other NATO troops in Afghanistan

TOTAL U.S. TROOPS
Numbers of troops are estimates Nov, 2009: 68,000 Sept. 2010 98,000
as numbers change daily. First troop increase - ~ Second Obama increase
under President Obama } ‘ 100,000
2002-2006 2007-2008 80,000
Low levels of violence Growing violence
' v ! 60,000
2002-2004 2004-2006 | H H
U.S. mission U.S. mission
limited to Kabul expands " Il ll N 40,000
1A |
il il + 0
2002 '03 '04 05 06 ‘07 '08 09 '10 11 '12 13
Sources: Congressional Research Service; Brookings Institute; media reports.
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W.Toq, 211513



How is the counterinsurgency fought? 2/3




How is the countermsyrgency fought?.3/3
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Training the Afghan Security Forces




Perceptions of foreign military personnel by Afghans

NATO deaths caused by Afghan security forces since 2003
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Hearts and Minds... or ‘population-centered strategies’

»

‘ prehensive
nic etc.
anding’ [of these

» Kilcullen’s ‘full spectrum approach’: predic
understanding of local factors: cultural, tribal} '“‘
factors] \ B

« Using ‘the road’ was, a tool to penetrate ho tile fe'r itory and provide a
array of government services and other (access to arkets etc).

— the foreign military become a state-building, develo \ent actor

« Capability of Provmmal Reconstruction Teams: focu on spending
money (Stryker Intﬂnm Report)

* Misguided development projects (Shahran dlstr‘g
schools)

» Conflict with other development actors: Afghan govemn, NGOs...

* Providing security to the Afghan population becomes central concern

\;érnment building,
o

-
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Afghanistan Stability / COIN Dynamics

ANSF &
Coalition
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Effects of Military Intervention in AfPak

* Disproportionate amount of aid goes
toward security forces, compared to
for example education or justice: civil
society comparatively weaker.

* Distribution of enormous amount of
weapons

I e Crystallization of armed resistance
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