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Abstract

This study examines the implications of U.S militentervention in Afghanistan for regional
peace, and the obstacles for bringing peace anbilgtain the country as well as in the region
by analyzing and reviewing different secondary sesr The study found the U.S military
intervention in Afghanistan since 2001 is unablebtimg (win) the peace in the region. The
current problem of Afghanistan is not only confinedt, rather caused serious dangers for the
neighboring countries. The intervention in Afgh#aisconducted with the aim of eliminating Al-
Qaeda and Taliban has brought enormous economicials@nd political implications or
changes in the region. Due to its geographical proty and ethnic similarity Central and
Southern Asian states were affected by threatsrodrism, religious extremispsmuggling and
drug trafficking. The conflict has become a regioniae, including the continuing challenges in
Tajikistan, the growing conflict led by the Islanhtovements of Uzbekistan involving several
states, process of political decay in Pakistan, axstirgency in Kashmir.

The main factors for the U.S-led coalition’s faduin promoting peace and stability in
Afghanistan and the region are also examined is #tudy. The failure of coherent strategy
among the coalition forces that integrates countesurgency and reconstruction operations,
lack of resource as a result of parallel conflict fraq that captured the attention of U.S
administration and lack of regional cooperatiordgrenal states inability to combat Taliban and
Al-Qaeda in its own border) are some of the reasémsddition, the legitimacy of the Karzai
government affected by incompetence and corruptperceived marginalization of certain
groups; slow progress in reconstruction and develept; disregard of Afghans’ cultural and
religious values and atrocities committed by U.3 &ATO forces are the other important
factors. Finally, the study concludes that the ective memory of the Afghans about outside
intervention and the ignorance of the local peofsttm government positions are the most
important factors for the resurgence of the Taliband Al-Qaeda insurgency, which is
responsible for regional instability. Based on thiee study concludes military action alone
couldn’t bring a real solution for the current priglns in Afghanistan and the region
Diplomatic commitments; like power sharing and rteggmn among the national government
and insurgents should be given priority.



Chapter |
Introduction

1.1Background of the Study

The outbreak of First World War (WWI) and the UrfBervention in 1917, after the sinking of
her ships (carrying supplies for the Allies) by therman sub-marines had a dramatic impact on
international affairs and America’s role in theniheTwar clearly showed the United States full
appreciation of its power in the world and reveritsdhistorical tradition of the “1823 Monroe
Doctrine”, in which the U.S warned the European emato keep their hands off and isolation of

U.S in the western hemisphere (Khanna, 2004:236ele1988:101).

In the Second World War (WWII) United States emdrgs the single most powerful nation in
the world. Eventually the Soviet Union would ritake United State’s military. After the end of
the war in 1945, during the Truman years, the WnBates went through what can only be
described as “aggressive” or a “revolution” in bdaghmilitary and foreign policies. Ultimately,
America becomes the spearhead of a vast, intrikzggn to create a new system of international
power that would contain the Soviet Union and itie® The intensive and extensive
competition with the Soviet Union and its erstwhalées, forced the United States to confront
radically new environments, like in Korea (1950-295Cuba (1961-1962), Vietnam (1965-
1975) and Afghanistan in 1979 (Kegley and Wittkd®&92: 9; Challener, 1970:1).

Until the overthrow of the Daoud regime in April 78 the United States had had a limited
involvement in Afghanistan’s political affair. Buthe Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in
December, 1979 saw the subsequent involvement @fUts in the country through the
channeling of funds and arming of local warlordsl délamic fundamentalist (Mujahedeen) for
the aim of bring down the Soviet military and theoddow backed regime in Kabul. As the
Soviet troops ballooned, the Afghan resistance gisw. By the mid of 1980s, the fighting had

caused unspeakable suffering on civilian populatibvith little chances of winning the conflict,



the Soviets were forced to withdraw from Afghamistath the signing of the Geneva Accords,
which ends a long-decade conflict in Afghanistanri{gel, 2009:5; Stork, 1980).

After the Soviets withdrew from Afghanistan in 1988e country itself collapsed into virtual
anarchy. Different factions of the Mujahedeen ggted for power in the countryside, while the
government of Muhammad Najibullah, the last Soustalled president controlled Kabul. In
reaction to the anarchy and warlordism in 1994ew group the Taliban (a movement of former
Mujahideen mostly Pashtuns who were educated imstalf emerged on the scene, which was
funded by the U.S, Britain, Pakistan and Saudi AraW/ith the aid of those powers, the Taliban
captured Kabul, removed warlords and imposed doich of Islamic government in the country
(Gasper, 2001:7-8).

United States initially accepted the Taliban goweent (which took power in September 1996)
with the hope that peace would be restored, coreidétal for oil and gas pipeline. Unocal’s oil
and gas pipeline project from Turkmenistan throdgghanistan to Indian sub-continent was
U.S government’s most priority. However, the relat between U.S and Taliban began to sour
over a number of issues, primarily over Afghanigaefusal to handover Osama Bin Laden
whom the American accused of masterminding tefraggvities against U.S interests including
bombing of the U.S embassies at Tanzania and Kémya.resulted into American missile firing
on Afghanistan in 1998 in which Osama escaped unl@ontinuous support for terrorism,
Human Right violations particularly treatment of men and refusal to accept broad-based
government in Afghanistan were some of the othepeidiments to U.S-Taliban relations
(Katzman, 2003).

The event of 11 September, 2001 (resulting of ttal estruction of the World Trade Center
(WTC) in New York City, partial destruction of thiRentagon in Washington, D.C, and the death
of nearly 3000 people) were the key symbols th&-Md international military force publicly
intervened in Afghanistan. In the immediate aftetmaf the attack the U.S administration
identified the “Failed State” of Afghanistan as @eshaven for Al-Qaeda terrorist groups,
responsible for the attack. Subsequently, it laedcB®peration Enduring Freedom (OEF) by
declaring “Global War On Terror (GWOT).” The militaintervention in Afghanistan was

unprecedented, it was a war taken by a state, tddeprimarily against a non-state actor,



operating within the territorial bounds of and sogied by a sovereign state (Huria, 2009:1-2;
Barakat, 2002).

America’s stated war objectives in Afghanistan weapturing Osama Bin Laden, destroying Al-
Qaeda and other terrorist groups operating on Afdearitory, removing the Taliban regime,

which was supporting the Al-Qaeda, and bringingaeardemocratic government to protect its
political, economical and ideological interestghe country as well as in the region (Barton and
Hippel, 2009; Bachar et al, 2010).

1.2 Statement of the Problem

To further its strategic interests and nationausé&c (combating terrorism, arms trafficking and
energy development) the United States intervengkfghanistan twice in less than two decades:
in fighting against Soviets and then the Talibad AkhQaeda. In the aftermath of the September
11, 2001, the U.S administration with the suppdrNATO-led coalition forces launched OEF
by claiming ‘GWOT.” Subsequently, the operationptgu the Taliban regime and attacked the
Al-Qaeda terrorist network hosted in Afghanistarthey Taliban (Huria, 2009; Feickert, 2006:1).

A significant U.S military presence in the counhgs been continued for a number of years as
U.S-NATO forces and Afghan National Army (ANA) atipts to stabilize the country by
defeating the insurgency, facilitating reconstroctiand combating Afghanistan’s illegal drug
trade. However, the ability of the U.S-led intedromal forces to achieve victory against Taliban
and Al-Qaeda is limited. The intervention left ttate for more weakened and conflict ridden.
After initial military success, since 2005 the ORRd NATO-led International Security
Assistance Force (ISAF) have increasingly attadkgdhe re-emerging Taliban insurgents. In
2006 the international forces became involved ie theaviest combat engagements in
Afghanistan since the beginning of coalition operatFeickert, 2006; Noetzel and Scheipers,
2007)

In the absence of any clear post-interventiontexgsathe U.S-NATO forces also unable to
control corruption in various state institutionpjuon production speared in to the regional states
and serious state or capacity building were notipub practice. The military intervention has
largely failed to accomplish its major goals: theitdd States and international coalition forces

has been unable to pacify or bring security to mathAfghanistan; it has been unable to
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eliminate the Taliban, which is regrouping; andhais alienated a growing number of Afghans,
who are becoming impatient with the U.S militargegence. The reconstruction effort also has
come under criticism. Despite some progress; liksting of the Taliban from power, adoption

of the new constitution, and presidential and pargntary elections, poverty remains, many
children are still not able to go to school, andwea still find their lives constrained (Bachar et
al, 2010; Huria, 2009; Middle East and North Afreacyclopedia, 2004).

On the other hand, the U.S-NATO efforts in fightittge Taliban and Al-Qaeda have been
unsatisfactory. The lack of success results froenctalition’s failure to develop and implement
a jointly coherent strategy. On the other handati@mpting to capture or kill Al-Qaeda or

Taliban forces, the U.S-NATO military forces inadeatly has caused a number of civilian

deaths and dropped bombs on the wrong targetsidimg) as Red Cross house and a UN Ming
removal office. This event undermines the U.S amalittons effort to stabilize the country and

region and has resulted in a decline in approvdlsapport for international military force in the

country. The death of civilians in the country hde® the erosion of public support for U.S and
NATO forces and in turn eroded the credibility ¢iie international forces among the people
(Their and Ranjbar, 2008; Noetzel and Scheiperg,200

The U.S administration also faces key strategic apdrational dilemmas about its further
engagement in the war in Afghanistan. These indudearifying U.S national interest in
Afghanistan; defining clear strategic objectivesdsh on these interests, determining which
diplomatic, economic and military approaches topadmd what resources commits to support
those approaches; priotizing “Afghanistan” versubep national security imperatives; and
helping a coordination application of internatioredforts . For example, president Barrack
Obama, in a televised interview in February, 2086nisted that the U.S had lost focus on its
goals in Afghanistan and therefore, needed tocksatr policy objectives before coming up with
a plan to bring American troops home.” The mairsosafor the lack of attention of America
towards the Afghan war has been the parallel imvasif Irag in 2003, which diverts the
attention of the administration from Afghanistanitagq (Dale and Bowman, 2009; Huria 2009;
Noetzel andscheipers, 2007).

Despite political, military and financial supporofm the U.S and international community a
number of problems remain in the Afghanistan Trmsal Administration (ATA) that has been
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slow to gain credibility in the Afghan people, irarp because many Afghans believe this
government has been externally imposed by the Amaesi without a natural constituency in
Afghanistan. His personality, factionalism with the government, narcotic drug problem,
guestionable appointments and legitimacy, rampamnuption, slow progress in reconstruction
and human development are some of the reasonsidopublic opposition against the Karzai
administration (Middle East and North Africa Enaypédia, 2004; Lafraie,2009).

Generally, the study examines the major reasonsiaives of U.S military intervention in
Afghanistan, the main challenges facing U.S-ledrimational forces to bring peace and stability
in the country and the region, and it analyzespibiical, economic, and social implication of
the intervention for the regional peace in genanal Afghans in particular; that means it justifies

whether the intervention brings peace and stabilithe region or not.
1.3 Objective of the Study
The study seeks to address the following genebkpacific objectives.
1.3.1 General Objectives

The general objective of this study is to assesb aralyze the implications of U.S military

intervention in Afghanistan for regional peace.
1.3.2 Specific Objectives
In the light of the general objectives of the stuthg specific objectives are the following:
* To identify the main factors of the U.S interventio
* To examine the current complex situations in Afgsiam
* To analyze the cost of the intervention
* To understand the implications of U.S interventiothe regional states

» To identify the existing challenges facing U.S taily in Afghanistan



1.4 Research Questions

Based on the above general and specific objectivdee study, the following research questions

are posed.

* What interests does the U.S have in Afghanistan?

» How much costs that the U.S-led coalition forced tre Afghans’ paid for the war?
* Is the U.S wining the peace in Afghanistan andréggon?

* What are the challenges facing U.S military in Adglstan?

* Why the U.S-NATO forces delay to bring peace in#¢gistan and the region?

» Did the U.S intervention in Afghanistan affect tiegional states, and how?

1.5Assumptions of the Study

The U.S military has publicly intervened in Afghstain since after September 11, 2001 attack of
the World Trade Center in New York, and PentagonMashington, D.C, by the Al-Qaeda
terrorist group. The campaign was targeted to bdimgn terrorists in Afghanistan hosted by the
Taliban regime. Concerning to the conflict in Afgistan the study has made the following
assumptions. First, the continued American miliangagement in Afghanistan without any real
solution on the horizon has changed the globalipwginion about the war, and the agenda of
U.S foreign policy toward a more realistic appraa8econdly, the peace and security of
Afghanistan can not be achieved by military fort@ne; effective, civilian-directed elements of

power should also be needed in abundance.
1.6 Method of Data Collection and Methodology
1.6.1 Method of Data Collection

To conduct the researthe available data is collected mainly from secopd®urces, which
include books, journals, newspapers, magazinesjahramd congressional reports, conventions
and expert opinions, which is relevant to the peobl



1.6.2 Methodology

The Methodology that the researcher applied is i€aii@le, which is more of descriptive
approach. According to Thomas (2005), the ainrhefdqualitative approach is to describe certain
aspects of a phenomenon with a view to explainstiigect under study so as to broaden the
understanding of the issue involved. The qualieaapproach is important for a research that is
based on written documents such as books, jourtielles, letters, official reports and historical
documents. The qualitative methodology of data eyatly strategy mainly requires descriptive
and analytical tools in bringing the informationhatnd into meaningful and sound result (ibid).
This approach also could be more suitable to addthe stated objectives and research
questions. This approach also could be more seitédbladdress the stated objectives and

research questions.
1.7 Scopeof the Study

The study delimited to the U.S military intervemtim Afghanistan mainly since 9/11 attack and
its implication for regional peace (South and Canftsia). The challenges facing U.S military
and its international partners to bring peace aablilgy in the country and the region in general

is also part of the study.
1.8 Significance of the Study

U.S military intervention in Afghanistan is a sersoand current issue. Many civilians were
killed by the insurgents (Taliban) and the YNBTO forces. Based on this the study have a
significance in providing much information concemgito the current situation in Afghanistan

and its effects on the regional peace.
1.9 Limitations of the Study

To conduct the study the researcher has faced gsbtelated with reference materials. Since
the problem is current and continuing, the avalitytof books and other materials in the library
and other bookstores are scarce .To fill the dap résearcher was depending more on journals
and internet sources. In addition, time, low act¢essternet, and lack of finance was also part of
the problem.The inability to collect primary data through intew, questionnaire and/or

observation was the other problem that faced tbeareher
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1.10 Structure of the Study

The study consists of five Chapters. The first ¢daps the introductory part, which includes
background of the study, statement of the probl@ectives of the study, research questions,
assumption of the study, methodology and methodlaif collection, scope of the study,

significance of the study and limitations of thedst.

The second Chapter is conceptual framework andalitee review. The conceptual framework
include concept of regional security complexes, clwhexplains how one’s states instability
affects the region. The literature review part ceube external involvement in the Afghanistan
internal affairs, events leading to the presentasibn, September 11 attack and U.S military
campaign, UNSC response to the attack, and NATOhwamd of ISAF in Afghanistan. The third

Chapter analyzes the factors for U.S military imégrtion in Afghanistan, costs and international
responses. The geo-strategic and economic inteoédtse U.S intervention, and human and

economic costs of the intervention also addresséais chapter.

The Fourth Chapter focused on the implications 8 bhilitary intervention in Afghanistan for
the regional peace and the challenge facing therniehing powers to promote peace and
stability. This chapter gives much emphasis on fwditical, economical, and social
consequences of the intervention on the regionat@eThe chapter also assess whether the
intervention brings peace and stability in the eagor not. The last Chapter is conclusion and
recommendation part of the study. It summarizesnten points of the study and focuses the
key findings and conclusions that the researched tio address, and the possible suggestions

being as a means to win the conflict in Afghanistarwell as the region.



Chapter Il
Conceptual Framework and Literature Review

2.1 Regional Security Complexes (RSCs) as a Conceat Framework

In the first place and in security terms, a ‘regioreans a distinct and significant system of
security relations exists among a set of statessetate is that they have been locked in to
geographical proximity. Such relationships (amitydaenmity) are confined in a particular

geographical area, which made ‘security complexiz@h and waever, 2003).

The concept of ‘security complex’ is a network ahelr relationships among multiple
components and interactions among system of sgairidifferent levels, and dimensions, from
which result certain patterns in connections, $tngs and behaviors, in turn, interact with the
internal and external environments of that securgywork. It also focuses on how parts of a
system produce collective behavior of the systerd how the system interacts with its

environment (Tome, 2010:42).

Buzan and Waever (2003:43) identified security clexgs as global and regional level. A
global security complex in a holistic sense refdlshe states in the system are to some extent
enmeshed in a global way of security interdepeneleincthis sense the glob is closely integrated

in security terms.
In contrast, Buzan (1991) quoted in Morgan (199y dSined RSCs as:

a set of states with a significant and distinctinegwork of security relations
that ensure that members have a high level ofdefmndence on security: a
“group of states whose primary security concern& logether sufficiently
closely that their national securities can not istiahlly apart from one an
other. Thus the central element in RSCs is its régcrelationships and the
elements of interdependence that concern secumitthis states have intense
conflicts, with resulting interdependence on sdguyiet have few interactions.
States conceptualization of their interests andr#gctherefore, are now more
regional in character.



Such complexes are held together not by the pesiiluences of shared interests, but by shared
rivalries. The dynamics of security contained with these levels operate a cross abroad
spectrum of sectors-military, political economigqcigetal and environmental. These security
complexes are exposed to four types of threatstlagid interaction: balance of power contests
between great powers; lingering conflicts which syeebetween states; intra-states conflicts
which are usually spillovers of internal politicand conflicts which arise from trans-national

threats caused, for example, by the rise of Islaanid informal networks (Buzan and Waever

2003).

The central idea in RSCs is that, since most tergavel more easily over short distance than
long ones, security independence is normally inegional based clusters; security complexes.
Process of securitization and thus the degree diirgg interdependence are more intense
between actors inside such complexes than thepetreeen actors inside the complex and out
side of it. In other words, the RSCs, can be seem group of security dilemmas concentrated in
to certain geographical area, where essential ttipezaeptions by states (or other actors), are so
interlinked and create such strong security injeedelence, that of a one state can not be easily

separated from security of another (Buzan et388).
In the same fashion, Lake and Morgan (1997, 11d&fined RSCs as follows:

a set of states continually affected by one or ns&reurity externalities that
emanates from a distinct geographic area. In saoiptex, the members are so
interrelated in terms of their security that actiohy any member, and
significant security-related developments insidg amember, have a major
impact on the other.
Geography binds most members of a regional secwatyplex together, i.e. Geographic
proximity is one condition for a state to be a membf a complex. The formation of RSCs
derived from the interplay between, anarchicaldtre, its balance of power, and consequence,
on the one hand, and the geographical proximitythenother. Simple physical adjacency tends
to generate more security interaction among neighbitan among states located in different

areas (Lake and Morgan, 1997: 12; Buzan and Wa2088:45).
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As Walt (1987) cited in Buzan and Waever (2003t8)ed:

adjacent is potent for security because many threatel more easily over

short distance than over long once. The impacteofggaphical proximity on

security interaction is strongest and most obvioushe military, political,

economical, societal and environmental sectors.réknaplus the distance

effect plus geographical diversity yield a pattefrregionally based clusters,

where security interdependence is markedly moengd between the states in

side such complexes than between states insidmthplex and the out side of

it.
When it comes to the concern of this research, &fgtan which is located in South Asia is like
most other post-colonial security regions came ib&ng as a conflict formation. A long
common history, cultural similarities, and ethnieston the one hand, and common economic
problems and political instability on the other,vbamade regional states security complex,
because each security concerns link them togethiiietextent that their national security could

not be considered separately (Buzan and Waeve8; 20éshali, 2008).

Afghanistan’s politics has largely affected by libgation between Central and Southern Asia
making the country a zone of conflict. The cold wampetition among external powers had a
profound impact on the security of AfghanistantHa contemporary times its RSCs stems from
its proximity to some energy rich countries in GahAsia, making Afghanistan as an important
rout for transporting energy recourses to multipharkets. Because of this the domestic
turbulence in Afghanistan created another RSCeatflg political fragmentation at the regional

level (ibid).

The impacts of terrorist attacks on U.S homelandSeptember 11, 2001 and the subsequent
intervention or ‘war on terror’ in Afghanistan hasdoubtedly raised new security complexes in
the region, trigger RSCs, and made many of theonagjistates worse. This region still fits
military-political terms of RSCs. Starting from shiPolitical fate of Afghanistan has always been
inextricably intertwined with that of Southern a@éntral Asian states. These states have never

been isolated from the problem of Afghanistan, raiter how strong or weak (ibid).
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2.2 Literature Review

2.2.1 The Involvement of External Powers in the Ir@rnal Affairs of Afghanistan

Afghanistan’s history is full of fighting, foreiginterventions and perpetual instability. It's
strategic-location at the crossroads of centrad, ssuthern Asia, and her economic dependence
making the country a zone of conflict among extepmavers during various periods of history.
In contemporary times its importance also stemsnfrits proximity to some energy-rich
countries in Central Asia, making Afghanistan arpamant route for transporting energy

resources to multiple markets (Mishali, 2008).

Beginning in the early nineteenth century, Afglstam’s domestic affairs became severely
aggravated by the increasing intervention of twgenmlist powerghe British Empire and
czarist Russia. Throughout this century, the comipetbetween these powerful empires played
a major role in shaping the borders of the evolvikfghan state. After realizing that direct
control was unfeasible, the two imperialist powgrslicies aimed at the formation of an Afghan
state as a buffer between Russia and British Inelaploying both diplomatic and military
means, which included three Anglo-Afghan wars. Theation of the Afghan frontiers at the
close of the century was guided by the powers’taryi considerations and formulated by Anglo-
Russian commissions, without Afghani participatittrwas after the third Anglo-Afghan war, in
1919, that Afghanistan gained formal sovereignty full control of its foreign affairs (Shughart
I, 2002:1).

2.2.2 Events Leading to the Present Situation

In the twentieth century, Afghanistan became anoitgmt Cold War battleground, resulting in
an increased Soviet influence by the end of théd49The nineteenth-century Great Game was
upped with an even greater challenge, and oncenadfa¢ intervention of major powers
devastated the country and catalyzed violent adnffis in other places in the world, the Cold
War context, and particularly the growing Sovielerovhich caused the 1979 invasion of the
country affected the Afghan internal stability. Tideological rivalry and political competition
between the two camps were the origin of the piggadncivil war and turmoil, which directly

responsible for the present complex situation igh@istan (Maass, 1999; Mishali, 2008).
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The Soviets, who lacked legitimacy on the parthef predominantly Muslim population, lost the
resolve to crush the resistance. As a result sfttieé Soviets began to prepare their withdrawal.
How ever, the Geneva Accords of April 1988 markediraing point by providing a political
framework for the Soviet troop withdrawal, but ot a permanent regulation of the conflict as
such. The war was, however, soon resumed to recetv® downgraded version of civil war by
the internal actors, who continued to receive supm@inly from neighboring countries (Maass,
1999:65-66).

After the collapse of the Soviets and its commub&tked regime in Kabul, the Mujahideen
based groups struggled to restore a functioningomat government, the war sank in to
international void. For this reason, the Westerantoes hardly took notice of the gradually
increasing involvement of the country. The confteached on other turning point, in September
1996 when Taliban captured Kabul, which had obuiphsen masterminded with the assistance
of external strategists. Reviewing the unexpecteslelbpments, the almost forgotten
seventeenth-years-old conflict had covertly beamgformed in to a highly externalized civil
war. Compared to the initial phase, an even greatenber of external actors are currently
involved in the conflict: the neighboring statesaimmore direct and international players in an

indirect manner (ibid).

In August 1998, as the Taliban was about to talex the entire country, U.S missiles destroyed
camps near Kabul aiming for the response of OsBma.aden, who was accused of being
responsible for the 1998 bombings of the Americarba&ssies in Kenya and Tanzania. At this
stage, U.S strategy was aimed not at the overtlufotie Taliban but at pressurizing it to turn
over Bin Laden. American diplomatic efforts agaitis¢ Taliban also led to UN economic
sanctions against Afghanistan, starting in 199%iruthe Taliban rule, however, up until the
Al-Qaeda terrorist attack in the United States regfaihe WTC and the Pentagon in September
2001, the major powers decreased somewhat thesfsl®f intervention in Afghanistan, while
regional powers increased their roles in the onmgodighan conflict. The U.S-led war on
terrorism and its invasion of Afghanistan followitige terror attacks of September 11 gave rise

once again to the major powers’ crucial role-playim Afghanistan (Mishali, 2008).
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2.2.3 September 11 Attack and the U.S Military Camaign

The terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 onWHREC, in New York, and Pentagon, in
Washington, DC, was one of the horrible incidentshie 21th c. The attack drastically changed
the whole scenario and the U.S once again revitgepalicy towards Afghanistan (Jabeen,et al,
2010:143; Woodgood,2002).

After the attack, the U.S decided to go to war gfathe Taliban regime when the Taliban
immediately refused to extradite (handover) Al-Qaddunder, Osama Bin Lade, whom the
administration accused of prime authorship of tttack. The Bush administration decided that
friendly regime in Kabul was needed to create thad@ions under which U.S forces could battle
and search for Al-Qaeda activities in Afghanistam.Congress, Res. 23 (passed 98-0 in the
Senate and with no objections in the House, P.L-4®)7 authorized: all necessary and
appropriate force against those nations, orgaoizsti or persons he determines planned,
authorized, committed, or aided the terrorist &athat occurred on September 11, 2001 or
harbored such organizations mersons As a result of this the U.S began its operat@BEF on
October 7, 2001 after the failure of political adghlomatic efforts for solving the problem
(katzman, 2003:8).

The administration’s response to the attack waskguwvide-ranging and decisive. A full-scale
campaign was launched, using all elements of naltiand international power. The campaign
consisted of U.S air strikes coupled with U.S spleoperation forces working with the North
Alliance and other anti-Taliban forces. A total 136 countries offered a range of military
assistance to the U.S, including over flight, laxgdiights and accommodation. As a result of all
these powers and OEF, the Taliban was removed paner, all known Al-Qaeda training sites

were destroyed, and a number of Taliban and Al-Qdealders were killed or detained (ibid).

In the first years after the attack, it becamerdieat America was going to seek out in the region
to assist efforts to destroy the insurgent’s basesnet works. Very quickly that objective was
expanded to dislodging or crushing the Taliban, Wwhwe ruled most of Afghanistan in recent

years who have provided Osama Bin Laden safe hsimea 1997 (Gossman, 2001:8).
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Is the U.S intervened in Afghanistan really forhfigng terrorism? Regarding to the objectives of
U.S intervention different views has posed. Accogdio Afghan Study Group report, the U.S
has only two vital strategic interests in Afghaarstits first strategic interest is to reduce the
threat of terrorist attack against the U.S. in apienal terms; the goal is to prevent Afghanistan
from again becoming a “safe haven” that could gigantly enhance Al-Qaeda’s ability to
organize and conduct attacks on the U.S. The secttadinterest is to keep the conflict in
Afghanistan from sowing instability else where ierral Asia. Such discord might one day
threaten the stability of Pakistan state and theur#ty of Pakistan’s nuclear arsenal. If the
Pakistan government were fall to radical extremistsif terrorist were able to steal or seize
either a weapon or sufficient nuclear materialgntthe danger of a nuclear terrorist incident
would increase significantly. If it is thereforepportant that U.S strategy in Afghanistan avoids
making the situation in Pakistan worse (Afghan $tGdoup, 2010:4).

Beyond these vital strategic interests, the U.® #ésors democratic rule, human rights and
economic development. These goals are consisteht tvéditional U.S values and reflect a
longstanding belief that democracy and the ruléawf are preferable to authoritarianism. The
U.S believes that stable and prosperous democradsss likely to threaten their neighbors or

to challenge core U.S interests (ibid).

Where as others argued, what ever the U.S goveirsnamnrent rhetoric about the repressive
nature of the Taliban regime, its long history mtervention in Afghanistan has been motivated
not by the concern for democracy or human rights, dy the narrow economic and political

interests of the U.S. It has been prepared taadlsupport the most retrograde elements if it
thought a temporary advantage would be the radolz Washington has launched a war against
its former allies based on a strategic calculatiat the Taliban can no longer be relied up on to

provide stable, U.S-friendly government that caweés strategic interests (Gasper, 2001:9-10).
2.2.4 United Nations Security Counsel’s (UNSC) Repses

The use of force against terrorism was implemertgdJNSC after the commencement of
attacks on Afghanistan on October 7, 2001. The dlaBns the right to use force against other

states that are associated with international fismp Moreover, in the weeks that followed the
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September 11 attack, the U.S had more than suffitcime to seek the SC’s approval for an
appropriate military response, as it has done vatard to actions other than the use of force.
Thus, in one subsequent resolution (SC Res.136®.18e 2001), the SC declared its
condemnation of September 11 terrorist attacks icontinuing availability “to take all
necessary steps in response. The SC ResolutionchkB6&ll the member states to work together
urgently to bring justice the perpetrators, orgarszand sponsors of these terrorist attacks and
stresses that those responsible for aiding, supplgr harboring (Charney, 2001:835; UNSC,
2001:1).

In a second resolution (SC Res.1373) submitted ey W.S and unanimously adopted on
September 28, 2001, the council acted under Ch&jpteo require all member states to prevent
and suppress acts of international terrorism, eslheby denying terrorists the use of the states
territories and access to source of funding. Tésolution also calls up all states to cooperate,
particularly through bilateral and multi-lateralramgements and agreements, to prevent and

suppress terrorist attacks and take action agpérgetrators of such acts (UNSC, 2001).

The passage of these resolutions illustratedeigeee of international support at the UN for the
opposition to terrorism. But the resolutions alteady demonstrate that the U.S decided not to
seek SC’s sanctions of its use of force, prefertimgake its own military actions without

disclosing the factual basis for them (Charney,12885).

However, on the October 25-27, 2001 symposium of &hd international law quoted by
Charney (2001:839) many answered (primary Germeemnational lawyers) that the U.S use of
military force against Taliban and Al-Qaeda in Adgirstan is not lawful under the UN Charter.
They set the following prepositions that demonstitéie alleged illegality of U.S recourse to

force:

- It violates the Article 2(4) of the Charter proliibh against use of force except when
authorized by the SC under chapter VII.
- Self-defense may be exercised only against ankatigica state. Al-Qaeda is not the

government of a state.
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- Self-defense may be exercised only “until the SG taken measures necessary to
maintain international peace and security.” Sinlee touncil took such measures in
resolution 1373 of Sep.28, 2001, the right of sieffense has been suppressed.

- The right to self-defense arises only upon prbet it is being directed against the actual

attacker. The U.S has failed to provide this proof.

Today, most states also seem to support such iatatjpn of Article 51.In the aftermath of the
9/11 attacks the NATO member states have expretmed understanding that the incident of 9/11
amounted to an ‘armed attack’ against the U.Siitbmbers of the SC, although not explicitly desagbi
the 9/11 as an ‘armed attack’, carefully wordedlgions 1368 and 1373 so as to affirm the inherent

rights of self-defense with in a context of broadeponse to terrorism (Svarc, 2008:35).

Most other states have not objected to the U.3$neldiright of self-defense in response to this
particular attack. Although many states and legahmentators have criticized the way the U.S
military action in Afghanistan was carried out, fhended to limit their criticism in terms of
choice of a target and the principle of necessity proportionality rather than the question of
whether an ‘armed attack ‘ by non state actorggéiing the U.S right of self-defense, occurred
(ibid).

Others also argued that such a response withougaukigorization of the UNSC may undermine its
mandate because the right to self-defense under Arti¢dl®bthe charter clearly put, use of force
against territorial integrity or political indepesmice of another state must be authorized by the
SC (ibid). UN Charter (Article 51) stated that:

nothing in the present Charter shall impair theenent rights of individual or

collective self-defense if an armed attack occgrest a Member of the UN,
until the Security Council has taken measures macgsto maintain

international peace and security. Measures takeNldybers in the exercise
of this right of self-defense shall be immediategported to the Security
Council and shall not in any way affect the auttyoand responsibility of the

Security Council under the present charter to &tkany time such action as it
deems necessary in order to maintain or restorernational peace and
security.

From the above controversy regarding to whetherll& intervention in Afghanistan
meets the requirements of self-defense, | seedhdrgm the two sides. First of all the

defenders couldn’t show what type’s action showddapplied after the attack, how to
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use that force and where and when it should be. @edhe supporters side (including
the UNSC), didn’t put the clear measures of thencduwhether the U.S intervene or

not rather the council criticizes the attack.

The Afghan neighbors were also alarmed about tt& rdsponse. All the governments were
attempting, varying degrees, to manipulate Afghtanis factions and its political structure to
their advantage. Pakistan, which was the most defeof the Taliban movement, now allied
with the U.S-led coalition forces to extradite Ak€lla and Taliban. The central Asian states
were highly supportive of the U.S in the wake & #itack and placed military facilities at U.S
disposal for the use in the combat against theb@aland Al-Qaeda. The reason was during the
Taliban rule leaders in Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, &tgyzstan grew increasingly alarmed that
Central Asian radical Islamic movements were raogisafe have in Afghanistan (katzman,
2003).

The interests and activities of India in Afghanmstare almost the exact reverse of those of
Pakistan. India’s goal is to deny Pakistan “striatetgpth” in Afghanistan, and India supported

the Northern Alliance against the Taliban in thel+1990s. A possible reflection of these ties is
that Tajikistan allows India to use one of its bases; Tajikistan supports the mostly Tajik

Northern Alliance. India saw the Taliban’s hostmigAl Qaeda as a major threat to India itself

because of Al Qaeda’s association with radicalngtaorganizations in Pakistan dedicated to
ending Indian control of parts of Jammu and Kash®ome of these groups have committed
major acts of terrorism in India (Katzma, 2007:32).

Iran and U.S also have common positions on Afgltanjsdespite deep U.S-Iran differences on
the other issues. U.S officials acknowledged wagkirith Tehran, under the auspices of Six Plus
Two contact group and Geneva group. Iran has cuafir that it offered search and rescue
assistance in Afghanistan during the war, andsih allowed U.S humanitarian aid to the Afghan

people to transit Iran (ibid: 21).

A number of considerations might explain why theis®a supported the U.S effort against the
Taliban and Al-Qaeda, including tacitly supportirgg-at least not opposing the use of bases in

Central Asia to conduct the war. Russia’s main dbje in Afghanistan has been to prevent the
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further strengthening of Islamic or enclaves in &astself, including Chechnya. As a result of
this Russia supporting the Northern Alliance withme military equipment and technical
assistance. U.S-Russian cooperation led to theagassft UNSC Resolution 1267 and 1237 on
“Harboring Al-Qaeda.” On the other hand, the B& not blindly supported Russia’s apparent
attempts to place a large share of the blame frdbellion in Chechnya on the Taliban or Al-
Qaeda (ibid).

China has a small border with a sliver of Afghaamsknown as the “Wakhan Corridor”, and had
became increasingly concerned about the potental Al-Qaeda to promote Islamic
fundamentalism along Muslims (Uighurs) in north tees China. A number of Uighurs fought
in Taliban and Al-Qaeda ranks in the U.S-led warin@ expressed its concern through active
member ship in the Shanghai Cooperation Organiza#dthough it has long been concerned
about the threat from the Taliban and Al-Qaedan&hlid not, at first, enthusiastically support
U.S military action against the Taliban by beliayiits strategic considerations, was worry of a
U.S military built-up on its door step (AIAS and HI; 2009; katzman, 2003).

2.2.5 NATO Command of ISAF in Afghanistan

ISAF was established in December 20, 2001 by th&ONResolution 1386. Its mission was
initially limited to Kabul, to facilitate the estkkhment of the Afghan Transitional
Administration. The UN, at the request of Afghaegdent, Hamid Karzai, asked for NATO’s
participation in the operation. As a result of tNATO took over the commands of ISAF's
mission in Afghanistan on 1August 2003; in the first NATO deployment outsider@&e and
North America, with a mandate to disarm militiasform the justice system , train a national
police force and army, provide security for eleeicand combat the narcotics industry. The
ISAF includes troops from all twenty eight membefNATO alliance and has inclined troops
from several non-NATO nations, such as AustraliwNZealand, Sweden, Jordan, and
Azerbaijan (Belkin and Morelli, 2009:9).

Overtime, NATO commanders’ layout and implementedr fstages designed to bring all of
Afghanistan under NATO’S operational responsibilltystage one in 2003004, NATO moved

in to the northern part of the country; France &@etmany forces predominate in these areas.
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Stage two began in May 2005, when NATO moved invesstern Afghanistan; Italian and

Spanish forces are the core of the NATO forcesethdSAF’s task in stage three in July 31,
2006 was to bring stability to the southern parthef country, home of Taliban and where the
writ of the Karzai government had been limitedstage four, completed on October 2006, ISAF

assumed control of U.S-led forces in Eastern Afgdtan (Bowman and Dale, 2009:14).

From the outset, NATO planned that ISAF operationafghanistan would have five phases.
The first phase was “assessment and preparatiodyding operations in Kakbul. The second
phase was ISAF's geographic expansion throughoghatiistan completed in 2006. The final
three phases would involve stabilization; transitiand redeployment (Belkin and Morelli,
2009:10).

At the start of 2009, ISAF was operating in phdsed “ stabilization” and NATO officials were
reportedly discussing when to commencement of plf@asethe “transition” of lead security
responsibility to the Afghan National Security Fesc(ANSF). Some ISAF officials have
expressed the concern that an announcement th&t &4 entered “transition” could trigger a
rush by some troop-contributing countries to pHaseredeployment.” They caution in practice,
the shift from stabilization to transition is likeo vary geographically across Afghanistan as the
abilities of various ANSF to execute and then leassion increase ,and to take place in first and

starts, rather than at clear single point in tirbelj.

From the beginning NATO’s commands of ISAF, poétiteaders and local commanders have
had to deal with several significant issues whiatiehinfluenced the implementation of the ISAF
mission. In the initial two stages of ISAF missid&ey issues focused on the use of Provisional
Reconstruction Team (PRT) to stabilize and rebuifd country; overcoming caveats

(restrictions) pushed by individual allies on tree wf their forces; and managing the counter-
narcotics effort. In stage three and four of thAFStatement; a new organizational structure;
security more troops; and the treatment of prisené&tot all of these issues have been
successfully addressed (ibid).

But NATO leaders faced considerable difficulty peding some member states to contribute

forces to ISAF. More importantly, however, signéfit problems had become and continue to
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how some of those forces actually provided woulcerafe once deployed. Many allies
committed forces to the NATO operation, and thepdsed restrictions’national caveats’on

tasks of those forces could undertake. Nationadéats” or restrictions that allied governments
or their parliament's places on the use of theircds continue to trouble ISAF. Some
government’s troops lack the appropriate equipn@miinction with other NATO forces. Some
nations will not permit their troops to deploy tther parts of Afghanistan. Still others prohibit

their troops from participating in combat operaiamless in self-defense (ibid).
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Chapter Ill

Factors for the U.S Intervention in Afghanistan: International Responses and

Costs

This chapter consists of three sections. The fasttion is factors for the U.S military
intervention in Afghanistan mainly since 2001 highting the economic, political and security
interests. The second section discusses the cbste avar. The human and economic costs
considered in this section. The last section oeglithe international responses after the war
through the Bonn conference.

3.1 Factors for U.S Intervention in Afghanistan
3.1.1 National Security Interests

Security has long been by and large a matter ofaitmeulation of foreign and defense policies of
the state. Since the end of the Cold War, howewsany security issues have become
increasingly transnational. At the beginning of #test century the nature of security itself is
changing on a global basis. Global terrorism togethith more obvious risks from the spread of
weapons of mass destruction becomes the secuetydagof many countries in the world. Like

any great power, security problems mainly “ternofischallenge U.S national security in the

same century (Conry and Pena, 2002).

This led U.S interventionism policy again in the rdoto protect its vital national security
interests. The September 11, 2001 attacks of th€ \Afid Pentagon forced the U.S to conduct
its realist approach in Central and Southern Astates, mainly Afghanistan. The operation
Enduring Freedom and NATO-led coalition forces rvmémed in Afghanistan to fight the
Taliban, which supports Al-Qaida terrorist orgatimas hosted in Afghanistan. The attack
reinforced the U.S proactive policy of preemptivdlitary action. In 2003, the Bush
administration launched a war in Iraq in the betledt Iraq was developing Weapons of Mass
Destruction (WMD), and the administration arguedttirag was a home for terrorists and

needed regime change (Jabeen et al, 2010).
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During the attack many foreign policy analysts defU.S security strategy solely in terms of the
terrorist threat of Al-Qaeda and other terrorisgasrizations. But, such thinking would not
examine other day- to- day turmoil around the gltiiz¢ threatens American interest. Instead of
focusing solely on terrorism, the United Statesdset formulate a viable national security
posture to address the greatly changed strategivoement, of which the terrorist threat is only

one component (ibid).

However the America national security is threatebgather security problems, the September
11, 2001 terrorist attack was the worst in th& 2éntury. To protect its strategic interest and
national security the United States targeted thiédma regime in Afghanistan by arguing that

national and vital interests were at stake. Stheeattack, the former Bush administration has
stated that United States policy toward Afghanidtaouses on the promotion of security (anti-

terrorism, non-proliferation, combating drug treking), strategic interest, domestic reform, and
energy development (ensuring reliable and econdiyieable access to global market and the

use of energy to promote sustainable developmBinth¢l, 2010; Osman, 2002).

The U.S also seeks to thwart dangers posed tedtsisy by illicit transfer of strategic missile,

nuclear, biological and chemical weapon technokgmeaterials and expertise to terrorist states
or groups, and to address threats posed to regioteatiependence by Iran. The attack led the
administration to realize that it was critical toetnational interest of the U.S that greatly

enhances the relation with the region (ibid).

Generally, the central goal of U.S interventiorAfighanistan since 2001 has been to ensure the
safety and prosperity of the American people. lacpcal terms, this means deterring or
thwarting direct attacks on the U.S home land, evhil the same time maintaining the long term
health of the U.S economy, because a sound ecoisotihg foundation of all national power and
the ability to shape the global order and preséheg& core values and independence over the
long term (Afghan Study Group, 2010).

3.1.2 Geo-Political (Geo-Strategic) Interests

Geo-strategically, Afghanistan straddles in betw#en Central and Southern Asia, in which
regional powers (Central Asia dominated by RusBakistan, and India) always had a special

interest in the country due to its strategic imance. The interests have made regional players
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and China to compete and come in to focus. Theepoesof U.S forces in Afghanistan is aimed
at long desire policy to contain the regional pawvand China’s influence. The U.S is closely
watching the co-operative framework between Ru€3dmna, Pakistan, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan,
Tajikistan, and Kyrgyzstan (i.e. SCO), that reqlilie the establishment of a new block in the
region (khan, 2002).

The U.S led war in Afghanistan that deposed thkbda government in 2001, has led to
growing level of military engagement by U.S and N&Ted coalition forces and this in turn is
countered by a number of non-state forces resigddmgination and marginalization through
unconventional strategies both military and ecomonm addition to protecting national security
that was threatened by the Taliban and Al-Qaeda,rttervention was targeted to control the

region that many regional powers compete (ibid).

After September 11, 2001 attack and the invasioAfghanistan, Bush introduced his doctrine,
which was America’s first attempt at a grand stygtsince the end of the Cold War. This
strategy suggested that America has a broaderegttén preventing the rise of any regional
hegemonic power anywhere, especially one capabtareftening global stability through the
use of force. Implicit in this formulation is a eetion of the U.S role as the primary security
arbiter in Afghanistan and maintenance of the Ur&sgnce there as a symbol of a global
American security commitment. In some respectsatilel be more accurate to describe this
objective as a preserving U.S hegemony in the re@vahdi, 2010).

Afghanistan, which links Central Asia and Southass a strategic bridge of the great geo-
political significance. Central Asia and South Asse intimately connected not only
geographically but also strategically. The Cenfsilan republics of Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan
and Tajikistan have bordered with Afghanistan, liies to its West and Pakistan to the East and
South. With the corner of Afghanistan comes thetrobrof the land routes between the Indian
sub-continent and resource rich Central Asia, ab ag a potential corridor to Iran and the
Middle East. Thus, stability and peace in Afghamstand the region are a geo-strategic
imperative for U.S interest (Sahgal and Anand, 28D¢

The intervention enabled the super powers (U.S imdupporters) to plant its flag in the

country, and at the same time, to extend its intbeeover Central Asia-a region of the world
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where Russia still carries some weight and whicm&leyes with some interest. Deploying the
United State’s massive military might serve to sedts hegemonic power and to assist its allies
to enhance their strength which is at the corehef dgenda of Bush administration. So, its
geopolitical presence enhanced the hegemonic pbuotr regionally and globally (Muzaffar,
2007).

A more effective American policy in Afghanistan headroad regional cast. The single-minded
emphasis on apprehending Bin Laden is to narrowhesip. While this objective must be a
priority, such as a police approach to dealing wite complicated Afghan issues is wholly
inadequate to address the broad range of U.S st¢ereow at stake in Afghanistan. The
excessive American concentration on this tactidgeaive give way to a strategic design
incorporating Bin Laden’s apprehension inside amomre comprehensive policy framework

geared to achieve the range of U.S interests imaigtan and the region (Tomsen, 2001:19)
3.1.3 Economic (Oil Security) Interests

A few years ago, energy (oil) security figures pmoently in the policy discourse of major

governmental officials. In March 2001 President fgeoW. Bush (quoted in Klare, 2008:483-
484) said “energy security should be a priorityoaf foreign policy and it governs key elements
of domestic policy.” Similar views have been exgegkby senior officials of United States, thus

highlighting the importance now being accordedahergy issue (ibid).

U.S is the largest consumer of oil in the world amith the passage of time its domestic oil
production would be further decreased .To fill g the U.S imports oil from the Persian Gulf
and Central Asian countries. Unless the U.S inesasfforts to develop alternative energy
system, its reliance on foreign oil is likely taciease significantly. Security and removing oil
from the earth in many parts of the world carrieavy security burden. Much of the world’s oil
supply lies in politically volatile regions. The & plays crucial role in ensuring that oil from

foreign sources continues to flow (Sajedi, 2009).

In light of the persistent U.S dependence on fareid supplies, the U.S government has shaped
foreign policy and enacted measures designed tegirthe nation against future supply shocks.
Painful lessons learned during the oil crises ef1870s led to the creation of institutions such as
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve (SPR) and IntematEnergy Agency (IEA) which would, in
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theory, to ensure the continued supply of oil (in&éional Center for Technology Assessment
(ICTA) (ICTA, 2005).

The significance of energy influenced U.S policitiatives throughout the Cold War, and even
after the Cold War was over. The prominent rolemérgy resource in the American economic
position has affected the America’s geopoliticalopties, as many of the world’s largest
reserves of oil are located in areas that are hlesta rife with internal division and destabiligin
factors. The three major wars in recent U.S histtirg Gulf war (1991), the war in Afghanistan
(2001), and the invasion of Irag (2003) were in mibducing regions and /or areas vital for
energy distribution and transport routes (MahdL2@0-11).

After the September 11, 2001 attack Bush used VYiar“on Terror” to implement open door
policy and meld priorities. The administration usled military to solve America’s economic and
energy problems by invading Afghanistan to contrtal energy routes and resources, both as an
end it self (due to the economic and corporate fiisrte the U.S) and a means to other, greater
end (as control over global energy supplies stiergtd Americas imperial status). The invasion
used to establish U.S bases close to Central Asi@htich region and held secure the region to
build the Turkmenistan-Afghanistan-Pakistan-IndiARl) pipeline and other important pipeline
projects. Similarly the invasion of Afghanistandahe establishment of U.S bases in the region
for the first time, was beneficial for America’sexgy interests in the Caspian region (Cornell,
2004; Mahdi, 2010).

More importantly Afghanistan’s position between €ahAsia and South Asia (Pakistan and
India) enables it serve as a link between the Weothe north, Afghanistan borders three of the
five Central Asian countries that became independeinen the Soviet Union broke up.
Turkmenistan, its immediate neighbor to the Nortbstyhas immense reserve of natural gas. In
its regional setting, Afghanistan is an energy deidinking the gas resource of Turkmenistan
and the energy starved economy of Pakistan and.lik@r more than a decade the U.S has been
working towards a pipeline to more natural gas fronrkmenistan through Afghanistan to
Pakistan and India (Foster, 2008).

The proposed TAPI pipeline follows an ancient tngdioute from Central to South Asia. It will

run from the Dauletabad gas field in Turkmenistéong the main highway through Heart,
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Helmand, and Kandahara in Afghanistan, through Quetd Multan in Pakistan; to Fazilka in
India, near the border between Pakistan and Ir(#ud).

When the Taliban was governing Afghanistan, the Aca@ firm led by Unocal consortium

supported by the U.S government was negotiating thi€ Taliban regime to construct a $ 4.5
billion oil pipeline from Turkmenistan through Afghistan to Pakistan from 1997 to August
2001 during both the Clinton and George W. Bush iagtnations. But this would require a

stable government in Afghanistan itself. Initialhe Bush administration saw the Taliban regime
as source of stability for the proposed pipeling, tater the Taliban’s conservative government
was not interested for the proposed project. Duthitoreason U.S negotiation with the Taliban
broke down in August 2001, just before the tertaaitacks of septemberll, 2001. So, finishing
the project and guarantying the stability by avogdthe Taliban regime was the day to day

dream of U.S government. This long aim leads ti&td.intervene in Afghanistan (ibid).

Even though oil or gas is not the immediate redsorthe U.S invasion of Afghanistan, the
country has a long key place in U.S plans to secongrol of the vast but land locked oil and gas
reserves of Central Asia. Though the primary U@&iwation is to destroy Osama Bin Laden’s
sanctuary in Afghanistan, another, rather more pecy objective is also on the agenda
particularly in the search for an alternative gowmeent in Kabul, which would cooperate with
the U.S and bring stability in the country to poité).S interest. Removing the Taliban from
Kabul and the search for a new Afghan governmentemiral stage was one criteria rich on
Washington’s mind will be how best to make Afghsassafe for a couple of billion dollar

pipeline investment (Tanter,2001).

The U.S Government Energy Information fact sheetAfghanistan dated December 2000 as
quoted by (Yechury, 2010:2) says that:

Afghan’s significance from energy stand point stefresm its geographic

position as a potential transit rout for oil andunal gas exports from Central
Asia to the Arabian Sea. This potential includesppsed multi-billion dollar

oil and gas export pipelines through Afghanistan.

It is chilling to realize that such cold-bloodedrguit of economic interest and profit defines U.S
maneuvers in the region and its attacks on AfgliamisThat all this should happen in the name

of grieving the death of nearly 3000 innocent Aroani lives is plain cruelty. The world today is
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being asked to side with the U.S in fighting agaglsbal terrorism. This is only a cover the
world is being asked today; in reality to side witle U.S as it seek to strength its economic
hegemony (Yechury, 2010).

3.2 International Responses and Bonn Conference

Afghanistan is emerging from a period of severalrgeof successive conflicts: the war against
Soviet occupation, factional fighting among diffieregroups after the Soviets withdrawal, and
struggle against the oppressive regime of the &aliihat only came to an end in 2001 with the
assistance of U.S and other foreign interventidre ihtervention, however, did not only come
for the benefit of Afghans who has suffered, it Wargely motivated by external interests. Thus,
removing the Taliban from power was not only theigeof Afghans who suffered from it; it has
also become an international priority. With a majaternational threat being removed,
Afghanistan has to be place emphasis on estaldishich a democratic system that will
guarantee internal stability and prospects for eono reconstruction even when foreign

interests are no longer identical with in Afghaaiss concern (Prohl, 2004:2).

After the fall of Kabul on December 5, 2001 the Wdonsored the Bonn conference in
November-December 2001 to decide on a plan for mpavg the country by defeating the
insurgents, facilitating reconstruction, and commgaAfghan’s illegal drug trade. In addition, the
participants of the Bonn conference have pledgeend the conflict, to promote national
reconciliation, respect for human rights and gutiag peace and stability throughout the
country and the surrounding areas (ibid).

The UN brokered Bonn Agreement (participants inetlidepresentative Afghan opposition
groups, and observers from representatives of hergihg and other key countriesyhich was
mainly influenced by the desire of America, esttidid the provisional arrangements for
Afghanistan to create permanent government ingtitat The Agreement called for
establishment of an Interim Governing Structure setdut a time table for a transition to a more
‘broad based gender-sensitive, multi-ethnic andy fukepresentative government’. Bonn
delegates chose pashtun tribal leader Hamid Kdazaerve as a head of an Interim Power
Sharing Council, who took office in Kabul on 22 Batber 2001 (Johnson, 2006:3).
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The Conference resulted in an agreement that sbemah marks to establish key institutions of
a sovereign and democratic state ,including a itianal government, Presidential elections by
September 2004, parliamentary and provincial cdubections by October 2005, and rebuilding
of ANA with member of 70,000To provide security and to support the new regithe, UN
authorized an International Force-the ISAF, withandate to maintain security in Kabul and
surrounding areas (Ayub et al, 2009).

In the Bonn Agreement the constitutional makingcpss was also a core agenda. In his decree
of October ¥, 2002 President Karzai mandated nine legal scholacluding two women, to
form the drafting commission, which would draft t@dghanistan’s new constitution. The
preliminary draft produced by the Constitutionahfling Commission was then taken over by a
new commission, the constitutional Review Commissimandated in a presidential decree
dated April 28", 2002 (Helal and Oates, 2004).

The Constitution making process which came to ash @m January 4, 2004 recognized the
fundamental principles of non-discrimination andi&gights and duties of woman and men. In
addition to these equality guarantees, the comstitusetout to embrace democracy, social
Justice, Human rights and to respect internatidaal, including Universal Declaration of
Human Rights (UDHRSs) (Prohl, 2004).

Article 35 of the constitution guarantees citizeéhs right to form political parties and setout
basic rules for such parties. However, the congiituidoes not recognize the role political parties
play within the democratic system, nor does it gpehe rights of political parties to fulfill such

a role. Being subjected to the legislative and ettee political parties may not be truly
independent and thus not able to contribute tosthengthening of democracy. Competition
among political parties is restricted by the cdnsiin to areas that are not based on regions,

ethnicity, language, or religion. This also regdgripluralism of the system (ibid).

Even though the 2009/2010 Presidential and Parhéamg elections were considered to be a
major step in Afghanistan’s political developmemtwas the first post-Taliban election run by
the Afghan government itself in the form of Afghstain Independent Electoral Commission)
(AIEC), there were assertions of lack of credipildf the Independent Electoral Commission

(IEC), because of most of its commissioners, incgdthe chairman were elected by and
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politically close to Karzai. This election fraudsheontributed to the substantial parliamentary
opposition to many Karzai’'s nominees for his pdst®on Cabinet. Regarding to human rights,
none of the Afghan government specifically changddhanistan’s human right practices.

Human right record remains poor, limited stepsniréase religions freedom, killing of many

civilians by Afghan security forces, local factipmssurgents and U.S-NATO forces (Katzman,
2010).

Despite the achievement of some major politicalestdnes including ratifying a new

constitution and holding presidential and parliatagnelections, progress to date in extending
rule of law, establishing effective governance, &mthering economic development has been
relatively limited. Mean while, for several yeagmactitioners and observers have expressed
concerns about a worsening security situation ergtiound, including the greater frequency and
sophistication of attacks exacerbated by the ghdftinsurgents to find safe haven across the
border in Pakistan. The consistent failure to ems@curity and rule of law has undermined the

publics trust in the Afghan government and itsrimé¢ional partners (Bowman and Dale, 2009).

The Karzai government has always been confined abuK and the power of the Central
government has been dependent on constant negosiatith regional and local power holders.
The state building process also brought with it ballenges: corruption is on the rise, linked to
organized drug-related crime is undermine the nitie@f Afghan institutions, and the abusive
behavior of Afghan security force is undermining tlegitimacy of Afghan government. In

addition, the reconstruction effort in Afghanistaray not have been of international design,
political decisions taken in the immediate aftetmat the U.S-led international military have

decisively contributed to the obstacles faced tp &ar example, not fruitful attempt was made

to broker a peace agreement between the workitigfisdn Afghanistan (Ayub et al, 2009).

Creation of new Afghan National Army was also cqtuoalized at the international conference
in Germany in December 2002. At the conference,etiomes referred to Bonn Il, the new
interim government of Afghanistan and participatdanor nations “agreed that the new Afghan
army should be ethically balanced, voluntary, aodsests of no more than 70,000 individuals.
At these conference the participants agreed umadnitial force structure and primary roles for
the ANA with the mission of provide security foretikentral government and protect the political

process as defined by the constitution; replaceyesther militia and organized military forces
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in the country; fighting insurgents and terrorisésid work closely with coalition and other

international forces (ibid).
3.3 Costs of Afghan War

The war in Afghanistan, titled “OEF”, is one crdicresponse of the United States to the Al-
Qaeda attacks of September 11, 2001. The U.S coedniiself to a military operation with the
initial objectives of destruction of terrorist tneng camps and infrastructure with in Afghanistan,
capture of Al-Qaeda leaders, cessation of tetraaBvities in Afghanistan, and prevent Afghan
chaos from destabilizing its neighbors and econ{@mydle, 2009; Afghan Study Group, 2010).

According to National Council of Churches GovernBgard (NCCGB), despite the high profile
spins in Washington and Kabul about progress maddghanistan, the Afghan people and the
international community witnessed and suffered mensifying armed conflict over the past
years. Now a time the war continues on severalt§rdne to a growing resurgent presence by
Taliban forces in the country. The cost of the wathe United States, the coalition forces as
well as to the Afghans it self is measured in terof human life and economy (national
resources).The costs on both resources have kaggesing (NCCGB, 2010).

3.3.1 Human Costs

The war (2001-present ) has caused the deathsoo$dhds of Afghan civilians directly from
insurgents and foreign military action, as well g Afghan civilians has been died indirectly
as a consequence of displacement, starvation,sgisegposure, lack of medical treatment, crime

and lawlessness resulting from the war (Gines, 010
As Afghanistan Rights Monitor (ARM) (ARM, 2010:2¢xfied and figure out:

1,074 civilian people were killed; over 1,500 wanpired in armed violence

and security incidents only from 1 January to 36eJ2010. This shows a
slight increase in the number of civilian deathmpared to the same period in
2003 when 1,059 deaths were recorded. Unsurpngitigt numbers of

civilians killed by the insurgents were significignthigher than those killed by
pro-government Afghan and foreign forces....Civilideaths to insurgents
who have been accused of showing little or no mspe the safety and

protection of non-combatants in their armed rebeliagainst the government
and its foreign supporters. The indiscriminate amwttlespread use of
Improvised Explosive Devices (IEDs) caused moretlge@and miseries to
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Afghan civilians than any other fighting tactic...i@de attacks were the
second most deadly fighting incident.... The Junepttported suicide attack
during a wedding ceremony in the Arghandab DisiricKandahar Province,
was the deadliest incident in the first six monphighis year in which dozens
of civilians, many of them children and women, wiitked and wounded.

Similarly, reports from UN Agencies (cited in Amean Friends Service Committee) (AFSC)
(AFSC, 2009:3) showed that:

after eight years of war the number of civilianathes, kidnappings, car
bombings and raids is at the highest point sin€@20. In 2008 the number of
civilian deaths increased by 40% over 2007. Aksiiare particularly lethal,
causing two-thirds of casualties by pro-governmiemtes. Civilian deaths
occur as a result of violence on all sides of tbeflect. While the U.S and
NATO are responsible for many Afghan deaths, thdibda and other
insurgents are responsible for as many or moréanvileaths.

In the war, not only Afghan civilian had lost théives. The U.S -led coalition members also
killed due to the continuing attacks of Taliban aNeQaeda terrorist groups. The continuing
strengths of insurgents mainly since 2005 causatitiom casualties in Afghanistan. A number
of the NATO- coalition forces in Afghanistan wadldd, taking the total number of foreign
troops killed in 2010 to 700, by for the deadligsar of the war since the Taliban was toppled in
2001. In 2010 was the most violent year in Afghemswvith more than 600 Coalition fatalities
(of which more than 400 were U.S. service membarg] more than 90 were UK service
members) (Hoehn and Harting, 2010; Korski, 2008).

Apart from billions of dollars the U.S has spenttba war in Afghanistan since 2001, the cost in
terms of lives has been staggering. More than 2c0altion members were killed between 2001
and 2010, with American accounting at least 1,27hase deaths. Afghan troops and civilians,
U.S troops, coalition troops, contractors and jalish accounts at more than 19,600 (NCCGB,
2010).

3.3.2 Economic Costs

Even though opinions may differ on whether the waAfghanistan is justified from moral,
political or environmental viewpoints, the economiapact of the conflict is undeniably

significant. American economy has been sufferingmfreffects of the war, and there is
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tremendous concern arising from the huge sums ofemnspent every month financing the war.
The war has also sparked debate on how war timedspe really affects national economic

prospects? Does it help the economy in the wayWAAMll arguably ends the Great Depression?
Or does it hurt the economy through wasteful spemna@is has been said of the first Gulf War?
Here the war has negatively impacted U.S, coabltiand Afghan economy, which can be seen

by examining its effects on individual elementdhef economy (CSUB, 2010).

One reason the war in Afghanistan has negativégcted the U.S economy is because of their
significant impact on the Federal Budget. Whenwae began, the Bush administration severely
underestimated the enormous amount that would et $pward the war effort. The conflict is
not only hurting the economy by way of Federal Betddut through decreased household
spending as well. The warfare is taking a toll oyported crude oil prices which has negative
impact on the economy. Crude oil prices have sp#iade the beginning of the conflict. The
American economy continues to suffer from finandg “war on terror.” Many aspects of the
economy have been negatively affected, includimggibvernment budget, house hold spending,
oil prices and national debt. Left unchecked, thersous spending on the war effort will create

a monstrous national debt that will have to be péfidy the future generations (ibid).

With the Afghan surge, the U.S will spend almositO® billion per year in Afghanistan with a
stated primary purpose of eradicating the Al- Qadtiégs amount of dollar per year is more than
the entire annual cost of the Obama administratiaws health care plan. The money that could
be used to better counter global terrorist thresdyuce the $ 1.4 trillion annual deficit, which
may used to repair and modernize a large portiolt@& infrastructure, radically enhance
American educational investment, launch massive mawjects-like efforts on energy
alternatives research or be used for other cripcaposes. As a result of this, the U.S military
budget has grown from $ 370 billion 2000 to $ 7@kom in 2011, and the current Middle East
war is now the second most expensive war in U.®tyidehind only WWII. The Afghan war is
more expensive than Vietnam and Korean wars cordbiaad it is the longest war in U.S
history (Afghan Study Group, 2010).

The cost of Afghan war has risen dramatically sif¥e2006 as troop levels and the intensity of
conflict has grown, increasing from $ 19 billion Fy 2006 to $ 60 billion in FY 2009.

Assuming administration requests are approved, waafunding will rise to $105 billion in FY
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2010 and $ 119 billion in FY 2011. The cost incemageflect not only higher troops levels and

more intense operations, but also substantial as&® in amount to train Afghan forces, more

expensive transportation cost for equipment anglgeg more difficult terrain, and establishing

new facilities (Belasco, 2010:16).

Table 1: Estimated war funding by Operations, Agency, kisgal Year (FY):FY2001- FY 2011
Request (CRS estimates in billions of budget aitthor Afghanistan)

Operatior |FY O01|FY |FY |FY FY |FY |FY FY FY FY Com. Cumulative
and source &02 |03 |04 |05 06 |07 |08 09 010 2011 | Enacted: | total:
of funding reques| FY01- FYO1-

t FYO010 FY10
including
request

Departmen | 20.( 14.C | 124 | 17.z | 17.€ | 37.2 | 40.€ |56.1 | 99.t 113.5 | 314.¢ 428.¢
of Defense

State 0.8 07 |22 | 2§ 11 |1.¢ |27 3.1 4.¢ 4.€ 20.2 24.¢
USAID

Medical 0 0 0 0 0 0.1 |0.z 0.t 1.z 1.z 1.C 2.1

Total 20.¢ 14.7 | 14.£ | 20.C | 19.C | 39.z | 43.z | 59.8 |104.¢ | 119.2 | 336.( 455.¢

Source (Belasco, Amy, 2010: 14). The Cost of Iraq, Afgiséan, and Other Global War on

Terror Operations since 9/11

Remember: CRS combined funds for FY 2001 and FY 2002 becaus# were obligated in FY
2002 after the 9/11 attacks of the end of FY 2001.

The war in Afghanistan did not only endanger th& Bconomy rather it led the collapse of the

Afghanistan economy. To survive and provide theaisib needs many of Afghan farmers were

forced to grow opium for export. Cultivation ando@uction of opium in Afghanistan have

skyrocketed since the Taliban were toppled, sueth Afghanistan now supplies 92% of the

world’s illicit opium. The expanding opium trade threatening to destabilize the Afghan
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government and in turn the conflict ridden coumstioack into a safe haven for drug traffickers
and terrorists, this also weakens its economy &12@07; Wall, and Byrd, 2001).

To day Afghanistan’s economy is in a state of gd&a The drought and resulting famine, the
ban of opium production, the choking of trade vakiBtan, and the massive displacement of
population have exhausted what coping capacity lefisamong families and civil societies.
Basic infrastructure- roads, bridges, irrigatiomnals, telecommunications, electricity, and
markets-have been destroyed. This economic situatis significant regional spill- over effects
through unofficial trade, narcotics, terrorism adremism, financial flows, and movement of
people (Wall, and Byrd, 2001).
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Chapter IV
Implications and Challenges of U.S Military Intervention in Afghanistan for

Regional Peace

This chapter examines important issues concerniggnllitary intervention in Afghanistan and
its implications on the peace and stability of tegion (South and Central Asia). It discusses the
political, social and economic consequences ofrttezvention. Finally, the chapter explains the
challenges facing the U.S-led coalition forces lianpoting peace and stability in the country as

well as the region.

4.1 Regional Implications of the Intervention

In the conceptual framework part, as Buzan and Waakgued security concerns mostly travel

short distance than long ones. Threats are therefocur in the region. One’s states instability

and insecurity are not restricted into internauggle. Rather, it spreads to other states in the
region, i.e. instability inside one country (fostance, Afghanistan) may possibly spillover and

raises challenges in neighboring states (Buzan \&adver, 2003). Based on this analysis

(premise) this chapter mainly focuses how the ocinih Afghanistan after the U.S military

intervention affects the peace and the securi§afthern and Central Asian states.

Thought the Taliban regime was ousted in 2001 bycthalition forces, the continued instability

and interethnic conflict throughout the country sti# there. The intervention once again pushed
Afghanistan in to a new phase of insurgency, erdl and insecure state, where Taliban and Al-
Qaeda loyalists continue to launch attacks aggiogernment and coalition forces, and the new

government struggles to restrain the influenceegfanal warlords (Mishali, 2008:473).

But this unstable and troubled situation would reshain confined with in Afghanistan itself;
rather it has caused new security problems in @eatrd Southern Asian states. As a result of
the account of a number of factors, like geograhpcoximity and ethnic similarity (kinship
ties), the long standing conflict in Afghanistarstiead spillover effects in these region. In fact,

the nature of the conflict in Afghanistan has assdira regional character. What appears now in
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regional states is escalating of conflicts amoradest and Islamic groups allied with the Al-
Qaeda and Taliban forces. The impact has not oafyonal dynamics and their bilateral
relations, but also, most significantly on theirmdstic politics as well (Mishali, 2008:473;
Jabeen et al, 2010).

As unstable state sharing largely porous borderh Wakistan (2,400km), Turkmenistan
(744km), Uzbekistan (137km), and Tajikistan (1,206), the war in Afghanistan necessarily
affects all these states, particularly in thredtseaorism; religious extremism; smuggling and
drug trafficking; refuge movements; migration, s#iyy and also faltering commitments to
democratic and economic reforms (Tamang, 200&hol, 2006; AIAS and HCID, 2008

Broadly speaking, the U.S-led coalitions’ interventin Afghanistan with the aim of promoting
peace and stability by eliminating Al-Qaeda andbkal forces has brought enormous political,
economic and social consequences in the region.cbhdict forms the core of a regional
conflict formation, including the continuing challges in Tajikistan, the growing conflict led by
the Islamic Movements of Uzbekistan involving seVestates, process of political decay in

Pakistan, and insurgency in Kashmir (Rubin et @019.
4.1.1 Political and Security Implications

The U.S intervention in Afghanistan in the aftermat the September 11 attacks serves new
security problems in South Asia, particularly orkiB&n and India. The two countries have
found difficulty in the U.S war on terrorism. Sin¢ken the South Asian security calculus

changed in unexpected ways, and brought seriouseqoences (Raghavan, 2004:147).

The U.S-led ‘war on terrorism’ has affected Pakisia much as Afghanistan. Military sweeps in
Afghanistan have pushed Taliban and Al-Qaeda adftssnountainous areas straddling the
border of Pakistan and Afghanistan (north-westeakig®an). This massive infiltration of
insurgents has caused several major consequenciakistan. One has been that it brings
Pakistan forces in to conflict with tribal poputatiin regions traditionally off limits to Pakistan
officials. Pakistan-based radical Islamic groupshwAl-Qaeda links use violent methods in
surrounding areas in the pursuit of a theocrattt lalamic state in the country. The presence of

large pashtun population on both sides of the yaséfered the country as a safe haven for the
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Al-Qaeda and Taliban fighters running from Afgha&sams The prevailing religious extremism
and the large chain spread the mujahedeen with apes. This creates domestic tension among
the government and militants in Pakistan (Nich6l.@ Musarrat, 2007; Nayak, 2005).

After the fall of the Taliban, many of them andith®-Qaeda allies retreated in to Pakistan and
linked up with their supporters there, creatingttfar prospects for domestic instability. In

addition there were ongoing instability in the dwmrh provinces of Baluchistan and Sind that
sometimes looked like civil wars and growing setization religious identity by open violence

between Pakistan’s dominant Sunni Muslims and i &nd Christian minorities (Buzan and
Waever, 2003:107).

Pakistan has been a front-line state in the ‘wateororism’ since the tragic September 11, 2001
attacks. Musharraf initially cast his lot with theS mainly as a result of deep fears about what
U.S enmity might imply for Pakistan’s long-standingalry with India, efforts at economic
revival, nuclear weapons program, and equitieshim ¢onflict over Kashmir. Describing to
protect Islamabad itself in the campaign againstotesm, Musharraf reluctantly cut loose
Islamabad’s ties with the Taliban- a force it hadtared, trained, and equipped for almost a
decade in its effort to secure control over Afgtam. The U.S inauguration of the GWOT
forced Musharraf to make good on his “principledg&cision on to join the U.S-led coalition
(Tellis,2008:8).

This inevitably required him to confront the soumfeterrorism that had developed with in
Pakistan, most of which ironically resulted frons lmwn army’s previous decisions to nurture
radical Islamist organizations because of theifitytio Islamabad’s military campaign in
Kashmir and Afghanistan. Four different terrorigogps were implicated in this regard:
domestic sectarian groups, anti-Indian terroristugs, the Taliban and Al-Qaeda, which were
engaged in violent bouts of bloodletting within tbeuntry and caused serious challenge to
domestic order. The groups violence in Pakistastaggering, with hundreds of people killed or
injured in such attacks each year. In one incidemtexample, sectarian hostility in the town of

Parachinar in the Kurram Agency involved a five-degr, where small arms, mortars, rocket
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launchers, and antiaircraft missiles were all useal convulsive spasm that claimed hundreds of

lives and injured many more (ibid:9).

In turn, Pakistan’s government cooperation witle toalition forces gave rise to popular
resentment and hatred the pashtun population dgiesarmy and the Musharraf regime.
According to a survey conducted by the Pakistanitiie of Peace Studies (PIPS), cited in
Ahmad, about 18% of Pakistan Madrassas have #ffiia with Jihadi and Sectarian groups,
78% of Madrassas are against Pakistan’s role inwieon terror and 81% against military
operations in tribal areas; and 20% consider theentiinsurgency a direct reaction to Pakistan’s
role War On Terror. These factors have resultethen local Taliban gaining strength. They
consider it a war against Islam and against théntpas. All these events created internal
extremism and terrorism, which destabilize the ¢gugAhmad, 2010:107).

Pakistan launched military operations there inoasp to U.S pressure but intensified them only
after several assassination attempts on the preasideDecember 2003. The concentration of
militants in Pakistan threatens its domestic sitgbivhich results law and order breakdown in

the country, and risks making it the new regioreter for terrorism. Terrorism and Islamist

factional violence in Pakistan, of course, pred&#d, but the ‘war on terrorism’ evidently has

spurred new cooperation there between domestianisiagroups and foreign terrorists.

Domestic controversies over the country’s regigraicy shifts also encouraged some part of
Pakistan establishment to keep Islamabad’s optpen dy discreetly retaining ties to Taliban

remnants and to military groups operate in Kashamd turn a blind eye to activities by all these
elements in Pakistan (Nayak, 2005:5).

Warlordism is also another political consequencepéict) of the U.S intervention in
Afghanistan. However, the problem dates back dutiegvar against the communist regime and
its supporting Soviet army, the current problemmaflordism is a result of U.S policies in its
‘war on terror’. Since 2001 the U.S had relied lo@ former local commanders for dislodging the
Taliban. In doing so, the commanders were ableetestablish themselves with the help of
American financial and military assistance. Theealog of international forces and weak central

government in Kabul encourage them to assert thewer and influence and occasionally
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engaged in wars with each other. In this time thezKi government controlled only one-third of
the country. The remaining two-third of the Afghterritory was under the control of tribal
leaders and the Taliban forces (Lafraie, 2009:104).

The power vacuum, which was immediately filled lmntreds of commanders as well as tribal
and religious leaders together with the Taliban aihér regional movements, like IMU and 1JU,
the local warlords destabilize large part of thgioe and stressed the major security threat,
because a failure to stabilize Afghanistan in tdestabilize Pakistan, India and Central Asian
states, emboldening jihadists and weakening thditany and intelligence service to take on
Islamic militancy (Schetter, 2007).

According to Human Right Watch (HRW) annual regamtitical repression, human right abuses,
and criminal activities by warlords are the maiolgems that Afghan and regional states has
faced. Such crimes include rape, murder, illegdknt@n, forced displacement, and human
trafficking in women and children. All these hawerely damaged the legitimacy of the Karzai
government and its foreign supporters and haveriboméd the resurgence of Taliban and other

regional insurgency groups (HRW, 2005:240-241).

The Islamic groups that fled north wards from Afgiséan to neighboring countries after the
U.S-led international military action increasingbstrict cross-border movements and trade and
their clamping down on religious and political foeens, which exacerbate the regions
vulnerability to crisis. Adding to this, the intemtion discouraged foreign investors and impede

the domestic economic activity in the regionalestatue to the political uncertainty (ILO, 2003).

Suicide bombing in Pakistan is also another impéatte U.S interventionPakistan had suffered
by suicide bombing incidents since January 200@ingiat least 465 and injuring more than
11201. Not surprisingly, these incidents far excéwde in 2008, when 28 attacks occurred over
a longer period, from January to the end of Augwétile the average death toll was reported to
be 24 a week and 83 per month during the firstd&@ of the year, it has now increased to 90
deaths a month. Pakistan is indeed facing an uagesmted wave of suicide attacks for a couple

of years now. The tactic first appeared in 200Karachi, in a controversial suicide bombing
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that led to the killing of 14 people, including Etench engineers of the state firm, involved in
the sale of Agosta submarines to the Pakistani gbaayche, 2009:1).

On the other hand, India might stems to presenindas picture, with unstable government’s
serving as a backdrop to ethnic and religious dtéimgmlitical violence. The long running

insurgency in Punjab, which was costing severaldhech lives per year, peaked since 2001,
because the U.S presence in Afghanistan aftertthekagave Indian an expected opportunity in
its own war against the Taliban and Al-Qaeda. Tibkerce in Kashmir, which was more closely
tied in to Indo-Pakistan relations rumbled on witigh casualties, and periodic crises. Also
wording was the florining up of communal violencetween Hindus and Muslims, and its

association with the so called Hindu Nationalisttiea, BJP (Buzan and Waever, 2003).

The Indian government joining with the U.S-led migtional forces brought the country to be
the target of Pakistan-based Islamic groups in K@shThe Kashmir insurgents whose
connection with the Taliban and Al-Qaeda causedrigs problem in India. For example, on
December 13, 2001 attacks on the Indian’s parliaraad the subsequent January 2002 attack
on the Kaluchak army camp (Raghavan, 2004:149).

The attack, facilitated by Kshmir insurgents supgeihby Taliban and Al-Qaeda forces not only
caused internal instability, rather it opened donbfiwith Pakistan, because the Indian’s
parliament attack ordered the government mobibraiis military along the Indian-Pakistan

border. In light of each country’s possession aflear weapons, the Indian mobilization raised
the prospects of war between Indian and Pakistmalisyg toward a nuclear exchange. Given its
new regional relation ships, the proximate causedif’s 2002 military mobilization essentially

landed the U.S in the middle of zero-sum contestéen India and Pakistan, making one of the
most irreconcilable conflicts in the world. Thiseally indicated that the U.S intervention in

Afghanistan created new security problems betweertvito countries (ibid).

During the war in Afghanistan since 2001 CentralaAs experiencing challenging times. It is
still in the midst of a problematic transition tawa democracy and a market economy. The

deteriorating socio-economic and political situafiaffecting in particular employment, social
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protection, social dialog and governance. One ef rilegative repercussion of U.S military
intervention in Afghanistan since 9/11 is that CanAsian governments, under the pretext of
the security threat posed by Islamic radicals, Whittempts to stop cross border movements and
suppress religious and political expressions. This be destabilizing the internal and regional
security at a time of high unemployment, economisilldsionment, breakdown of law,

corruption, and political tensions (ILO, 2003:19).

Following the intervention there was considerabi@agh scale of ‘Islamic’ threat in the Central
Asia. It is currently embodied in two radical Islanorganizations, the Islamic Movement of
Uzbekistan (IMU), and the Hizb-ut-Tahrir (Islamidbkration Party). The IMU, a militant
fundamentalist group, declared that its goal wasverthrow the Central Asian governments and
established Islamic states, is supported by Al-Qaedd Taliban forces. It is active in
Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, and Tajikistan and als@aoasible for regional destabilization. The
IMU and its splinter group , the Islamic Jihad b@mi(IJU) have become even more closely
allied with international terrorist groups, pariay, Al-Qaeda, which have expanded their
activities beyond Central and Southern Asia to o#meas of the globe (Nichol, 2010; ILO,
2003).

Hizb-ut-Tahrir (HT), another radical Islamic group Central Asia, active in Kazakhstan, the
Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan seeks toeualt Muslim countries in a unitary Islamic
state ruled by Shariah law and thereby challenigessécularism and even existence of Central
Asian states. The group supported by the Talib@n/drQaeda forces presents a more complex
problem. It seeks to replace the regimes of thenegith a supranational Islamic caliphate. The
groups have experienced terrorist or insurgenthksdtan the recent past. Most activists come
from radical groups based in the Fergana Valleyegion split between the three countries.
Governments in the region claim that attacks in62@@re perpetrated by affiliates to the IMU
and Hizb-ut-Tahrir (Hill, 2003:11).

If we elaborate further, the Afghan conflict hass@d a challenge the Central Asian countries-
Uzbekistan, Tajikistan and Turkmenistan-to dealhwihe practical aspect of coping with
possible spillover of turbulence into the regiomeTAfghan conflict negatively impinging on

their security includes: (i) the threat of religgoudeology affecting the domestic political
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cleavages; (ii)the threat of Central Asian statedtimg drawn into the “narco-corridor”
originating from Afghanistan; (iii) the threat abhs-border terrorism, especially in the wake of
Wahhabi activists’ presence in Afghanistan; (v) theeat of refugee influx. They have found
themselves being encircled by an arc of crisesheitnmediate neighborhood torn apart by
internal conflicts-encouraged by religious extremislrug trafficking and external pressures of
different kinds (ibid)

For example, on April 1, 2004 serious bombings amded attacks were launched in Uzbekistan
reportedly forty seven people killed. In this tls¢éamic Jihad Groups of Uzbekistan (1JG; Jama’
at al-Jihad al-Islami, a break way part of IMU)iolad responsibility and subsequently attempt
to overthrow the government. This group was traiaed aided by Al-Qaeda and Taliban forces.
The same is true for the 2005 violence and 2009bimgnin Uzbekistan by Islamic groups,
which results the death of dozens or hundreds wliasis, were trained and supported by the
international terrorist group, Al-Qaeda (Nichol 0B06).

4.1.2 Economic Implications

As its history demonstrates, opium production asdtiade have played a central role in the
politics and geopolitics of Afghanistan. It is nat new trend. In 1970's Afghanistan has
positioned themselves as the main source of opippy (Corti and Swain, 2009).

The U.S-led military intervention campaign in Afglistan that collapsed the Taliban regime
initially pledged and promised to destroy drugftcking (‘war on drugs’), but the situation has
not changed. Since 2001, Afghanistan has becomangyn with “narco-state” and the world’s
largest producer of opium. The power vacuum in Kdébllowing the overthrow of the Taliban
regime has enabled Afghan farmers to replant ogoppy. So, cultivation and production of
opium have significantly increased since the irgation. In addition, opportunities for drug
trafficking has diversified since the interventidrnere is evidence that more narcotics are being
produced in the north of Afghanistan and traffickedCentral and Southern Asian countries
(ILO, 2003).
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In 2009 the Afghan drug economy reached the higleest in the history of modern drug trade
(92 percent of the global opium poppy cultivatiespecially the world’s deadly drug-heroin).
This opium production shifts to Central and SoutfiaA states. These countries have already
become key smuggling routes for opium and herai tomes from Afghanistan. Many heroin
laboratories have emerged on the border with Tdgki, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, India,
Pakistan and in other neighboring countries. Appnaely forty percent of Afghan’s heroin
trafficked in to Pakistan, and twenty five perc@atvs in to Central Asian states. Surprisingly,
the human cost of addiction in consuming countisesigher than the number of soldiers killed
in Afghanistan (UNODC, 2009; Brown, 2010).

According to American Institute of Afghanistan Segland the Hollings Center for International
Dialogue (AIAS and HCID) drugs from Afghanistan motly supply a domestic market but also
are traded onward to Turkey and Europe. Many sniggioutes run through the tri-border
areas of Baluchistan, which demarcate Afghanidtam and Pakistan. The trade helps fund a
secessionist Baluch insurgency that is opposedhéolslamic Republic (AIAS and HCID,
2010:8).

The overthrow of the Taliban has had an impactrends in drug production and trade. Central
Asia become a more important smuggling route , taedimpact of drug trade in the region is
expected to grow due to the fragility of the lo@donomy and weakness of governance
structures required to tackle the problem. Tajdas economic dependency on drugs trafficking
makes economic reform more difficult. In an envir@nt controlled by criminals and penetrated
by the drug trade, economic activity becomes embedid violence and crime. The illicit drug in
Central Asia, with drugs trafficking groups takiagvantage of ethnic ties to promote opium
poppy cultivation. Although the Tajikistan governmidias taken important steps to challenge
drug smuggling, the political and law enforcemestablishment itself is undermined by
involvement in the trade (I LO, 2003; Glaze, 2007).

The presence of large scale drug production in &fggtan and other neighboring countries
threaten the security and economic interest ofegeon. The anti-American Taliban strengthens

its insurgency campaign by driving both vast finahprofits and great political capital from
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sponsoring the illicit economy. The strengthenesuigency in turn threatens the vital U.S
objectives of counter-terrorism and the regionab#ity. The large scale trafficking of drugs
undermines these goals by fueling wide spread ptiom, encouraging crime and violence
(Brown, 2010).

It also increases insecurity in the form of drugliadon (especially of heroin) and the spread of
HIV AIDS in the regional states. Turkmenistan, Kegian, Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan are easy
targets for drug traffickers, and the spread dfifldrug trade had had serious implications in the
region. It expands organized crime, exacerbatesigabland social instability, contributing to
institutional decay, and failure of economic praility. The significant drug related informal
economy also undermines the democratic processemtr& and Southern Asian states, and
causes serious law and order challenges. It isedrgiat the drug trade has increased ethnic
rivalries and armed conflict in the region. For e, the drug had played a great role for the
2005 revolution in Kyrgyzstan (Corti and Swain, 200NODC, 2005:147).

After the intervention the economic situation inkiBtan becomes shaky. Moreover, the
infrastructure of these areas is also damagedatieetcontinuous bombing and militancy, and
thus everyday life has become miserable. Localnassi suffered, especially in Mingora and
some settled areas of Swat and Dir. Some develdjaingmjects could not be initiated due to
security issues. The terrorist and counter-terratdions in the tribal areas also have badly
hampered the educational system of this area, whieliready facing high illiteracy rates. The
minimal educational infrastructure existing in themeas has been damaged by the militants.
This persistent uncertainty stops students froendihg educational institutions (Ahmad, 2010:
108-109).

4.1.3 Social Implications

Migration is part and parcel of the Afghan sociatecultural land scape. Although Afghan
migration has occurred since the 1970s, the reaitmtks against the United States and its allies
have rendered the situation of Afghan refugeesodmpeimary international concern. The attacks
of the WTC and Pentagon in September 2001 andubseguent intervention of international

coalitions led by the American forces, bringing tak of the Taliban and the establishment of a
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government in Kabul backed by the international mmmity in winter 2001-2002 set the stage
for a new era filled with hope for peace and prospeBut, following a new deterioration of the
security situation, the migration of the people imeseased (AIAS and HCID, 2008).

Increased civilian casualty as a result of U.S-NATd@ces produced displaced populations,
many spilling into neighboring countries or osdilg within border areas. The increasing
magnitude of forced displacement as people esaame Violence (which in many instances
resulted from a state’s failure in conflict resaua) critically challenges the security and staili
of the region. The increased socio-economic andigad! instability following the intervention
generated large outflow of Afghan refugee. Howeadter the attack against the United States,
the situation in Afghanistan ‘spun out of controWith refugees largely trapped inside
Afghanistan because of closed borders in neighbocountries. Intense fighting during the
intervention forced many flee to their neighboremuntries (Tamang, 2009; AIAS and HCID,
2008).

According to the Office of United Nation High Conssioner for Refugees (UNHCR)
(UNHCR, 2009) (quoted in international Crisis GrqpG) (ICG, 2009:1) stated that:

on the eve of the Taliban’s ouster in 2001 asmedéd one million Afghans
were internally displaced; almost six million hamight refuge in Pakistan and
Iran, the main refugee hosting countries. OtherhAfgstan migrants opted to
get refugee in Central Asian countries, and mon thundred thousand
migrated beyond the region.

With the increased political, economic and secuwtftgllenges facing the karzai’'s administration
and the international community in Afghanistan e timpact and implications-negative of
Afghan mobility on domestic and regional stabilltgve a great concern. The migrations of
many Afghans into neighboring states caused ingtallly way of rapid urbanization, that
contributing to poverty, unemployment and crimityaliin addition, the mass migration of
Afghan refugees caused serious problems includesjoeic burden, law and order problem,

aggravated drug trade and increased unemploymerr@e, 2008; ICG, 2009).

46



4.2 Challenges to Bring Peace and Stability in theegion
4.2.1 Lack of Domestic Public Support

After September 11, 2001, the U.S policy emphasizaldtering the security of the regional

states to help them combat terrorism, prolifergtimmms trafficking and energy development.
The administration’s policy also aims to integrdtese states in to the international community
so that they follow responsible security and otpelicies, and to discourage the growth of
fundamentalist and anti-Western orientations tlhaedten peace and stability. However, its
initial ‘successes’ in ousting the Taliban from mwwAmerican post-intervention policy has

challenged by different factors. The Taliban hageeped and regaining its influence among the
local population and across the states bordergmr@l and Southern Asia (Huria, 2009; Nichol,
2006).

The Taliban now holds a permanent presence in r&peof Afghanistan, up from 54 percent

in 2008. The main reason for the failure and grawpablic disillusionment was the increasing

of civilian casualty. The U.S and NATO forces has®d massive, mostly disproportionate air
power and ground troops in their fight against itteurgents in Afghanistan. The use of aerial
bombings, especially unplanned air strikes, hasezuassive civilian deaths, exacerbating the
problem and fueling a public backlash (Huria, 2@09:

The insurgents also have done their bit to conteilba ballooning civilian casualty figures. They
often deploy their forces in populated villageshaspecific aim of using human shields toward
off U.S and NATO attacks. Indiscriminate bombingsl @ hapless civilian caught in cross-fire
between the insurgents and foreign forces, hatledsignificant diminishing of support for U.S

forces and alienated the people from Karzai goventrtibid).

The U.S-led NATO force’s carless bombardment amabshgs are not the only problem. Those
mistakes as well as their abuse of human right tesatment of prisoners and their lack of
sensitivity to Afghan cultural and religious valuegve certainly played a central role to public
opposition. The Afghan’s collective memory aboutstle intervention is also contributed for
the public opposition. Afghanistan has been subgetd foreign invasion through out its history.

The Russian invasion is not even an old and s&bi in Afghan minds. The British invasions
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may be more than hundred years in the past, butatally forgotten. With such collective
memory, the Afghan people see the U.S intervera®aggression; and the U.S intervention has

been far from benevolent (Lafraie, 2009:111).

The lack of legitimacy of the Karzai administratios also another reason for the Afghans’
distrust to the U.S and coalition forces. Wining firesidential elections in 2004 with 54 percent
of the vote seemed to enjoy wide spread populantylegitimacy. Unfortunately that image did
not last long. The level of public participationthe parliamentary elections in 2005 decreased to
a little over 50 percent compared to over 75 pdraepresidential elections. This showed that
the Afghan people losing faith in Karzai administra (ibid: 108-109).

The intensification of the Taliban insurgency i tBouth and East part of Afghanistan in 2006
and 2007 raised further questions about Karzai morent’s legitimacy. In addition, the newly
introduced ‘freedoms’ together with the presenceadfarge number of foreigners in Kabul and
other major cities have resulted in the presencalaihol consumption, prostitution, satellite
television and even domestic television program#reoy to the Afghans religious and cultural
norms. All these factors forced the people to sidia the Taliban, which is responsible for
regional instability together with IMU and 1JU. Swithout the support of Afghan people it is
difficult for U.S and international forces to briqggace and stability in the country and in the

region (ibid).

The international community insisted on the presi@é elections in 2009, allowing them to take
place. However, their free and fair character wighli doubtful in the view of many Afghans

and the international community and the UN endedeipg blamed for their flaws. The effect
of these elections may well be that the countryamg to be more than ever politically divided
into two parts: Pashtun and non-Pashtun. Furtherybis could very possibly unite all groups
of Pashtuns behind stronger elements, such asdliteam, Hezb-e- Islami and jihad groups -even

those who are secular nationalist and progresswsodrats lasadykov et al, 2010)
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4.2.2 Lack of Coherent Strategy and Coordination amng U.S-Led Coalition Forces

The U.S-led international force’s mission in Afgisaan currently found difficulty. The shortage

of troops and resources for combat operations ise@ous issue facing the mission in
Afghanistan since it has intervened in the counfhe primary reason for this was the parallel
conflict in Iraq, which diverts the War on Terranidrom Afghanistan to Iraq that captured the
attention of Bush’s administration, other policy kees and the public. Yet the operation is
hampered by a more fundamental difficulty, the ectovolved in the coalition failed to develop

a coherent approach concerning the question oftbaehieve Alliance and coalition objectives
in Afghanistan. This lack of coherence among cimalipartners manifests itself at various levels

in different forms (Noetzel an8cheipers, 2007).

Since France and Germany had vocally opposed thesion of Iraq, and European public
opinion was also against it, the United States ot obtain the same security commitment
from them for the war in Afghanistan as it mighvéaecured in the absence of Iraq war. The
national interests and respective public opiniorGefmany, France and some other European
NATO members have prevented them from proactivatigpating in the NATO mission in
Afghanistan. The Bush administration unilateralasion of Iraq, collateral damage in NATO
operations and the rising death-toll of NATO trodpsAfghanistan have influenced public
opinion and state policies of NATO’s major Europedles, creating the continuing NATO

troops shortage problem in Afghanistan (Ahmad, 2809

However, the coalitions’ initial success in figlgithe Taliban and Al-Qaeda, in achieving a
satisfactory level of security in Afghanistan ahdoughout the region remains limited. The lack
of success results from the coalition’s failure develop and implement jointly a coherent

strategy for Afghanistan that integrates countstigency, counterterrorism and stability and
reconstruction operations. The coalition’s internahesion regarding the development of the
Afghan operation is becoming increasingly fragilee willingness to share risks has become a
key issue. National caveats are increasingly desputiot all NATO member states are prepared
to send their forces into combat. This puts thel&umental principle of alliance solidarity on the

line (Noetzel andcheipers, 2007).
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The decision-making disagreement among NATO memipovides an opportunity for
insurgents to influence NATO'’s strategy-making @& In particular, insurgents selectively
target individual member states in their attacksroter to affect public opinion and make it more
risk-averse. Thus, the Afghanistan operation cjeddmonstrates the limitations of NATO'’s
consensus-based decision making process. It plats limits on NATO’s ability to
successfully develop and implement a coherentegjyatThe evolution of the Afghan operation
shows that NATO is ill prepared to conduct a lasgale and complex stability and
reconstruction operation that requires its foraedeé capable of sustaining counter-insurgency
campaigns. These difficulties are multiplied by tt@alition’s inability to agree on a joint
perception of the conflict in Afghanistan. Overdalie multi-faceted nature of the Afghanistan
operation makes it difficult for coalition membeaeosgenerate the necessary political will to raise

the necessary resources to make progress towareksdagperational objectives (ibid:8 ).

This lack of a joint strategy enables coalitiontpars operate on the basis of different legal
frameworks, which are reflected in their respectiational mandates for military operations in
Afghanistan. A large gap exists between the coali$i ambitious stability and reconstruction
objectives on the one hand and its limited williegs to devote resources on the other. In the
initial planning stages for the war in Afghanistaoalition member states agreed that a sound
strategy had to include and combine combat operstistability and reconstruction efforts and
humanitarian relief (ibid).

When under the mandate of OEF American and Britstes entered the military campaign on
7 October 2001, policy-makers and the armed foneesprepared for initial combat operations
and also for short-term humanitarian relief. Howeveremained unclear how the long-term
issue of sustaining a stability and reconstructiperation for Afghanistan was to be addressed.
Efforts towards developing a comprehensive stratagproach that would involve stability and
reconstruction operations started only months after military operation already had begun.
Right from the start, reconstruction efforts lackib@ necessary degree of coordination and
political support. As a result, the coalition fostenitial military successes could not be
translated into sustainable degrees of securitysgatallity throughout the country and the region
(ibid: 2- 4).
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4.2.3 Ethnic Similarity and Lack of Regional Coopeation

Afghanistan contains many ethnic groups, which atgsts in Central and Southern Asia. From
its population of 26 million, 200,000 ethnic KazakB.5 million ethnic Tajiks, 1.6 million ethnic
Uzbeks and smaller groups of ethnic Kyrgyz and ek, and others the Pashtun ethnic groups
which also found in Pakistan (Gasper, 2001; ILA)30

The closed society (shared identities and aspirg}iand strict adherence to cultural values and
socio-cultural affiliations of Central and Southésian countries forced the local people on the
side of the insurgents rather than the coalitiomds The regional governments have faced a
broad-based political backlash against their cotteteorism cooperation with the United State.
People of the region criticize their governmentigpport for the U.S-led coalitions in
Afghanistan; because they fear that the Westerredbaaternational intervention would
threatened and disapprove their culture and relifii@fraie, 2009; Nayak, 2005).

Pakistan’s tribal border regions have become a bafen for Al-Qaeda, Taliban and other
insurgents, which has become the most potent ddaagee NATO-U.S mission in Afghanistan.
The same Pashtun tribes straddle between Pakisthi\fghanistan helped for the growth of
Taliban-led insurgency, which has increased itduarfce in Afghanistan, Pakistan’s tribal

regions, and in the frontier province (Ahmad, 2009)

The unrecognized and porous nature of the borderdes the two countries, the mutual ethno-
tribal affinity of Pashtun populations living aceo had served as a sanctuary for Taliban. Due
to this reason it is unthinkable to stop cross bprdafficking of Taliban and their allies to
Pakistan. So, it is difficult for U.S- led coalitidorces, Afghan and Pakistan governments to
alienate the Taliban insurgents from the Pakistashfun ethnic group. Security problems
become worse in Afghanistan and Pakistan as atrefscboperation between the two ethnic ties
(ibid).

Similarity of ethnic identity is not the only prawh; rather the lack of coordination among the
regional states would be the main. The westerrtitrmof Pakistan with Afghanistan, known as
the federally administered tribal areas, that astly unpoliced region are now a sanctuary for
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Al-Qaeda, the Taliban, and other interconnectedanil groups. Using sanctuary in the border
area of Pakistan, Taliban and Al-Qaida have beele &b maintain and directing the
organization’s operations around the world, becatlse Pakistani government has never
effectively controlled its autonomous tribal tesries. As a result of Pakistan’s failure to combat
Taliban insurgency in its own border, U.S-NATO nossin Afghanistan find difficulty to
destroy the insurgents (CATO Institute, 2008).

Although under the influence of U.S-NATO forces R&n tried to prevent its tribal regions
bordering Afghanistan from acing as a major samgtiar Taliban-led insurgents, the action
against them was unable to harboring Al-Qaeda ristsp because there is no serious action
taken against the Taliban by the Pakistan goverhn&ince the present civilian government
came to power in March 2008, it has intensifiedugsé&g operation in tribal and frontier areas,
and adopted novel strategies such as launchingtiitbas against Taliban insurgents. However,
due to public opposition, because of the instardesllateral damage from these attacks and
growing public concern about the violation of cayist sovereignty, the Pakistan government

was unable to neutralize the local people frombgadithreat (Ahmad, 2009).

The coalition’s failure to address economic digredrug trafficking, forced migration and

insurgent’s movement inside their countries anadugh out the region are reasons for the
decline of public support for the coalition’s intention. Due to this opposition, regional

governments reduce their attention to fight insotg®n their border. The regional conflicts and
tensions had also played a great role for declineooperation among each other against Al-
Qaeda and Taliban. Some regional governments suppEargent movements, war lords and
local militias, which had linked with Al-Qaeda af@liban. Such kind of competition among

regional powers further damage the security anHilgyaof the region by strengthening the

power of the insurgents, particularly Taliban andQaeda, and other groups (Ahmad, 2010;
Nichol, 2006).

4.2.4 Geographical Barrier and Suicide Bombing

U.S-led coalition forces find it difficult to combaerrorist tactics, such as suicide bombings

being employed by Taliban and other insurgentsecemt years. Because, Taliban and their

52



insurgent-terrorist allies essentially pose a tattrather than a strategic threat to the Afghan
government and NATO mission in Afghanistan. Theg apting at guerilla warfare, which is
facilitated by Afghanistan’s unique rugged mountai® terrain. Currently the U.S-NATO
coalition forces unable to prevent or preempt #reotist tactics adopted by Taliban and their
insurgent allies, such as suicide bombings targettioops as well as people, international or
Afghan security forces (Ahmad, 2009).

The primary aim of suicide missions in Afghanistianto terrorize the international security
forces, and the Afghan people, so that the troopgrimuting nations can be dissuaded from
making additional military commitment to the war Afghanistan and the wider Afghan

populace can be forced to opt for a political setgnt in Afghanistan conducive to politically
pragmatic or religiously regressive ambitions oflif@ and their affiliates. Obviously, the

forces of insurgency and terrorism in Afghanistapitalize upon NATO's internal strife about

the mission in Afghanistan. Suicide bombings havi@ary and human costs on NATO mission
and the Afghan government (ibid).

Broadly speaking, insufficiency of NATO troops, esjally for combat operations; relative
failure of security-sector reforms; crisis of lemstep and governance in post-Taliban
Afghanistan; Taliban’s resort to terrorist tactik® suicide bombings; drug trafficking acting as
a major source of insurgent financing; Taliban’surgence in Pakistan’s tribal and frontier
regions and its linkage with Afghan insurgency; iB&@n’s inability to combat its own Taliban
insurgency in its tribal regions; and negative pulgerceptions about NATO mission in
Afghanistan, and Pakistan are the main obstaclefrarding U.S-led international forces to
bring peace and stability in Afghanistan as welinashe region (ibid:3).
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Chapter V

Conclusion and Recommendations

Conclusion

To further its strategic interest and national séguthe United States intervened in Afghanistan
twice in less than two decades. First in fightimgiast the Soviets and its backed government,
then the Taliban. In the aftermath of Septembe2001 attack the U.S administration identified
the failed state of Afghanistan as a safe haverAfgpaeda terrorist group. Subsequently, with
the support of NATO-led coalition international ¢es, the U.S launched OEF to capture Osama
Bin Laden. Despite, its initial success in oustihg Taliban from power, American post-
intervention policy has floundered terribly in theuntry. It left the state more weakened and
conflict ridden.

Within ten years of the U.S-led coalition intervent in Afghanistan the regional states
continues in turmoil, insecurity, violence, civiti@wasualties and failure of efforts to build stable
political system. The country has witnessed a gngwrlaliban insurgency and expansion of
guerillas that has gained momentum in the bordeasathat destabilize the country and the
region. At the present time Afghanistan is the ggrgtachallenge to the international community.
Pledges made by the international community to ilébAfghanistan political structure,

transform its economy, and liberate the masses a@rput into practice. The country continues

to be confronted by a weak, ineffective and corggternment and increasing opium trade.

Huge amount of money have been given to rebuilchafgstan’s shattered infrastructure and
economy, however, most of the money allocated feghAnistan has been spent on military
operations whereas reconstruction and developmenbben slow. The escalating conflict and
unresolved concerns with in Afghanistan caused sesurity challenges for the regional states.
The Taliban forces fled from Afghanistan and hawemctuary in the border tribal areas
destabilizes the peace and security of the regldmeats of terrorismreligious extremism,
refuge movements, smuggling and drug traffickingg ssme of the problems that regional states
has faced.
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This study concludes that the U.S-led military mémtion in Afghanistan has never benefited
neither for the intervening powers nor the Afghahemselves, because the intervention is
unable to bring peace and stability in the courasywell as in the region. However, in the
present case, in the absence of a well thoughtdvatiral plan by foreign intervening powers,
instability and chaos will continue in Afghanistarhe condition in Afghanistan after the Soviets
withdrew clearly indicates how the country wasumitoil and civil war. If U.S and international
forces will do the same, it is easy to assume wdilahappen in Afghanistan.

So, the administration needed clear policy objestibefore withdrawal of the troops. The new
Obama administration must clearly define its polityAfghanistan by addressing key issues that
the Bush administration ignored. StrengtheningAfghan government, accelerating training of
the Afghan forces, reducing corruption, working twifriends and increasing economic

development and negotiating with Taliban and otbeal warlords will be given priority.

Lessons learned from the Soviet defeat clearly gldothiat military action alone couldn’t bring
real solution for the current problems in Afghaarsiand the region. Once the military option
was adopted, how ever, there was no way to enctdhdict. This was due to the Afghans
collective memory about outside intervention, whishthe main important factor for the
resurgence of the Taliban insurgency responsibledgional instability. No military campaign
can be successful without the support of the massesich situation, it is important for the U.S
government to switch to other policy options alamde the case of force. As a result of this, the
real solution to bring peace and stability in Afglstan as well as in the region should not have
been only military force; rather it needs diplomatommitment (reconciliation) between local

warlords, insurgent groups and the Karzai goverrimen

In addition, making a sustainable peace and sgcuritAfghanistan needs greater regional
diplomacy and a regional approach. So, United Stal®muld learn the value of working with
friends in settling the conflict and promoting peaa the country as well as in the region.
Military engagement alone therefore, will not prae¢he country and region’s future security

and stability, the interest of its neighbors aldaypd a great role in ushering instability in

55



Afghanistan and the region, because building destagion will depend upon building Afghan

security capacity, a credible Afghan governmend stable life of the people.

In doing so the Karzai government must share gowental powers for local people, insurgents
and local warlords. All those groups must be ablparticipate in their government at all levels.
This should be done through creating more avenaesAfghans to influence local bodies,

through elections rather than appointment, inforoc@isultations with different communities,

and the empowerment of lower bodies through grdatdget control.

The elected provincial councils, for example, skdoog given greater authority to provide and
determine their affairs within their provinces. Aatthe district level and below, until elections
occurs bodies such as the community councils shioelldonsulted and empowered. To make it
fruitful and to control corruption and lack of resiveness to the public, the international
community will take a highly centralized systemguvernance and the U.S-led international
forces continue to engage in primarily short-terrisis management rather than long-term
planning for a politically and economically sustdite Afghan nation state, despite Afghanistan

and the region needs long-term stability.

Finally, the Afghan leadership may not have thetijsal will to disrupt the current system, and
the international community may not have sufficistitategy, policy coherence, or political will
to implement significant reforms. But local, acctabie, civilian-based and effective governance
is the only means for the success of peace anditytab Afghanistan and the region-not tactical
military victories. The Taliban recognize this ligabnd are already waging a political war, not
just a military one. So, the international forcesistndo the same to reform the Afghan
government and building its capacity and legitimacy

Recommendations

The security in Afghanistan is currently deteriorgt This situation has had negative political,
economic and social repercussions for the regiahtlns has created hatred among the people.

As a result the study proposes the following recemaations being as a solution to the problem.
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The study agreed that future efforts to rebuildbidityg in Afghanistan should be
addressed in a regional context. The country shimsidt that it has a place at the table
because its importance to the region and the ré&giomportance to it are no longer in
guestion. So, U.S administration should move fraghting with Iran and other regional
players. Working with regional players interestedAfghan stability, particularly the
Central Asian states, Pakistan, India, Russia,drahChina should be given priority.

The international actors should develop a coordimdén for development that ties the
whole region together economically. The most eifectinvestments for improving
Afghanistan’s economy may be achieved by assistsxgeighbors and giving them a
stronger stake in Afghanistan’s successes. Ecoraiyniche Afghanistan’s long-term
economic prospects will only improved by tying malesely to a regional economy.

By the time the Karzai administration had lost plblic trust. So, to get the heart of the
mass people the civilian based government shouldsbablished in Afghanistan. That
means the Afghan people should engage in any sesi@aile or capacity building in their
own country.

To mitigate the current problem the internationaimmunity should attempt to stripe
away the pashtun tribes from the Taliban supposeltarough national reconciliation
program.

In regarding to drugs the U.S policy should notddally alienating the Afghan farmers
from the opium production. Since the farmers arepgor alienating policy will turn
many people towards the Taliban for the protectbriheir opium crop. So, to bring
peace and stability in Afghanistan as well as mridgion the U.S administration should
re-think its policy with regard to opium productitmat has unable to control.

The international actors involved in the re-condinn efforts should be cognizant of
indigenous system. For instance to get the trustmainy citizens the Afghan
administration system should incorporate their walt and religious aspects in all
political activities.

The international community should meet the immiedizeeds of the Afghan people.
This may includes launched several projects inafiected areas; like schools, clinics,

hospitals, infrastructures and others.
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Expanding the opportunities for the Afghan peopephrticipate in their country’s
reconstruction should be given priority, becausddimg a stable Afghanistan will
ultimately depend up on its security capacity, eddyle Afghan government, and viable
life opportunities for the people with sufficiestakes built in for them.

Greater regional diplomacy and a regional approschAfghanistan have become
imperative, especially since Pakistan’s tribal ar&éave become a sanctuary for the
Taliban and Al-Qaeda.
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