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Counterinsurgency	field	manual	summary

In	the	last	five	years,	the	fight	in	Afghanistan	has	been	limited	to	the	strategic	drift,	conflicting	tactics,	and	too	few	troops.	The	President	of	the	Joint	Chiefs	of	Staff,	Amm.	Michael	Mullen,	was	right	when	he	said	no	means	terms,	the	United	States	Congress	in	2007,	"in	Iraq,	we	do	what	we	must."	Of	other	war	AmericaÃ	¢	s,	he	said,	"In	Afghanistan,
we	do	what	we	can."	It	is	time	for	this	negligence	is	replaced	with	a	more	creative	and	aggressive	strategy.	United	States	Central	Command,	which	supervises	operations	in	Afghanistan	and	Pakistan,	is	now	guided	by	General	David	Petraeus,	the	architect	of	the	controlling-insurrection	strategy	of	the	military	¢	United	States	s	widely	accredited	with
Iraq	pulling	from	the	abyss.	Many	believe	that,	under	the	direction	PetraeusÃ	¢	s,	Afghanistan	can	in	the	same	way	pull	back	from	the	banking	abyss.	Two	years	ago,	General	Petraeus	has	supervised	the	creation	of	a	new	manual	counter-resurrection	field	for	US	military.	Its	release	marked	a	definitive	break	with	a	losing	strategy	in	Iraq	and	reflects	a
crawling	realization	in	Washington:	to	avoid	repeating	the	errors	of	the	Vietnam	War,	the	US	Army	should	have	learned	again	and	institutionalize	key	lessons	that	conflicts	¢	s.	At	that	time,	the	doctrine	of	the	manual	out	of	the	manual	was	enormously	controversial,	both	inside	and	outside	the	pentagon.	It	remains	so	today.	His	fundamental	principles
are	simple	but	radical:	focus	on	the	protection	of	civilians	during	killing	the	enemy.	Assume	a	greater	risk.	Minimum	use,	no	maximum	force.	For	a	military	built	on	how	to	avoid	accidents	with	rapids,	decisive	victories,	many	believe	these	precepts	veer	too	close	to	the	construction	of	the	nation	and	other	political	soldiers	are	poorly	equipped	for	the
handle.	Still	others	attack	philosophy	as	cynically	justifying	states	¢	continued	presence	in	Iraq	Ã	¢	Neocolonialism	dressed	in	PowerPoint.	In	both	cases,	the	critics	the	manual	is	to	recognize	a	singular	fact:	the	new	doctrine	of	the	counter-insurrection	represents	an	almost	total	rethinking	of	the	way	in	which	the	United	States	should	be	war.	But	such
rethink	has	never	been	more	needed.	Technological	advances	and	demographic	changes	indicate	the	possibility	of	an	increasingly	disordered	world	what	some	military	strategists	call	"an	era	of	persistent	irregular	war."	The	conventional	military	superiority	states	¢	prompted	its	enemies	inevitably	towards	insurrection	to	achieve	their	goals.	And	in	a
multipolar	world	in	which	small	wars	proliferate,	there	is	no	reason	to	believe	that	this	doctrine	forms	not	only	the	next	phase	of	fighting	in	Afghanistan	and	Iraq,	but	the	future	of	the	United	States	armed	forces.	The	increase	in	Iraq	was	a	primary	consequence	of	influence	of	the	new	counter-insurrection	DoctrineÃ	¢	s,	and	it	is	clearly	managed	to
improve	safety	there.	The	conventional	wisdom	on	what	to	do	in	Afghanistan	is	now	coalescence	about	two	action	courses	that	pass	mirror	taken	in	the	last	18	months	in	Iraq:	a	similar	increase	in	more	troops	and	the	will	to	negotiate	with	at	least	some	of	the	groups	that	oppose	the	coalition	¢	Presence.	If	it	is	true	that	a	new	plan	is	necessary	in
Afghanistan,	it	is	doubly	true	that	Afghanistan	is	not	Iraq.	Confering	the	two	conflicts	would	be	a	dangerous	simplification.	The	war	in	Iraq	was	mostly	urban,	largely	septarial,	and	contained	within	the	IraqÃ	¢	s	borders.	The	war	in	Afghanistan	was	intrinsically	rural,	mostly	limited	to	the	Pashtun	band	through	the	South	Country	¢	and	east,	and
inextricably	linked	to	Pakistan.	Because	the	nature	of	conflicts	are	different,	strategies	to	fight	them	must	be	equally	so.	The	very	fact	that	Pakistan	serves	A	sanctuary	for	Taliban	and	Al	Qaeda	makes	regional	diplomacy	much	more	necessary	than	it	was	in	Iraq.	Additional	troops	are	certainly	necessary	in	Afghanistan,	but	an	increase	is	not	equal
success.	Two	persistently	mild	myths	hinder	US	policy	in	Afghanistan.	First,	it	is	the	notion	that	the	border	region	known	between	Pakistan	and	Afghanistan	is	ungovernable.	The	area,	whose	land	resembles	the	Al	Range	of	the	US	Rocky	Mountains	along	a	boundary	along	some	distance	from	Washington	to	Albuquerque,	New	Mexico,	is	home	to	the
international	headquarters	of	Al	Qaeda	and	much	of	the	Taliban	insurgency.	However,	the	absence	of	a	central	government	in	Western	style	should	not	be	fraintennato	as	absence	of	governance.	The	Pashtun	tribes	along	the	border	have	a	long	history	of	religious	structures,	well-developed	social	and	tribal	and	have	developed	their	own	governance
and	methods	for	resolving	disputes.	The	instability	of	today	is	not	the	continuation	of	some	ancient	conditions;	It	is	the	direct	result	of	decades	of	intentional	dismantling	of	those	traditional	structures,	leaving	extremist	groups	to	fill	the	void.	Re-empower	local	leaders	can	help	to	return	the	border	region	to	an	acceptable	level	of	stability.	Secondly,	the
Afghans	are	not	engaged	xenophobic,	obsessed	by	unhook	the	coalition,	since	©	have	made	the	British	and	the	Soviets.	Most	of	the	Afghans	is	desperate	to	make	yes	that	the	Taliban	have	been	freed	from	their	villages,	but	resented	being	exposed	when	the	forces	are	not	left	behind	to	hold	what's	been	deleted.	Moreover,	they	fail	to	understand	why
the	coalition	©	fails	to	provide	the	basic	services	they	need.	The	Afghans	are	not	tired	of	the	western	presence;	They	are	frustrated	with	Western	incompetence.	On	a	recent	flight	by	helicopter	over	the	sharp	ridges	of	southeastern	Afghani	razor,	an	American	general	has	noticed	one	of	us	that	just	as	the	United	States	had	no	impact	to	lead
contrinomiatura	in	Iraq	effectively	until	2007,	he	had	equally	failed	in	Afghanistan	focusing	on	the	enemy	too	and	not	enough	to	provide	security	for	the	Afghan	people.	It's	almost	too	late.	In	the	next	phase	of	the	Afghan	war,	the	U.S.	Military	must	finally	do	what	is	often	not	managed	to	do	in	the	past:	to	follow	some	of	the	basic	precepts	of
contrinomiatura,	as	detailed	in	the	manual	field,	no	matter	how	they	may	appear	paradoxical.	Paradox	1:	Some	of	the	best	weapons	do	not	shoot.	1-1.	Afghanistan	is	one	of	the	poorest	and	least	developed	countries	in	the	world.	The	GDP	per	capita	is	$	350,	only	a	tenth	of	Iraq.	The	life	expectancy	is	44	years.	Nearly	three-quarters	of	the	population	is
illiterate.	The	country	has	50	percent	more	land	than	Iraq,	but	a	fifth	of	paved	roads.	Safety	is	important,	but	it's	development	-	enabled	by	responsible	governance	-	that	will	guarantee	a	lasting	peace.	1-2.	The	biggest	concern	for	Afghans,	according	to	the	survey	by	the	Asia	Foundation,	have	access	to	electricity,	jobs,	water	and	education.	Those	who
think	that	the	country	is	moving	in	the	right	direction	can	rightly	cite	cases	of	reconstruction	efforts	succeeded	as	the	main	cause	for	optimism.	For	these	reasons,	safety	should	not	be	seen	simply	as	a	necessary	precondition	for	the	development	efforts.	The	development	often	creates	safety	by	strengthening	people's	trust	in	their	government	and
providing	a	positive	alternative	to	the	Taliban	and	tangible.	Take	the	National	Solidarity	Program.	Under	this	initiative,	villages	elect	a	community	council	to	oversee	a	development	project	chosen	by	vote	of	the	village.	The	local	people	contribute	to	a	portion	of	the	capital,	labor	and	materials	and	the	allocated	aid	funds	are	distributed	transparently.
The	results	of	this	basic	process	have	been	remarkable:	although	the	Taliban	have	burned	hundreds	of	schools	across	Afghanistan,	almost	no	schools	built	under	this	program	has	been	destroyed,	largely	because	©	Taliban	knows	that	would	not	win	any	allies	destroy	them.	1-3.	Although	all	of	the	development	are	critical	in	this	impoverished	country,
the	roads	are	Single	most	important	route	for	success	in	Afghanistan.	In	the	province	of	Ghazni	last	summer,	one	of	us	spoke	with	an	Afghan	street	builder	whose	shirt	was	covered	with	dry	blood.	He	was	shot	by	the	Taliban	a	day	earlier	to	work	with	the	coalition,	but	he	had	returned	the	next	morning	with	his	paving	crew	because	he	thought	that	he
ended	that	road	was	the	best	way	to	strengthen	safety	in	his	own	In	fact,	the	United	States	in	general,	which	was	critical	of	US	counter-insurrection	efforts	in	Afghanistan	focused	on	AfghanistanÃ	¢	s	ring	road	from	the	window	of	his	Black	Hawk	helicopter,	and	stated:	"Where	the	road	ends,	begins	The	Taliban.	"	Paradox	2:	sometimes	the	most	to
protect	your	strength,	the	less	sure	you	can	be.	2-1.	US	military,	designed	to	inflict	overwhelming	and	disproportionate	losses	on	the	enemy,	tends	to	equate	victory	with	very	few	sacks	for	corpses.	So	he	does	the	American	public.	The	new	counter-insurrection	doctrine	reverses	this	immunity	perceived	by	accidents	asking	that	they	work	to	replace
fire	power.	The	soldiers	in	Afghanistan	must	come	out	among	the	people,	the	building	and	of	staff	the	joint	security	stations	with	Afghan	security	forces.	This	is	the	only	way	to	disconnect	the	enemy	from	civilians.	Persistent	presence	to	live	between	the	population	in	small	groups,	remaining	in	the	villages	during	the	night	for	months	at	the	Timea	is
dangerous,	and	it	will	mean	more	victims,	but	itÃ	¢	The	only	way	to	effectively	protect	the	population.	And	which	will	make	US	troops	more	secure	in	the	long	run.	2-2.	This	imperative	to	go	out	among	the	people	extends	to	the	civilians	of	the	United	States	as	well.	US	Embassy	staff	are	almost	completely	forbidden	to	move	around	Kabul	on	your	own.
Diplomacy	is,	of	course,	on	relationships,	and	the	rules	that	discourage	relationships	fundamentally	the	capacity	of	American	diplomats	to	do	their	job.	The	mission	in	Afghanistan	is	to	stabilize	the	country,	not	to	guarantee	the	embassy.	2-3.	Connection	strategy	suggests	that	victory	takes	from	20	to	25	countersurgents	every	1,000	residents.	Current
the	strength	of	the	troops	in	Afghanistan,	including	Afghan	forces,	are	about	a	third	of	that	level.	The	alternatives	are	strong	to	distribute	more	troops	or	to	change	the	mission.	Paradox	3:	the	hosts	do	something	enough	often	is	better	than	foreigners	who	do	it	well.	3-1.	The	United	States	and	their	allies	cannot	remain	in	Afghanistan	indefinitely.
Building	a	Afghan	security	force	and	a	credible	Afghan	government	is	the	fastest,	more	responsible	release	strategy.	US	efforts	have	so	far	been	mixed.	An	army	cannot	be	as	good	as	his	government,	and	the	government	of	President	Hamid	Karzai	was	paralyzed	by	corruption	and	connections	to	NarcoTraphic.	The	recent	decision	to	replace	the
interior	vituperate	minister	is	a	sign	that	persistent	US	complaints	about	bad	governance	could	always	be	through.	National	elections	provided	for	this	year	provide	an	incentive	for	the	Afghan	government	to	continue	to	improve,	and	serve	as	an	important	point	of	leverage	for	US	policy.	3-2.	At	the	end	of	the	day,	the	Performance	Coalition	¢	s	is	less
important	than	the	afghans	themselves	do.	Every	coalition	decision	and	each	operation	should	be	guided	by	two	questions:	does	this	further	the	Legitimity	of	the	Afghan	government?	And	is	that	the	deserving	government	of	our	support?	As	the	elders	of	the	tribes	in	the	province	of	Ghazni	said	recently,	they	feel	"a	slap	on	a	cheek	by	the	government,
and	the	other	cheek	from	the	Taliban."	The	United	States	can	and	must	take	the	Afghan	and	bureaucrate	soldiers	training	initiative	to	be	more	effective,	but	also	this	task	has	not	been	given	the	commitment	it	deserves.	Currently,	US	teams	advising	the	Afghan	army	are	managed	by	their	own	authorized	force;	The	police	mentor	teams	are	supposed	to
just	a	third	of	the	necessary	staff.	The	low	priority	assigned	to	this	key	of	any	successful	successful	strategy	is	an	unacceptable	defect	United	States	Policy	until	today.	Paradox	4:	sometimes	the	most	strength	is	used,	the	least	effective	it	is.	4-1.	In	2005,	the	coalition	conducted	176	near	air	support	missions	(in	which	aircraft	conduct	to	bomb	or
machine-gun	in	support	of	land	troops)	in	Afghanistan.	In	2007,	it	completed	3,572	such	missions.	Bombs	to	even	"intelligent"	bombs	are	a	fondous	bodies,	and	inevitably	kill	people	different	from	their	goals.	each	civil	civil	By	the	hand	of	the	coalition	the	finite	quantity	of	good	will	with	the	United	States	between	the	Afghan	people	decreases.	Every
civil	death	undermines	the	legitimity	of	the	Afghan	government	the	United	States	seek	support.	Every	civil	death,	when	refracted	through	the	Talibano	S	propaganda	campaign,	strengthens	the	narration	of	AmericaÃ	¢	s	enemies.	4-2.	If	military	units	undertake	to	use	less	force,	then	it	is	essential	that	others	on	the	battlefield,	especially	civil	security,
do	the	same.	One	of	us	had	a	recent	nightmare	experience	while	driving	in	a	convoy	protected	by	Afghan	security	entrepreneurs	on	a	road	near	Jalalabad.	We	have	more	rushed	through	national	police	blocking	places	without	stopping	and,	finally,	crashed	against	a	minibus	stopped	full	of	people.	The	momentum	of	our	heavily	armored	SUV	has	thrown
the	bus	out	of	the	road	network,	but	the	guards	refused	our	orders	to	stop	and	help,	quoting	fears	of	an	ambush.	Afghan	civilians	do	not	distinguish	between	excessive	force	used	by	soldiers	and	excessive	force	used	by	contractors.	In	a	war	in	which	perception	creates	reality,	we	all	suffer	the	consequences.	Paradox	5:	sometimes	don't	do	anything	is
the	best	reaction.	5-1.	Cross-border	incursions	in	Pakistan	to	pursue	the	insurgents	have	US	thesis	relationships	with	Pakistan	at	this	critical	moment	in	the	Afghan	countryside.	Pakistan	is	obviously	inextricably	linked	to	the	Afghan	insurrection.	The	Pashtun	belt,	like	the	border	area	between	the	two	countries	is	known,	constitutes	the	real	battlefield
in	this	war.	Connection	operations	in	Pakistan,	therefore,	are	an	essential	element	of	any	strategy	in	Afghanistan.	Without	the	support	of	Pakistan,	however,	unilateral	cross-border	incursions	will	create	more	backwards	than	they	are	valid.	5-2.	A	better	strategy	to	convince	Pakistan	to	act	as	an	ally	and	not	a	spoiler	in	Afghanistan	involves	gaining
short-term	tactical	gains	of	these	incursions	in	favor	of	regional	diplomacy	necessary	to	expand	and	deepen	the	United	States	and	Pakistan	report.	Even	after	Islamic	extremists	bombed	the	hotel	in	Islamabad	in	September,	in	an	attempt	to	assassinate	the	new	Civil	Leadership	of	Pakistan,	the	Pakistani	army	remains	more	focused	on	the	threat
perceived	by	India	than	on	the	real	threat	from	within	the	right	borders	CountryÃ	¢	s.	United	States	and	international	efforts	to	mediate	trusting	measures	between	India	and	Pakistan	are	likely	to	have	a	much	greater	impact	on	Pakistan's	counter-insurrection	efforts	compared	to	any	number	of	unilateral	incursions	in	the	United	States.	5-3.	More	US
troops	are	absolutely	necessary	to	reverse	the	trend	in	Afghanistan,	but	American	troops	are	a	short-term	response	for	a	series	of	lasting	problems.	Support	Afghan	and	Pakistani	governments	able	to	satisfy	the	needs	of	their	people	a	safety	including	one	must	be	the	long-term	solution.	The	paradoxes	of	counter-insurrection	in	detail	here,
counterintivative	as	they	can	be,	provide	the	best	points	of	reference	on	the	rocky	path	towards	success.	It	will	not	be	death	or	capture	of	every	last	enemy	fighter	that	wins	this	war,	but	the	creation	of	a	force	position	from	which	to	start	a	political	solution	lasting	at	a	conflict	cycle	with	no	other	purpose	in	sight.	In	the	last	five	years,	the	fight	in
Afghanistan	has	been	limited	to	the	strategic	drift,	conflicting	tactics,	and	too	few	troops.	The	President	of	the	Joint	Chiefs	of	Staff,	Amm.	Michael	Mullen,	was	right	when	he	said	no	means	terms,	the	United	States	Congress	in	2007,	"in	Iraq,	we	do	what	we	must."	Other	way	S,	he	said,	"In	Afghanistan,	we	do	what	we	can."	It	is	time	for	this	negligence
is	replaced	with	a	more	creative	and	aggressive	strategy.	United	States	Central	Command,	which	supervises	operations	in	Afghanistan	and	Pakistan,	is	now	guided	by	General	David	Petraeus,	the	architect	of	the	controlling-insurrection	strategy	of	the	military	¢	United	States	s	widely	accredited	with	Iraq	pulling	from	the	abyss.	Many	believe	that,
under	the	direction	PetrausÃ	¢	s,	Afghanistan	can	in	the	same	way	pull	back	from	the	of	failure.	Two	years	ago,	General	Petraeus	has	supervised	the	creation	of	a	new	manual	of	the	counter	camp	for	the	u.s.	Military.	Its	release	marked	a	definitive	pause	with	a	losing	strategy	in	Iraq	and	reflects	a	creeping	realization	in	Washington:	to	avoid	repeating
the	errors	of	the	Vietnam	war,	u.s.	The	military	should	wareare	and	institutionalize	the	key	lessons	of	the	conflict.	At	the	time,	the	doctrine	the	manual	will	have	been	enormously	controversial,	both	inside	and	outside	the	Pentagon.	It	remains	so	today.	His	key	principles	are	simple	but	radical:	focus	on	the	protection	of	civilians	killing	the	enemy.	Take
a	greater	risk.	Use	the	minimum	force,	not	maxim.	For	a	military	built	to	avoid	victims	with	fast	and	decisive	victories,	many	believe	that	such	precepts	are	too	close	to	the	construction	of	the	nation	and	other	political	tasks	the	soldiers	are	poorly	equipped	to	manage.	Others	again	others	attack	philosophy	how	to	cynically	justify	the	continuous
presence	of	the	United	States	in	Iraq	-	neocolonialism	dressed	in	PowerPoint.	In	any	case,	the	manual	critics	recognize	a	singular	fact:	the	new	doctrine	of	the	counter-material	represents	an	almost	total	total	rethinking	of	the	way	in	which	the	United	States	should	be	war.	But	such	rethink	has	never	been	more	necessary.	Technological	advances	and
demographic	shifts	point	to	the	possibility	of	an	increasingly	disordered	world	Ã	¢	â,¬	"What	some	military	strategists	are	calling"	an	era	of	persistent	irregular	war	".	The	conventional	US	military	superiority	has	pushed	its	enemies	inevitably	towards	the	insurrection	to	achieve	their	goals.	And	in	a	multipolar	world	in	which	small	wars	proliferate,
there	is	reason	to	believe	that	this	doctrine	will	modify	not	only	the	next	phase	of	fighting	in	Afghanistan	and	Iraq,	but	the	future	Army	US	The	wave	in	Iraq	was	a	primary	consequence	of	the	new	influence	of	the	doctrine	of	the	counter-tie,	and	has	clearly	managed	to	improve	safety	there.	The	conventional	wisdom	on	what	to	do	in	Afghanistan	is	now
coalescent	around	two	courses	of	action	that	the	mirror	passages	take	over	the	last	18	months	in	Iraq:	a	similar	wave	of	more	troops	and	the	will	to	negotiate	with	at	least	Alcu	Ni	of	the	groups	that	oppose	the	presence	of	the	coalition.	If	it	is	true	that	you	need	a	new	plan	in	Afghanistan,	it	is	doubly	true	that	Afghanistan	is	not	Iraq.	By	blending	the
two	conflicts	would	be	a	dangerous	excessive	simplification.	The	war	in	Iraq	was	mostly	urban,	largely	septarial,	and	contained	within	the	borders	of	Iraq.	The	Afghan	war	was	intrinsically	rural,	mostly	confined	to	the	Pashtun	belt	across	the	country	to	the	south	and	east,	and	inextricably	connected	to	Pakistan.	Because	conflict	natures	are	different,
strategies	to	fight	them	must	be	equally	so.	The	fact	that	Pakistan	acts	as	a	sanctuary	for	Taliban	and	Qaeda	make	regional	diplomacy	much	more	needed	than	it	was	in	Iraq.	Additional	troops	are	certainly	necessary	in	Afghanistan,	but	an	increase	itself	will	not	be	equal	success.	Two	myths	persistently	hinder	the	U.S.	policy.	In	Afghanistan.	The	first	is
the	notion	that	the	infamous	border	region	between	Pakistan	and	Afghanistan	is	ungovernable.	The	area,	whose	land	resembles	the	front	of	the	US	rock	mountains	along	a	border	along	a	border	along	the	distance	from	Washington	to	Albuquerque,	New	Mexico	is	home	to	the	international	headquarters	of	Al	Qaeda,	as	well	as	much	of	the	Taliban
Assurgence.	However,	the	absence	of	a	Western-style	central	government	should	not	be	misunderstood	as	the	absence	of	governance.	The	tribes	of	Pashtun	along	the	border	have	a	long	history	of	Religious,	social	and	tribal	well	developed	and	developed	their	governance	and	methods	to	resolve	disputes.	Today's	instability	is	not	the	continuation	of
some	ancient	conditions;	It	is	the	direct	result	of	decades	of	intentional	dismantling	of	those	traditional	structures,	leaving	extremist	groups	to	fill	the	void.	Local	local	re-enhancement	It	can	help	return	the	border	region	at	an	acceptable	level	of	stability.	Secondly,	Afghans	are	not	engaged	xenophobic,	obsessed	with	unhooking	the	coalition,	since	the
British	and	the	Soviets	have	made.	Most	Afghans	are	desperate	to	do	yes	that	the	Taliban	have	been	freed	from	their	villages,	but	they	look	forward	to	being	exposed	when	the	forces	are	not	left	back	to	keep	what	has	been	canceled.	Furthermore,	they	can't	understand	why	the	coalition	fails	to	provide	the	basic	services	they	need.	Afghans	are	not
tired	of	western	presence;	They	are	frustrated	with	western	incompetence.	On	a	recent	helicopter	flight	over	the	sharp	racer	of	the	south-eastern	shaver	of	Afghano,	an	American	general	noticed	one	of	us	who,	just	like	the	United	States	had	no	impact	to	lead	other	Iraq	in	an	effective	way	until	2007,	It	was	just	as	failed	in	Afghanistan	concentrating
too	much	on	the	enemy	and	not	enough	to	provide	security	for	the	Afghan	people.	It's	almost	too	late.	In	the	next	phase	of	the	Afghan	war,	u.s.	Military	must	finally	do	what	he	often	failed	to	do	in	the	past:	follow	some	of	the	basic	precepts	of	the	counter	colors,	as	detailed	in	the	field	manual,	no	matter	how	paradoxical	may	appear.	Paradox	1:	some	of
the	best	weapons	don't	shoot.	1-1.	Afghanistan	is	one	of	the	most	poor	and	less	developed	countries	in	the	world.	The	per	capita	GDP	is	$	350,	only	a	tenth	of	Iraq.	Life	expectancy	is	44	years	old.	Nearly	three	quarters	of	the	population	is	illiterate.	The	country	has	50	percent	more	than	the	Iraq,	but	a	fifth	of	the	asphalted	roads.	Security	is
fundamental,	but	it	is	the	development	-	enabled	by	responsible	governance	-	which	will	guarantee	lasting	peace.	1-2.	The	biggest	concerns	of	Afghans,	according	to	the	survey	by	the	Asia	Foundation,	are	access	to	electricity,	works,	water	and	education.	Those	who	think	that	the	country	is	moving	in	the	right	direction	can	rightly	mention	cases	of
successful	reconstruction	efforts	as	the	main	cause	of	optimism.	For	these	reasons,	security	should	not	be	seen	simply	as	a	precondition	necessary	for	development	efforts.	Development	often	creates	safety	by	strengthening	the	confidence	of	people	in	their	government	and	providing	a	positive	and	tangible	alternative	to	the	Taliban.	Take	the	national
solidarity	program.	On	the	basis	of	this	initiative,	the	villages	elect	a	Community	Council	to	supervise	a	development	project	chosen	by	the	village	vote.	Local	people	contribute	to	a	portion	of	capital,	work	or	materials,	and	the	aid	funds	assigned	are	distributed	transparently.	The	results	of	this	background	process	have	been	remarkable:	although	the
Taliban	has	burned	hundreds	of	schools	through	Afghanistan,	almost	no	schools	built	under	this	program	was	destroyed,	largely	because	the	Taliban	knows	that	he	would	not	win	any	allies	Destroy	them.	1-3.	Although	all	the	development	are	critical	in	this	impoverished	country,	the	roads	are	the	single	most	important	path	for	success	in	Afghanistan.
In	the	province	of	Ghazni	last	summer,	one	of	us	spoke	with	an	Afghan	street	builder	whose	shirt	was	covered	with	dry	blood.	He	was	shot	by	the	Taliban	a	day	earlier	to	work	with	the	coalition,	but	he	came	back	the	next	morning	with	his	height	paving	crew	because	he	thought	he	would	end	that	road	was	the	best	way	to	strengthen	the	safety	in	him
village.	In	fact,	u.s.	General	that	was	critical	of	the	US	counter-topic	efforts	in	Afghanistan	indicated	the	AFGHANISTAN	ring	road	from	the	window	of	its	Black	Hawk	helicopter,	and	declared:	"Where	the	road	ends,	the	Taliban	begins".	Paradox	2:	sometimes	more	protect	your	strength,	less	sure	you	can	2-1.	U.s.	Military,	designed	to	inflict
overwhelming	and	disproportionate	losses	on	the	enemy,	tends	to	equate	victory	with	very	few	body	bags.	So	he	does	the	American	public.	The	new	contrainer	doctrine	insurgency	subjected	to	this	immunity	perceived	by	the	victims	demanding	that	labor	replaces	fire.	Soldiers	in	Afghanistan	must	exit	between	people,	construction	and	staff	of	joint
security	stations	with	Afghan	security	forces.	This	is	the	IL	way	to	remove	the	enemy	from	civilians.	Persistent	presence	to	live	between	the	population	in	small	groups,	remaining	in	the	villages	during	the	night	for	months	at	the	Timea	is	dangerous,	and	it	will	mean	more	victims,	but	itÃ	¢	The	only	way	to	effectively	protect	the	population.	And	which
will	make	US	troops	more	secure	in	the	long	run.	2-2.	This	imperative	to	go	out	among	the	people	extends	to	the	civilians	of	the	United	States	as	well.	US	Embassy	staff	are	almost	completely	forbidden	to	move	around	Kabul	on	your	own.	Diplomacy	is,	of	course,	on	relationships,	and	the	rules	that	discourage	relationships	fundamentally	the	capacity
of	American	diplomats	to	do	their	job.	The	mission	in	Afghanistan	is	to	stabilize	the	country,	not	to	guarantee	the	embassy.	2-3.	Connection	strategy	suggests	that	victory	takes	from	20	to	25	countersurgents	every	1,000	residents.	Current	the	strength	of	the	troops	in	Afghanistan,	including	Afghan	forces,	are	about	a	third	of	that	level.	The	alternatives
are	strong	to	distribute	more	troops	or	to	change	the	mission.	Paradox	3:	the	hosts	do	something	enough	often	is	better	than	foreigners	who	do	it	well.	3-1.	The	United	States	and	their	allies	cannot	remain	in	Afghanistan	indefinitely.	Building	a	Afghan	security	force	and	a	credible	Afghan	government	is	the	fastest,	more	responsible	release	strategy.
US	efforts	have	so	far	been	mixed.	An	army	cannot	be	as	good	as	his	government,	and	the	government	of	President	Hamid	Karzai	was	paralyzed	by	corruption	and	connections	to	NarcoTraphic.	The	recent	decision	to	replace	the	interior	vituperate	minister	is	a	sign	that	persistent	US	complaints	about	bad	governance	could	always	be	through.	National
elections	provided	for	this	year	provide	an	incentive	for	the	Afghan	government	to	continue	to	improve,	and	serve	as	an	important	point	of	leverage	for	US	policy.	3-2.	At	the	end	of	the	day,	the	Performance	Coalition	¢	s	is	less	important	than	the	afghans	themselves	do.	Every	coalition	decision	and	each	operation	should	be	guided	by	two	questions:
does	this	further	the	Legitimity	of	the	Afghan	government?	And	is	that	the	deserving	government	of	our	support?	As	the	elders	of	the	tribes	in	the	province	of	Ghazni	said	recently,	they	feel	"a	slap	on	a	cheek	by	the	government,	and	the	other	cheek	from	the	Taliban."	The	United	States	can	and	must	take	the	Afghan	and	bureaucrate	soldiers	training
initiative	to	be	more	effective,	but	also	this	task	has	not	been	given	the	commitment	it	deserves.	Currently,	US	teams	advising	the	Afghan	army	are	managed	by	their	own	authorized	force;	The	police	mentor	teams	are	supposed	to	just	a	third	of	the	necessary	staff.	The	low	priority	given	to	this	keystone	of	any	successful	counterinsurgency	strategy	is
an	unacceptable	defect	in	US	policy	to	date.	Paradox	4:	Sometimes	the	more	force	is	used,	the	less	effective	it	is.	4-1.	In	2005,	the	coalition	has	conducted	176	close	air	support	missions	(where	the	aircraft	conducted	bombing	and	strafing	in	support	of	ground	troops)	in	Afghanistan.	In	2007,	he	completed	3,572	such	missions.	Bombs	also	A	"smart"
bombs	A	are	blunt	instruments,	and	inevitably	kill	people	other	than	their	targets.	Every	civilian	death	coalition	hands	over	further	decreases	the	amount	of	good	will	toward	the	United	States	among	the	Afghan	people.	Every	civil	death	undermines	the	legitimity	of	the	Afghan	government	the	United	States	seek	support.	Every	civil	death,	when
refracted	through	the	Talibano	S	propaganda	campaign,	strengthens	the	narration	of	AmericaÃ	¢	s	enemies.	4-2.	If	the	units	They	undertake	to	use	less	force,	then	it	is	essential	that	others	on	the	battlefield,	especially	civil	security,	do	the	same.	One	of	us	had	a	recent	nightmare	experience	while	driving	in	a	convoy	protected	by	Afghan	security
entrepreneurs	on	a	road	near	Jalalabad.	We	have	more	rushed	through	national	police	blocking	places	without	stopping	and	finally,	finally,	In	a	stopped	minibus	full	of	people.	The	momentum	of	our	heavily	armored	SUV	has	thrown	the	bus	from	the	roadway,	but	the	guards	rejected	our	orders	to	stop	and	help,	quoting	fears	of	ambush.	Afghan
civilians	do	not	distinguish	between	excessive	force	used	by	soldiers	and	excessive	force	used	by	contractors.	In	a	war	in	which	perception	creates	reality,	we	all	suffer	the	consequences.	Paradox	5:	sometimes	don't	do	anything	is	the	best	reaction.	5-1.	The	cross-border	Raids	in	Pakistan	to	pursue	the	insurgents	were	thesis	US	relations	with	Pakistan
in	this	critical	situation	in	the	Afghan	countryside.	Pakistan	is	obviously	inextricably	linked	to	Afghan	resurrection.	Pashtun's	belt,	as	the	border	area	between	the	two	countries	is	known,	constitutes	the	true	battlefield	in	this	war.	The	contrincomature	operations	in	Pakistan,	therefore,	are	a	necessary	component	of	any	strategy	in	Afghanistan.
Without	Pakistani	support,	however,	the	unilateral	cross-border	RAIDs	will	create	more	overhang	than	it	is	worth.	5-2.	A	better	strategy	to	persuade	Pakistan	to	act	as	an	ally	-	and	not	a	spoiler	-	in	Afghanistan	plans	to	renounce	the	short-term	tactical	gains	of	these	incursions	in	favor	of	the	regional	diplomacy	necessary	to	expand	and	deepen	the	US-
Pakistan	report.	Even	after	Islamic	extremists	bombed	the	Marriott	Hotel	in	Islamabad	in	September	in	September	in	an	attempt	to	assassinate	the	new	Civil	Leadership	of	Pakistan,	the	Pakistani	army	remains	more	focused	on	the	threat	perceived	by	India	that	on	the	true	threat	by	the	edges	of	the	own	country.	.	U.S.	And	international	efforts	for
broker	Construction	measures	of	trust	between	India	and	Pakistan	probably	have	a	much	greater	impact	on	Pakistani	counter-color	efforts	compared	to	any	number	of	unilateral	incursions	of	the	United	States.	5-3.	More	u.s	troops.	They	are	absolutely	necessary	to	transform	tide	into	Afghanistan,	but	American	troops	are	a	short-term	response	to	a
lasting	series	of	problems.	Supports	Afghan	and	Pakistani	governments	that	can	meet	the	needs	of	their	people	-	including	security	-	must	be	the	long-term	solution.	The	paradoxes	of	counter-insurrection	in	detail	here,	counterintivative	as	they	can	be,	provide	the	best	points	of	reference	on	the	rocky	path	towards	success.	It	will	not	be	death	or
capture	of	every	last	enemy	fighter	who	wins	this	war,	but	creating	a	strength	position	from	which	to	negotiate	a	lasting	political	solution	in	a	conflict	cycle	without	other	end	in	view.	view.
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