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Executive Summary

Two reports released to U.S. government officials by the National Intelligence Council in
January 2003 predicted that establishing a stable and secure democracy in Iraq would be a long
and difficult task. The reports highlighted that the competition between religious sects and ethnic
groups would open the door for foreign entities such as Al Qa’ida to target U.S. and coalition
forces in Iraq, and encourage neighboring countries to vie for power and influence in the
country. By the summer of 2007, the accuracy of these predictions became increasingly apparent.

President Bush’s proposed “surge” did succeed in deploying deployed additional troops from
February to mid-June 2007. The Baghdad security plan, known as Operation Fardh al-Qanoon,
did not achieve quick results for two primary reasons: First, the few areas that were successfully
cleared of insurgents were then held by Iraqi police and army personnel, which were largely
under-prepared and under-manned to carry out such operations. The security situation evolved in
Iraq in a way that was defined less by the deployment of Coalition and Iraqi forces, and more by
the spontaneous growth of tribal and local resistance movements to Al Qa’ida and the counter-
movements of al-Qa’ida, Sunni insurgents and Shi’ite militias.

Second, as fighting took hold, insurgents and militiamen fled to other areas, primarily Diyala and
the outskirts of Baghdad. Three of the five brigades initially deployed to Baghdad were rerouted
in June to other areas in order to reign in and root out the insurgents that had fled from Anbar
and the capital. As a result, Operation Phantom Thunder was initiated, which entailed offensives
that took place throughout the country.

As of June 27, Operation Phantom Thunder consisted of Operation Arrowhead Ripper, focused
on clearing Baqubah and other parts of southwestern Diyala; Operation Marne Torch, aiming to
clear al-Qa’ida bases southeast of Baghdad; a few sub-operations in Fallujah and the area south
of Lake Tharthar in Anbar; a continued effort by Iraqi security forces to combat Shi’ite militias
in southern Iraq, particularly in Diwaniyah and Nasiriyah; a continued effort by Iraqi security
forces to maintain order in Mosul and throughout Ninewah; U.S. and Iraqi Special Forces,
targeting high-value al-Qa’ida operatives; and continued efforts by U.S. and Iraqi forces to clear
and hold areas of Baghdad in Operation Fardh al-Qanoon.

Once the Baghdad security plan took hold, Coalition and Iraqi forces witnessed an increased
number of attacks on military personnel, noting a slight decrease in civilian casualties due to
sectarian violence. The increase in U.S. fatalities in May and June was due to three factors: 1)
new tactics that demand a higher profile for U.S. troops in an attempt to secure Baghdad’s
neighborhoods and prevent civilian deaths; 2) a greater number of explosives attacks with greater
degrees of lethality; and 3) a rise in direct attacks on U.S. troops, involving tactics with
increasing sophistication.

U.S. government sources and news services cited a dip in the number of sectarian killings in
February, March, and April; but a rise took place during May and June. Figures cited in one
report estimated a total of 542 bodies found in the month of March, 440 in April, and 743 in
May. According to the Associated Press, the count was higher: 855 bodies were found in the first
24 days of May. Additionally, the New York Times reported that 167 bodies were found in
Baghdad in the first six days of June. These figures remained below the average before the surge,
but are much higher than the levels recorded in March and April.
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One major positive development took place that was unrelated to the “surge,” and occurred as a
result of an initiative of Iraqi Sunni tribal leaders. In Anbar, the tribal alliances were formed
against al Qa’ida in Mesopotamia and other hostile Islamist extremist elements that had
challenged tribal control and killed a number of tribal leaders. These alliances were encouraged
and supported by the U.S. and Iraqi troops, and tribal forces were so successful in attacking al-
Qa’ida forces that its attacks on civilians and Coalition and Iraqi troops dropped sharply.

These alliances appeared to be so successful that they were imitated by local Iraqi leaders in
some areas, and led Coalition commanders to try to replicate the strategy of recruiting and
assisting the arming and training of local tribal groups. Tribal alliances were formed in some
parts of Diyala, Babil, Maysan and Baghdad.

It is unclear, however, how lasting this success will be, how much it can spread outside Anbar,
and whether opposition to Islamist extremist elements like Al Qa’ida can be translated into any
form of national unity or support for the central government. Some Iraqi government leaders--as
well as some U.S. commanders--are concerned that groups will not be loyal to the central
government and could become hostile to the Coalition if they succeed to the point where they no
longer need to fear Al Qa’ida.

It is also important to note that the number of insurgent attacks continued to increase on a
national level, as did Iraqi civilian causalities. Insurgents adapted to the Coalition offensives by
dispersing when they came under pressure, launching large-scale bombings and suicide attacks
designed to provoke Shi’ite reprisals and block conciliation, and by improving the quality and
lethality of their IED attacks on Coalition forces.

It often takes six months to a year to determine how effective a given tactical approach really is,
and how well insurgents and other hostile movements can adapt. The US-led Coalition and Iraqi
government forces have always been able to win at the tactical level, but so far have not been
able to hold or establish lasting security and the ability to build. Military success is dependent on
political conciliation, effective governance, and the rule of law — none of which have as yet
achieved major success in most of Iraq, and particularly outside Kurdish dominated areas.

Reports by General Petracus and President Bush on the status of political reform and security in
Iraq were due to Congress on July 1% (15"?) and September 1%. It is unclear that these can say
anything definitive, even at the tactical level. The US troop surge was only fully deployed in
June, and Iragi and American officials and senior officers have repeatedly expressed their
concern that these reporting dates are too premature to produce an accurate understanding of the
surge’s effectiveness.

Iraq’s civil conflicts are also at least as important as the threat posed by Al Qa’ida and similar
insurgent groups. The overall level of civil conflict, displacement, and sectarian and ethnic
tension remained high.

The central government made little progress in reducing sectarian and ethnic tension. Energy
production, reconstruction efforts, and legislation regarding political reform were slowed by
major political divisions within the government, sectarian tensions, and security concerns caused
by the ongoing violence. While U.S. officials continued to warn that US military and diplomatic
support would be contingent on Iraqi government efforts to reach political conciliation on
important issues, little progress was made in any area. Each faction involved in the political
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process continued to make unrealistic demands on the others, and refused to accept fault for the
crisis.

Arab-Kurdish tension did not diminish in the Mosul and Kirkuk areas or along other parts of the
“ethnic fault line.” Tensions continued to rise over whether a referendum should be held on the
future of Kirkuk, and future control of oil resources and the resulting export income. Intra-Shi’ite
feuding and violence continued in the south, as did arms flows and support from Iran. SIRI and
Al Dawa did attempt to ease their political tensions at the national level.

Shi’ite factionalism became a growing problem in the south, particularly in Basra and the other
eastern provinces. Moreover, the Moqtada al-Sadr, who had been in hiding for several months,
remerged in mid-May. He immediately called for the US to leave Iraq, blamed US occupation
for much of the violence in the country, and called for a coalition independent of ties to the US
and its Coalition allies.

At the same time, he stated that the Mahdi army should stand down and refrain from attacks on
Coalition forces and from reprisal attacks against Sunni insurgents. Sadr also attempted to
publicly align himself with moderates as well as conciliatory Sunni elements. This did not
prevent incidents of violence by Mahdi army members against Sunnis and other Shi’ites, despite
Sadr’s public stance discouraging these acts.

Sadr’s ability to take several different positions in opposition, and claim to pursue both Shi’ite
and nationalist goals gives him a political advantage. At the same time, having most of his militia
stand down, while having US and Iraqi government forces concentrate on the Sunni extremist
threat, may allow him to wait out the US presence in the field while expanding his influence and
the strength of his forces. Sadr has also benefited from the fact that Abdul Aziz Hakim, the
leader of the Supreme Islamic Iragi Council (SIIC), has lung cancer and from splits in the central
government, although the SIIC and Al Dawa have attempted to strengthen their relationship, and
Hakim’s son may emerge as a new leader of the SIIC.
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I. Introduction: The Current Status of the “War after the
War”

Since its inception in the spring of 2003, the nature of the fighting in Iraq has evolved from a
struggle between Coalition forces and former regime loyalists to a much more diffuse mix of
conflicts, involving a number of Sunni groups, Shi’ite militias, and foreign jihadists. The
insurgency is now dominated by Neo-Salafi Sunni extremists, seeking religious and ideological
goals that extend far beyond Iraq.

In the process, however, the insurgency has created complex patterns of civil conflict that
dominate the overall struggle for power in Iraq, and have become a nationwide series of
struggles for sectarian and ethnic control of political and economic space. Open violence has
become steadily more serious, but other forms of violence and intimidation now dominate.
Sectarian and ethnic “cleansing” are dividing the country at every level, creating major refugee
problems, and leading to the forced relocation of a significant amount of the population.

Secretary of Defense Robert Gates described the war as having four key conflicts: The Neo-
Salafi Islamic extremist insurgency; Iraqi Sunni Arab versus Shi’ite Arab, Arab-Shi’ite versus
Shi’ite, and Arab versus Kurd. A fifth, Sunni versus Sunni conflict has become progressively
more important. Moreover, the drift towards escalating sectarian and ethnic conflicts has been
compounded by the de facto exclusion of many ex-Ba’ath members and professionals that form
the secular and nationalist core of the country, and the slow purging of others Iraqis from
Ministries and professions that do not take a sectarian and ethnic side.

To try and stop the drift toward full-scale civil war, President Bush announced a new US strategy
on January 10, 2007. The Baghdad security portion of this strategy caked for sending some
21,000 additional US troops to Iraq - most of which would go to the capital - and about 7,000
support troops. The “surge” forces would be fully in place by June 2007 and would be paired
with a similar number of Iraq forces. It also, however, called for major new efforts at political
conciliation, for improved US aid efforts, and far more effective Iraqi governance and economic
development programs.

As of the end of June 2007, meaningful progress had only begun at the military level, and even
that portion of the President’s strategy had largely been overtaken by the impact of Iraqi Sunni
tribal fighting with Al Qa’ida in Anbar that showed security operations might succeed through
growing reliance on local forces even if the development of central government military and
police forces lagged badly behind the minimum level of effectiveness necessary to establish
security.

The success of US and Iraqi security efforts in Baghdad remains uncertain, and the initial
Baghdad-centric surge strategy has failed in the rest of the country. Iraqi Prime Minister Nouri
al-Maliki and President Bush officially launched the start of the Baghdad security plan on
February 13, 2007. US and Iraqi forces set up 19 Joint Security Stations throughout Baghdad — a
total of 40 were planned — as the basis of the new counterinsurgency strategy. While the capital
saw a reduction of the sectarian violence that had characterized the “war after the war” in 2006,
Sunni insurgent attacks continued to push Shi’ites toward civil war.

Equally important, the security effort in Baghdad largely succeeded in pushing the hard-line
Sunni Islamist insurgents into changing their tactics. They maintained the ability to conduct high
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profile bombs in Baghdad and elsewhere designed to show they could continue to inflict
casualties on US forces and to try to provoke Sunni versus Shi’ite and Kurdish conflicts. At the
same time, many Insurgent forces avoided the “surge” forces in the capital, and left for the
surrounding urban belt and other governorates. Security deteriorated further in Diyala, Salah Ad
Din, and eastern Anbar provinces. Further, the British failure to secure the Shi’ite dominated
governorates in the Southeast left much of southern Iraq controlled by rival, feuding Shi’ite
factions.

Iraqi army forces could only perform part of the mission required even in the Baghdad urban
area, and the Iraqi police fell badly behind the level of effectiveness required. Movements like Al
Qa’ida continued to conduct high profile bombings and attacks designed to show that security
was not improving in Baghdad, as well as outside Baghdad.

The new Baghdad security strategy would almost certainly have failed to bring more than limited
security to part of Baghdad at the cost of a serious deterioration in security in other parts of the
country dimension if Sunni tribal groups had not begun active armed resistance to Al Qa’ida’s
efforts to dominate Sunni areas, and had not reached out to the US for support.

If success comes, it will not be because the new strategy President Bush announced in January
succeed, or through the development of Iraqi security forces at the planned rate. It will come
because of the new, spontaneous rise of local forces willing to attack and resist Al Qa’ida, and
because new levels of political conciliation and economic stability occur at a pace dictated more
by Iraqi political dynamics than the result of US pressure.

It will not be possible to determine whether the elements of success or failure for such an option
by the fall of 2007. It may well take until the spring of 2008. Even then, the prospects for lasting
success in achieving security and stability in Iraq will almost certainly take several more years of
determine US effort and support to the Iraqi government and Iraqi security forces. Success is
possible, but remains a high-risk operation.
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Key Trends and Developments through June 2007

Two reports released to U.S. government officials by the National Intelligence Council in
January 2003 predicted that establishing a stable and secure democracy in Iraq would be a long
and difficult task. The reports highlighted that the competition between religious sects and ethnic
groups would open the door for foreign entities such as Al Qa’ida to target U.S. and coalition
forces in Iraq, and encourage neighboring countries to vie for power and influence in the
country. By the summer of 2007, the accuracy of these predictions became increasingly apparent.

President Bush’s proposed “surge” did succeed in deploying deployed additional troops from
February to mid-June 2007. The Baghdad security plan, known as Operation Fardh al-Qanoon,
did not achieve quick results for two primary reasons: First, the few areas that were successfully
cleared of insurgents were then held by Iraqi police and army personnel, which were largely
under-prepared and under-manned to carry out such operations. The security situation evolved in
Iraq in a way that was defined less by the deployment of Coalition and Iraqi forces, and more by
the spontaneous growth of tribal and local resistance movements to Al Qa’ida and the counter-
movements of al-Qa’ida, Sunni insurgents and Shi’ite militias.

Second, as fighting took hold, insurgents and militiamen fled to other areas, primarily Diyala and
the outskirts of Baghdad. Three of the five brigades initially deployed to Baghdad were rerouted
in June to other areas in order to reign in and root out the insurgents that had fled from Anbar
and the capital. As a result, Operation Phantom Thunder was initiated, which entailed offensives
that took place throughout the country.

As of June 27, Operation Phantom Thunder consisted of Operation Arrowhead Ripper, focused
on clearing Baqubah and other parts of southwestern Diyala; Operation Marne Torch, aiming to
clear al-Qa’ida bases southeast of Baghdad; a few sub-operations in Fallujah and the area south
of Lake Tharthar in Anbar; a continued effort by Iraqi security forces to combat Shi’ite militias
in southern Iraq, particularly in Diwaniyah and Nasiriyah; a continued effort by Iraqi security
forces to maintain order in Mosul and throughout Ninewah; U.S. and Iraqi Special Forces,
targeting high-value al-Qa’ida operatives; and continued efforts by U.S. and Iraqi forces to clear
and hold areas of Baghdad in Operation Fardh al-Qanoon.

Once the Baghdad security plan took hold, Coalition and Iraqi forces witnessed an increased
number of attacks on military personnel, noting a slight decrease in civilian casualties due to
sectarian violence. The increase in U.S. fatalities in May and June was due to three factors: 1)
new tactics that demand a higher profile for U.S. troops in an attempt to secure Baghdad’s
neighborhoods and prevent civilian deaths; 2) a greater number of explosives attacks with greater
degrees of lethality; and 3) a rise in direct attacks on U.S. troops, involving tactics with
increasing sophistication.

U.S. government sources and news services cited a dip in the number of sectarian killings in
February, March, and April; but a rise took place during May and June. Figures cited in one
report estimated a total of 542 bodies found in the month of March, 440 in April, and 743 in
May. According to the Associated Press, the count was higher: 855 bodies were found in the first
24 days of May. Additionally, the New York Times reported that 167 bodies were found in
Baghdad in the first six days of June. These figures remained below the average before the surge,
but are much higher than the levels recorded in March and April.



Cordesman: Iraqi Insurgency 7/9/07 Page 4

One major positive development took place that was unrelated to the “surge,” and occurred as a
result of an initiative of Iraqi Sunni tribal leaders. In Anbar, the tribal alliances were formed
against al Qa’ida in Mesopotamia and other hostile Islamist extremist elements that had
challenged tribal control and killed a number of tribal leaders. These alliances were encouraged
and supported by the U.S. and Iraqi troops, and tribal forces were so successful in attacking al-
Qa’ida forces that its attacks on civilians and Coalition and Iraqi troops dropped sharply.

These alliances appeared to be so successful that they were imitated by local Iraqi leaders in
some areas, and led Coalition commanders to try to replicate the strategy of recruiting and
assisting the arming and training of local tribal groups. Tribal alliances were formed in some
parts of Diyala, Babil, Maysan and Baghdad.

It is unclear, however, how lasting this success will be, how much it can spread outside Anbar,
and whether opposition to Islamist extremist elements like Al Qa’ida can be translated into any
form of national unity or support for the central government. Some Iraqi government leaders--as
well as some U.S. commanders--are concerned that groups will not be loyal to the central
government and could become hostile to the Coalition if they succeed to the point where they no
longer need to fear Al Qa’ida.

It is also important to note that the number of insurgent attacks continued to increase on a
national level, as did Iraqi civilian causalities. Insurgents adapted to the Coalition offensives by
dispersing when they came under pressure, launching large-scale bombings and suicide attacks
designed to provoke Shi’ite reprisals and block conciliation, and by improving the quality and
lethality of their IED attacks on Coalition forces.

It often takes six months to a year to determine how effective a given tactical approach really is,
and how well insurgents and other hostile movements can adapt. The US-led Coalition and Iraqi
government forces have always been able to win at the tactical level, but so far have not been
able to hold or establish lasting security and the ability to build. Military success is dependent on
political conciliation, effective governance, and the rule of law — none of which have as yet
achieved major success in most of Iraq, and particularly outside Kurdish dominated areas.

Reports by General Petraecus and President Bush on the status of political reform and security in
Iraq were due to Congress on July 1* (15™?) and September 1*. It is unclear that these can say
anything definitive, even at the tactical level. The US troop surge was only fully deployed in
June, and Iraqi and American officials and senior officers have repeatedly expressed their
concern that these reporting dates are too premature to produce an accurate understanding of the
surge’s effectiveness.

Iraq’s civil conflicts are also at least as important as the threat posed by Al Qa’ida and similar
insurgent groups. The overall level of civil conflict, displacement, and sectarian and ethnic
tension remained high.

The central government made little progress in reducing sectarian and ethnic tension. Energy
production, reconstruction efforts, and legislation regarding political reform were slowed by
major political divisions within the government, sectarian tensions, and security concerns caused
by the ongoing violence. While U.S. officials continued to warn that US military and diplomatic
support would be contingent on Iraqi government efforts to reach political conciliation on
important issues, little progress was made in any area. Each faction involved in the political
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process continued to make unrealistic demands on the others, and refused to accept fault for the
crisis.

Arab-Kurdish tension did not diminish in the Mosul and Kirkuk areas or along other parts of the
“ethnic fault line.” Tensions continued to rise over whether a referendum should be held on the
future of Kirkuk, and future control of oil resources and the resulting export income. Intra-Shi’ite
feuding and violence continued in the south, as did arms flows and support from Iran. While
SIRI and Al Dawa did attempt to ease their political tensions at the national level.

Shi’ite factionalism became a growing problem in the south, particularly in Basra and the other
eastern provinces. Moreover, the Moqtada al-Sadr, who had been in hiding for several months,
remerged in mid-May. He immediately called for the US to leave Iraq, blamed US occupation
for much of the violence in the country, and called for a coalition independent of ties to the US
and its Coalition allies.

At the same time, he stated that the Mahdi army should stand down and refrain from attacks on
Coalition forces and from reprisal attacks against Sunni insurgents. Sadr also attempted to
publicly align himself with moderates as well as conciliatory Sunni elements. This did not
prevent incidents of violence by Mahdi army members against Sunnis and other Shi’ites, despite
Sadr’s public stance discouraging these acts.

Sadr’s ability to take several different positions in opposition, and claim to pursue both Shi’ite
and nationalist goals gives him a political advantage. At the same time, having most of his militia
stand down, while having US and Iraqi government forces concentrate on the Sunni extremist
threat, may allow him to wait out the US presence in the field while expanding his influence and
the strength of his forces. Sadr has also benefited from the fact that Abdul Aziz Hakim, the
leader of the Supreme Islamic Iraqi Council (SIIC), has lung cancer and from splits in the central
government, although the SIIC and Al Dawa have attempted to strengthen their relationship, and
Hakim’s son may emerge as a new leader of the SIIC.
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II. Continued Failures in Conciliation and Achieving
Political Benchmarks

On January 10, 2007, President Bush announced a strategy to secure tumultuous areas of Iraq--
Baghdad in particular--in an effort to create space for Iraqi leadership to develop and implement
political and economic reforms. The effort was called “the New Way Forward,” and it
demanded a reciprocal effort by the Iraqi government to try and work towards national goals of
reconciliation, economic reform, and the successful transition to Iraqi security sovereignty. The
most important issues needed to be addressed were the need for a hydrocarbon law, a provincial
election law, constitutional review, and de-Ba’athification reform.

So far, this strategy has only had limited success in the military dimension in Baghdad proper,
although the spontaneous rise of tribal and local anti-Al Qa’ida forces in Anbar and other areas
has brought some important successes at the tactical level in other areas. There was no
meaningful new progress in political conciliation or economic development through the end of
June 2007.

Congressional Benchmarks for Iraqi Political Conciliation

On May 25, 2007, President George W. Bush signed a bill allotting $108 billion to war funds in
Iraq and Afghanistan that would pay for military operations in Iraq through September 2007.
According the requirements set by Congress, the disbursement of these funds, and the further
support for troop deployment to Iraq would be contingent on conditions set for the U.S. military
command in Iraq and the President himself." These conditions demand that the President report
to congress on the extent to which the Iraqi government is meeting the following benchmarks:

e  “Forming a Constitutional Review Committee and then completing the constitutional review;
e  “Enacting and implementing legislation on de-Ba’athification;

¢ “Enacting and implementing legislation to ensure the equitable distribution of hydrocarbon resources of the
people of Iraq without regard to the sect or ethnicity of recipients, and enacting and implementing legislation to
ensure that the energy resources of Iraq benefit Sunni Arabs, Shia Arabs, Kurds, and other Iraqi citizens in an
equitable manner;

¢  “Enacting and implementing legislation on procedures to form semi-autonomous regions;

e “Enacting and implementing legislation establishing an Independent High Electoral Commission, provincial
elections law, provincial council authorities, and a date for provincial elections;

e “Enacting and implementing legislation addressing amnesty;

e  “Enacting and implementing legislation establishing a strong militia disarmament program to ensure that such
security forces are accountable only to the central government and loyal to the Constitution of Iraq;

e  “Establishing supporting political, media, economic, and services committees in support of the Baghdad
Security Plan;

e  “Providing three trained and ready Iraqi brigades to support Baghdad operations;

e  “Providing Iraqi commanders with all authorities to execute this plan and to make tactical and operational
decisions, in consultation with U.S commanders, without political intervention, to include the authority to
pursue all extremists, including Sunni insurgents and Shiite militias;

e  “Ensuring that the Iraqi Security Forces are providing even handed enforcement of the law;
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e  “Ensuring that, according to President Bush, Prime Minister Maliki said ‘the Baghdad security plan will not
provide a safe haven for any outlaws, regardless of [their] sectarian or political affiliation’;

e “Reducing the level of sectarian violence in Iraq and eliminating militia control of local security;
e “Establishing all of the planned joint security stations in neighborhoods across Baghdad;

¢ “Increasing the number of Iraqi security forces units capable of operating independently;

e  “Ensuring that the rights of minority political parties in the Iraqi legislature are protected;

e “Allocating and spending $10 billion in Iraqi revenues for reconstruction projects, including delivery of
essential services, on an equitable basis; and

e “Ensuring that Iraq’s political authorities are not undermining or making false accusations against members of
. . » 2
the Iraqi Security Forces.

The first report was set as due on July 15, 2007, and prescribes the necessary revisions to be
made in American policy in order to help the Iraqi government successfully reach the
benchmarks in which there has been unsatisfactory progress. The second report of this kind
would be due September 15, 2007.2

Independent assessments regarding the preparedness of Iraqi Security Forces and the
implantation of the 18 benchmarks were required from Gen. Petracus and the Department of
Defense to be submitted by September 1, 2007. The bill also required that the US Ambassador to
Iraq and the Commander of Multinational Forces in Iraq testify before the relevant congressional
committees before September 15, 2007.4

President Bush said, the bill “reflects a consensus that the Iraqi government needs to show real
progress in return for America’s support.” However, US Military officials in Iraq were skeptical
about the ability of US and Iraqi armed forces and political institutions to meet the goals set by
the Iraq spending bill. Some counter insurgency experts said that the benchmarks given by
Congress were never realistic. In particular, they doubt the Iraqi government will be able, in a
short amount of time, to enact a new oil law, establish provincial elections, and reintegrate
former Ba’athists and Sunni Arabs into government jobs.

One senior military officer said, “You are talking about Sunnis who had power and Shiites who
have power forgetting about what happened over the last 30 years. How easy is that going to
be?” Stephen Biddle of the Council on Foreign Relations criticized the demands that the U.S. has
put no the Iraqi government and populace, saying, “The kinds of broad threats now popular in
the US — ‘you Iraqis get yourselves in order and negotiate a deal of we leave’ — are way too blunt
an instrument. .. It has to be much more discriminating.”

Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates questioned the emphasis that US officials had put on the
Iraqi central government. “One of the concerns that I’ve had,” Gates said, “was whether we had
focused too much on central government construction in both Iraq and Afghanistan and not
enough on the cultural and historical, provincial, tribal and other entities that have played an
important role in the history of both countries.”

The Lack of Central Government Progress

In any case, the Iraqi government under Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki failed to meet the Bush
administration’s benchmarks for reversing de-Ba’athification and administering provincial
elections through the end of June 2007. Despite the congressional pressure on the Bush
administration to produce results, Iraqi lawmakers were reluctant to succumb to the Bush
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administration’s timetable for crucial issues. “We have two clocks — the Baghdad clock and the
Washington clock,” said Mahmoud Othman, representative for the Kurdish region of northern
Iraq. “This has always been the case. Washington has been pushing the Iraqis to do things to fit
their agenda.”” In a phone call to President al-Maliki, President Bush warned that Washington
expects to see “tangible results quickly” on the oil bill and other legislation, in exchange for the
continued American support.

Iraqi legislators failed to reach a deadline to propose constitutional revisions promised to the
Sunni minority, a grievance that drove the insurgency against Maliki’s government and U.S.-led
forces. Members of the multiparty committee assigned to reform the constitution were unable to
reach agreements on key issues, such as the allocation of revenue among various regions and
the future of Kirkuk. They instead referred the issues to their leaders for further discussion.’

Brian Katulis, a staff member at the Clinton National Security Council, said that “there are still
gaping holes... and fundamental questions about power sharing” that remain unanswered. The
question of administrative regions remains sensitive, because the number and boundaries of these
regions will dictated the distribution of political and economic power among ethnic and sectarian
groups, as well as the fate of Kirkuk.

Political Developments in the Central Government

The Iraqi government did face significant challenges in moving forward. In a news briefing in
late April 2007, MNE-I Commander Gen. David Petraeus said of these issues: '’

There are also a number of challenges in the area of governance that the embassy and
Multinational Force Iraq are helping the Iraqis to address. It is in fact important to recall that the
government of Prime Minister Maliki is Iraq's fourth government in as many years. Moreover, it is
not a government of national unity. Rather, it is one comprised of political leaders from different
parties that often default to narrow agendas and a zero-sum approach to legislation.

That is one reason that progress on key laws has been slow, though there has been some
progress. The budget law, the base hydrocarbon law approved by the Council of Ministers, the
emergency powers law and so forth have all been noteworthy. And it is in fact just noteworthy to
acknowledge, as Ambassador Negroponte did yesterday, just what Iraq has achieved since he
served there as the ambassador in 2004, with respect to its elections, its constitution, its
government and so forth. I believe Prime Minister Maliki and many other Iraqi leaders are
committed to achieving more in this area in the months ahead.

Though its institutions are slowly developing, Iraq still suffers from a lack of the governmental
capacity needed to put Iraq's oil revenues to work sufficiently for all its people. In view of this,
we are working hard, together with the U.S. embassy again, to help strengthen institutions,
doubling the number of Provincial Reconstruction Teams, establishing a law and order task force,
developing an energy fusion cell, and increasing emphasis on ministerial mentorship.

US Secretary of Defense Robert Gates met with Iraqi leaders in mid-April and urged them to
approve the draft oil law and to make more efforts to include Sunnis in the political process. The
political process, however, seemed to be collapsing rather than moving forward. Deputy Prime
Minister Barham Salih said, “The political track has yet to gain traction. We need a grand
bargain among Iraqis to establish a sustainable and balanced power sharing arrangement. We
thought that the Constitution would do it, but it did not.” The constitution contained ambiguities
on over fifty issues, the majority of which had yet to be clarified. In response to American
pressure for progress he added, “There is not way that Iraq’s predicament will be fixed by
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August, but I think it’s fair for the people in Iraq and for our allies in the United States to expect
some demonstrable progress by then.”

One key problem was that each faction in the political process saw itself as the key victim of the
insurgency and civil war. Each group made unrealistic demands on the others, and each refused
to accept a fair share of blame for the crisis. For example, a Shi’ite member of Parliament
recently said, “The Shias are still oppressed, they need support,” and Tariq al-Hashimi, a Sunni
Vice President said, “It’s only Sunnis that have been marginalized.”"'

Widespread Iraqi political support for the “surge” strategy was also elusive. On May 10, 2007,
138 of the 275 parliamentarians signed a draft bill that would cap the number of foreign troops at
the current level. It would also require a timetable for the withdrawal of Coalition forces. The
draft bill was proposed by the 30 members of the Council of Representatives loyal to Sadr.
Various Sunni and Kurdish groups also signed it. The draft did not receive support from Prime
Minister Maliki’s party, Dawa, or SCIRI. The bill was proposed at the same time as a similar
measure on the US troop presence was being debated in Washington.'?

Opposition Grows to the Maliki Government

The Shi’ite led government of Prime Minister Maliki continued to face opposition and doubts
from some US experts, the majority of the Sunni population in Iraq, and some Kurds. Retired
Army General Barry McCaffrey, now a professor at West Point, described the Maliki
government as “despised” by Sunnis and seen as “untrustworthy and incompetent” by Kurds. He
said that there was not area in which members of the Iraqi government — regardless of their sect-
could walk without heavily armed protection.13 In late June, Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki,
appeared to be near exhaustion, and described political “conspirators” against his government,
comparing them to “a black ant on a black rock on a dark night.” He stated, “They will definitely
pay a price if they insist on weakening Iraq or interfering in its internal affairs.” His words
appeared to be aimed at Ayad Allawi or Tariq al-Hashemi. '

The decision of two key groups to leave the government also threatened Maliki’s power. Cabinet
ministers loyal to the radical Shiite cleric Moqtada al-Sadr resigned on April 16, 2007 to protest
Prime Minister Maliki's refusal to set a timetable for an American withdrawal. All six of the
ministers loyal to Sadr left the government, saying that their positions would be given back to the
government to choose their successors. The 30 Sadrists in Parliament, however, would not be
leaving the government and would continue to work for the withdrawal of US forces. Sadr’s
loyalists had boycotted Parliament in December 2006 and early January 2007 to protest the
continued presence of US forces.'” It remained to be seen if the political decision by Sadr would
be followed by increased military opposition to the US “surge.”

Shortly thereafter, a Sunni bloc also threatened to withdraw. The Iraqi Consensus Front, a Sunni
bloc made up of three parties, said that it may remove its five cabinet ministers, but would keep
its 44 representatives in Parliament. The group filed a statement to Maliki saying it had “lost
hope in rectifying the situation despite all of its sincere and serious efforts to do so.” The bloc
cited the lack of basic services in Sunni areas in Baghdad, the failure to ratify the oil law, and the
failure to remove Shi’ite militias from Iraqi security forces. A spokesman said that they had not
made a final decision to withdraw because of controversy within the bloc.'®

A week later, Sunni vice President Tariq al-Hashimi said that he too would withdraw from the
government if there was not movement on the Constitutional issue of federalism. He argued that
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the document needed to be amended to ensure that Iraq could not be split into three states based
on ethnicity or sect. Hashimi had previously resisted calls from Sunnis to withdraw from the
government. His statement, however, appeared to be aimed at instigating political progress,
rather than a real threat to withdraw from the government.'’

Shi’ite Political Tensions

Differences between Shi’ite parties continued to threaten the breakup of the Shi’ite political bloc,
the National Front. In March 2007 the Fadhila party withdrew from the National Front, citing
differences with leadership and a desire to defuse sectarianism in the government. This political
tension fueled clashes in the Shi’ite south between Fadhila loyalists and members of Moqtada al
— Sadr’s Mahdi Army.

Tensions escalated further on April 17, 2007 when several hundred Sadrists joined protests in
Basra against the Fadhila governor, Muhammad al-Waeli. The protesters said that the governor
had failed to provide Basra residents with basic services, such as electricity, potable water, and
jobs. There were also allegations of corruption and favoritism. One protester said that Waeli only
gave jobs at the large Southern Oil Company to Fadhila loyalists.

The governor’s office, however, said that the protests were a result of Fadhila’s withdrawal from
the Shi’ite coalition. There was no evidence that Waeli would resign in response to the protests.'®
The protests were non-violent, but added another complex layer to political tensions in the
Shi’ite south, where British forces planned to drawn down large portions of their force strength
over 2007.

Changes in the Shi’ite Opposition

On May 13, the Supreme Council for the Islamic Revolution in Iraq announced that the word
“revolution” would be dropped from its name, and its initials would change to the Supreme
Islamic Iraqi Council (SIIC). It also announced that Iran’s top cleric would no longer reign as the
party’s dominant spiritual leader. This change represented a recent move among the party’s
leaders to shore up support among Iraqi nationalists and US officials.

Jalal al-Din al-Sagheer, a Supreme Council leader in the Parliament and a hard-line cleric said,
“There is no need to talk about revolution anymore... The word means change, and we have
achieved the changes through the Constitution.” It is still unclear whether this nominal change
may represent a more significant shift in the party’s political platform. For example, the Council
continues to advocate a form of government that would allow clerics to override elected leaders,
and has not renounced its ties to Iran."

In late June, two of Iraq’s leading Shi’ite factions signed a cooperation agreement in which they
agreed to sponsor cabinet officials despite specific party allegiances. The agreement between
Prime Minister Maliki’s Dawa party and the Supreme Islamic Iraqi Council, headed by cleric
Abdul Aziz Hakim, tentatively unified the four Shi’ite parties in parliament that previously
contested each other, into the United Iraqi Alliance. In an effort to create a wider consensus
among moderates in the Iraqi parliament, the newly formed United Iraqi Alliance negotiated with
Kurdish politicians. However, negotiations with the moderate Sunni Arab party, the Iraqi Islamic
Party, failed.”
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The SIIC may have opted for the unity move because Abdul Aziz al-Hakim, the leader of the
Supreme Islamic Iraqi Council began treatment for lung cancer in the beginning of June, and his
son, who would succeed him, was seen as an uncertain future leader.!

Sadr’s Shifting Role in Politics

Moqtada al-Sadr took an ambiguous political stand upon his return to Iraq. He publicly reached
out to Sunni politicians and insurgents while purging some of the more rogue and extremist
members of his Mahdi Army militia who targeted Sunnis. At the same time, elements of his
forces continued to attack Sunnis and take reprisals for bombings against Shi’ite mosques and
targets, At least in some cases, these attacks occurred under conditions where Sadr at least
tolerated them, if he did not privately encourage them in spite of his public calls for Sunni-
Shi’ite unity.

Since the US-led invasion in 2003, Sadr has attempted to push the US and the Coalition out of
Iraq, and to create a political climate where his movement could lead a unified, Shi’ite-led state
with a strong central government. As a result, Sadr continued to challenge other Shi’ite parties
like Al Dawa and the Supreme Islamic Iraqi Council (SIIC). He also increasingly criticized the
government of Prime Minister al-Maliki, which many in Iraq saw as US-dominated, corrupt, and
ineffective.”

Some Iraqi “moderates” have seen him as a the independent political voice in Iraq, and one
seeking to preserve Iraq’s unity, and have sought to shift Sadr’s image to one less anti-American
and more Iraqi nationalist. Ahmed Shaibani, a cleric who leads Sadr’s newly formed
reconciliation committee, and Salah al-Obaidi, a senior aide to Sadr, were both released in recent
months from detention centers by the US military, under the pretense that they have the power to
neutralize the radicals in Sadr’s movement. Their release shows both that the Sadr movement
does include pragmatic figures and that the US differentiates between the “irreconcilable”
elements of the Mahdi Army and the “reconcilable” members who they are able to work with.>

Members of the Sadr movement did engage in informal talks with Sunni politicians and
insurgent groups in late April and early May. Hussein al-Falluji, a legislator in the Iraqi
Accordance Front, the largest Sunni political bloc, said, “We think there is some possibility to
have a closer relaltionship.”24 Salah al-Obaidi, a senior aide to Sadr, has said that the move to
disassociate the movement from the Maliki government was “one way to show we are trying to
work for the welfare of Iraq and not only for the welfare of Shiites.” Sadrists are currently
forming a political bloc to challenge the Maliki government, but Mr. Obaidi said they are “not
mature yet.”25

According to some of his associates, Al-Sadr believed that the Maliki government would not last
much longer, given its failure to secure Iraq and stabilize its economy. Such a collapse would
result in a political realignment, which would put the Sadrist movement in the running as one of
the leading political elements in Iralq.26 “We gave the government a historic opportunity, but al-
Maliki did not use it, and that’s why we are preparing for a state led by the Sadrist movement,”
said one of al-Sadr’s political aides. “An Islamic state led by the Sadrists is our future.””

Sadr’s Shi’ite rivals in the Maliki government doubt the Sadrist’s ability to form a coalition with
Sunnis. Ridha Jawad Tagqi, a senior legislator with the Supreme Islamic Council in Iraq (SICI),
formerly known as SCIRI, said that “Now, it is very difficult... Between them, there’s a gap
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made of blood. After Samarra, there is no possibility of reconciliation.”*® Referring to the efforts
of Sadr’s followers to form an opposition position after quitting the al-Maliki Cabinet, Security
Council spokesman, Gordon Johndroe said, “The president of Iraq, the vice presidents, and the
prime minister all support keeping US troops in Iraq... The Sadrists often make these claims, yet
rarely produce a bill, let alone a maljority.”29

Sadr has continued to push for US withdrawal, as have many other members of the Iraqi
Parliament. On May 11, 2007, 144 of the 275 members of Parliament signed a petition for a
timetable governing a withdrawal of US troops. The withdrawal would be contingent on the
growth and ability of the Iraqi security forces, in order to ensure against the creation of a security
vacuum upon their departure. The document is being developed into a draft bill by the
Parliament’s legal and foreign relations committees.

Some Sadrists have, however, cautioned against an immediate withdrawal of US forces. Saleh al-
Igili, a member of the parliamentary bloc allied with Moqtada al-Sadr, who sponsored the
petition, said, “The troop withdrawal would move in parallel with the build up of Iraqi troops,
but their stay should not be for a long time.” Bahaa al-Araji, a member of the Sadr bloc and head
of the legal committee said the legislative committees drafting the bill asked the interior and
defensgoministers for an estimated timeline for the effective development of the Iraqi security
forces.

Obaidi said that Sadr has been compliant with the new Baghdad security plan to reduce the US-
propagated image of the cleric as being a tool of Iran. US policy toward Sadr has often been
contradictory. US officials frequently blame violence on the group Al Qa'ida in Iraq rather than
Shiite elements, yet the US military is still trying to contain Sadr through increasing troops in
Sadr City.31 Obaidi said that violence is now being perpetrated primarily by Sunni insurgents.
Sadr’s aides say that Sadr is open to talking with US politicians who are calling for a US
withdrawal. “We are not anti-American. We think the Americans have an important role in
rebuilding Iraq, but as companies, not as an army,” Obaidi said. “We can open a new channel
with the Democrats, even some of the Republicalns.”3 2

No Meaningful Progress in De-Ba’athification

Reforming Iraq’s de-Ba’athification laws continued to divide Iraq’s politicians, and remained a
key issue in reaching any future level of conciliation between the Sunni and Shi’a Arabs. The
original de-Ba’athification law — put in place by L. Paul Bremer III and the Coalition Provisional
Authority in 2003 - prevented the top 4% of former Ba’athists from holding a position in the
former government.

The administration of this decision, however, however, purged large number of teachers,
scientists, and doctors, from their jobs, as well as many government officials and military
officers who had only joined the Ba’ath at a time where they had little other choice. The end
result was that security and stability steadily deteriorated, and much of the country’s secular core
and educated class was left powerless, fled the country, joined the insurgency, or opposed the
central government. Bremer scaled back the de-Ba’athification to attract back some of the
country’s scientists and teachers before he handed over control to the interim Iraqi government in
June 2004, but this had little practical effect, and Shi’ites and Kurds ion the government and
armed forces continued to push Sunnis out of key positions or deny them opportunities for office
and promotion. Virtually all Sunnis feel that most elements of the de-Ba’athification process now
need to be reversed.”
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So far, such efforts have not gone beyond the drafting of new laws. On March 27, 2007 Prime
Minister Maliki and President Talibani said that they sent a draft of a new de-Ba'athification law
— called an Accountability and Reconciliation Law — to the Iraqi cabinet and Parliament for
approval. If accepted, the bill would offer ex-Ba’athists immunity persecution, the opportunity to
return to government jobs, and the availability of pensions after a six-month period during which
any Iraqi could file a lawsuit against the individual.**

However, the draft law immediately met opposition from Shi’ite and Kurdish lawmakers. Ali
Lami, a member of the De-Ba’athication Committee, said, “Our opinion is that this is an attempt
to return Ba’athists into the highest echelons of power within the coming six months... without
taking into account the many innocent victims who suffered from the Ba’athists.” He also
believed that the bill, negotiated by Maliki and Talibani, was the product of US coercion. Lami,
however, could have had more issue with the fact that the bill proposed to replace the Shi’ite
dominated de-Ba’athification committee with a panel of seven judges, to make it more
independent.”> The proposal was also rejected by Ahmad Chalabi, who is the head of the de-
Ba’athification commission and relies on the commission for his role in the Iraqi government. 36

Furthermore, on April 2, 2007, the head of the de-Ba’athification committee, Ahmed Chalabi,
said Shi’ite Grand Ayatollah Ali Sistani opposed the draft law, making it unlikely that the Shi’ite
dominated cabinet would accept the proposal. Iraqi government spokesman, Ali Dabbagh,
however, argued that Sistani had made no such statement and that the cleric “goes with the
decisions of people’s representative in parliament.” He added that Chalabi’s statement was
doubtful because Sistani had been distancing himself from politics over the past year, and was
unlikely to get involved in such a heated dispute.’’

Sunnis and Sadrists, who agree on some aspects of reconciliation, disagree over allowing former
Ba’ath Party members to return the government. “If national reconciliation is at the expense of
the return of the assassin Ba’athists, then we will reject such reconciliation,” said Falah Hassan
Shanshal, a Sadr legislator and chairman of the parliament’s de-Ba’athification committee.’®
Proposed de-Ba’athification reform focused on rehiring low- to midlevel Ba’athists, in attempt to
bring in Sunnis that have been alienated and to drain support for Sunni insurgent groups.*

Despite these developments, the US continued to push the Iraqi parliament to accept the revised
de-Ba’athification law. Defense Secretary Robert Gates urged the parliament to accept the law
before taking summer recess. Sources close to Prime Minister Maliki and key Shi’ite lawmakers,
however, said that they had already watered down the bill and that even if it was adopted; it was
too late to make a difference in bringing Sunnis back to the government.40A senior US official
said, “It’s an extremely difficult issue. If you push it too fast in an environment like we have
right now just to meet a benchmark, you can risk a very extreme reaction” from Shiites who
opposed the reform process.

Hydrocarbon Law

Legislation regarding the distribution of oil wealth has been framed by the Maliki government,
but not completed in full, and was not submitted to parliament for approval through June 2007.
The passage of the oil law stalled over disagreements over the role of foreign investment, the
“law” was only a partially draft leaving many details unresolved, and it is clear that no one can
determine the degree of conciliation it will really bring until they can see how it is actually
implemented over time, and the degree of corruption and Arab Sunni, Arab Shi’ite, and Kurdish
tension that results.
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The Iraqi parliament approved one draft of the bill in February, but agreement was not reached
on many details and on whether foreign oil companies or the state-run Iraqi National Oil
Company (INOC) should hold the rights to Iraq's oil. Iraq's oil minister, Hussain al-Shahristani,
proposed an annex in April that would grant 93% of Iraq's known oil fields and related contracts
to INOC. Kurdish leaders have disagreed with Sunni and Shi’ite Arabs over the dominant role
proposed for INOC, stating that a greater centralization of economic power will discourage
foreign investment, a key component to Iraq's economic growth.41

The law was supposed to pass in Iraqi parliament on May 31, 2007, but an agreement could not
be reached by that date. Some members of the Iraqi parliament objected to the proposed Iraqi oil
law, claiming that it was “sloppy” and rushed, in order to satisfy the May deadline proposed by
the US government. The law fails to address key issues such as the prospective task of dividing
oil revenues among the Sunni, Shi’ite, and Kurdish regions, and the question of how much
foreign investment to allow.

The Kurdish Regional Government opposed the placement of 93% of Iraqi oil fields under the
administration of the prospective state-run Iraq National Oil Company according to the measure
drawn up in May by the Iraqi central government. The Kurdistan Regional Government website
claims that some of these fields are at least partially in Kurdish territory and Kurdish officials
who represent about one-fifth of the parliament say they will not support the bill if the measures
are not redrawn.*?

The issue of foreign investment is also debated. While energy experts say that Iraq cannot
increase its oil production without foreign investment, Iraqis believe that allowing foreign
investors to profit from Iraqi will compromise the sovereignty of Iraq. The leader of the
Federation of Oil Unions, said workers want oil production to remain under Iraqi control and
threatened to strike to protest legislation that would result in increased foreign investment.*

Gal Luft, an energy expert at the Institute for the Analysis of Global Security, noted that any
decision regarding foreign investment would have little real world impact until the country itself
is stabilized, because foreign investors “won’t come in.” There were at least 15 attacks on Iraqi
oil facilities in the first three months of 2007, including the slayings of oil industry workers, the
bombing of wells, and the targeting of the pipeline from Baiji, in northern Iraq, to Turkey.
Though there the rate of attacks on oil facilities has reduced since last year, Luft said that this is
becaus& the pipeline has been hit so often that it rarely functions, making it a less appealing
target.

Revenue sharing is also a contentious issue because the Sunni Arab and Kurdish distrust of the
Shiite-led government, who would, under the proposed law, control the distribution of oil
proceeds through a central government bank account.*’ In late June, the cabinet approved part of
the legislative framework of the hydrocarbon law, that outlined the responsibilities of a federal
oil and gas council that would review contracts with oil companies. However, a law regarding
the division of oil revenues was not approved by the cabinet.

Constitutional Review and Provincial Elections

The Iraqi constitution defined how federalism could be established in broad terms, but left many
aspects undecided. The Iraqi government’s Constitutional Review Committee began to work on
this element of the constitution on November 15, 2006, but failed to meet the deadline for
submitting its recommendations to parliament on May 15, 2007.
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Local elections are another critical problem, as is the relative power of the central and local
governments and if any new federal areas. An Independent High Electoral Commission was
established on April 28, 2007. However, no date for provincial and local elections could be
agreed upon by the end of June. This issue had growing importance for many reasons: The
ineffectiveness of the central government, the lack of legitimacy of many local governments, the
de facto devolution of authority in to the local level, and the growing ethnic and sectarian
division of the country without practical representation or authority.
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II1. The “Surge” and Operation Phantom Thunder

The Bush administration and many in the US military labeled Baghdad as the center of gravity
when they formulated the new “surge” strategy announced in January 2007. The initial “surge”
ordered five additional combat units to support the existing fifteen already deployed. This was
designed to give commanders the twenty combat brigades that the Pentagon said were necessary
to secure Baghdad and the western Anbar province."® Two-thirds of the troops planned for the
“surge” were in Iraq by May. The number of Joint Security Stations had increased to 60 by mid-
May and the US had an additional 21 combat outposts, manned only by US troops, throughout
Baghdad.”’

The initial security efforts did not, however, produce a meaningful improvement in the overall
level of violence in Iraq. Insurgents carried out more planned and complex ambushes and
retaliatory attacks against US troops from February to June, though these kinds of direct attacks
were few. They involved direct assaults on US military outposts, and complex attacks that use
multiple weapons and tactics on more than one target. Violence in the capital declined slowly
declined after the launch of the US-led security plan, whereas attacks have increased in the 30-
mile radius around the city.48 Insurgent activity shifted to the southern belt of Baghdad and in
Diyala, northeast of the city.*” The transfer of insurgents to other areas outside of Baghdad led
the US military to engage militants elsewhere, in Operation Arrowhead Ripper (Diyala) and
Operation Marne Torch (Maysan).

As a result, it has become clear that the new strategy President Bush announced in January was
fundamentally wrong in exaggerating the importance of Baghdad as a center of gravity in a
nation filled with civil tensions and conflicts. This does not, however, mean that the new security
efforts in Iraq — many of which depart strikingly from the original outline of the surge strategy
will fail.

Lt. Gen. Ordierno said on June 22, 2007, “We are beyond a surge of forces, and we are now into
a surge of operations.” The open-ended operation named Operation Phantom Thunder, to
incorporate the current security operations underway throughout Iraq. According to the Iraq
Report by the Institute of the Study of War, the initial deployment of troops to Baghdad during
the first phase of Operation Phantom Thunder was deliberate in setting the stage for the second
phase of the operation.”

As of June 27, Operation Phantom Thunder consisted of Operation Arrowhead Ripper, focused
on clearing Baqubah and other parts of southwestern Diyala; Operation Marne Torch, aiming to
clear al-Qa’ida bases southeast of Baghdad; a few sub-operations in Fallujah and the area south
of Lake Tharthar in Anbar; a continued effort by Iraqi security forces to combat Shi’ite militias
in southern Iraq, particularly in Diwaniyah and Nasiriyah; a continued effort by Iraqi security
forces to maintain order in Mosul and throughout Ninewah; U.S. and Iraqi Special Forces,
targeting high-value al-Qa’ida operatives; and continued efforts by U.S. and Iraqi forces to clear
and hold areas of Baghdad in what is known as Operation Fardh al-Qanoon. '

The operation coordinated offensives aimed at clearing levels of al-Qa’ida, Sunni and Shi’ite
extremists near and around Baghdad. Operation Phantom Thunder deployed 20 brigade combat
teams, two additional Marine battalions and a Marine expeditionary unit. Of the five surge
brigadSc;s initially deployed to operate in Baghdad, only two remained in Baghdad proper by late
June.
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On June 22, Lt. Gen. Ordierno reported that 159 enemies had been killed, 721 detainees were
captured, 128 weapons caches were seized, 7 car bombs disabled and 10 “house-borne IEDs”
were found. >

Additional U.S. Troop Deployments and Extended Tours

As might be expected, the US side of the “surge” produced a significant increase in US
warfighting capability. At the start of April 2007, one-third to one-half of the additional 30,000
US soldiers deployed as part of the “surge” were in Iraq, although other military sources said that
a full half were in place.”* Full deployment was reached in mid-June.

On May 22, Pentagon deployment orders showed that the second deployment of troops to Iraq
and the extended tours of existing brigades could boost the number of combat troops to as many
as 98,000 by the end of 2007, if arriving and departing troops overlap. Including support troops,
the total number of US troops in Iraq could increase from its current number of 162,000 to
200,000 by the end of this year. As many as 28 combat brigades may be in Iraq by Christmas.”

Army spokesman, Lt. Col. Carl Ey, said that there is no effort underway to secretly deploy more
troops beyond the 20 combat brigades ordered for in the initial surge.56 Since January 10, 2007,
the Pentagon extended combat tours for units in Iraq from 12 to fifteen months and announced
the deployment of additional brigades, including two Stryker brigades. One Stryker brigade’s
tour wasssxtended from the end of June to October. The other began its 15-month deployment
in April.

In contrast, the Iraqi side of the “surge” has lagged badly in effectiveness, if not in numbers.
Around 30,000 Iraqi Army and national police forces and an additional 21,000 policemen were
deployed along with the US troop increase in April and May. According to Gen. Brooks, many
of the new Iraqi units were either redeployed to other parts of Iraq or were insufficient in
number, leaving the Iraqi forces more depleted than expected. In addition, US troops had to send
units outside of Baghdad to deal with increased violence in Diyala and to search for missing
soldiers in Mahmudiya. It seems highly probable that the overall surge might have failed if not
for the spontaneous emergence of anti-Al Qa’ida tribal and other local forces during the spring of
2007.

Gen. David H. Petraeus has promised a progress report by September, which may influence the
policy of the troop increase. However, the administration doubts the situation in Iraq will have
changed dramatically by the time of the report’s release.’®The second troop surge coincides
with Gen. Petraeus’ promise to provide a verdict on the success or failure of the initial surge,
and whether additional troops will be needed, or whether US troops should begin withdrawal.”

Uncertain Results Through June

Attack numbers have only limited importance in a nation torn by diverse civil conflicts,
particularly when they do not count many of the forms of violence leading to sectarian and ethnic
tension and cleansing. They do, however, have some value in gauging the trends in the
insurgency. In February 2007 the number of attacks dipped to 164 a day. The troop increase has
had a marginal effect so far in decreasing attacks. In March and April the figures were 157 and
149 respectively.
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Gen. Petraeus highlighted some of the successes against the Sunni insurgency and sectarian
militias since the start of the surge in a press briefing in late April. It is important to note that
most were not the product of the original strategy laid out in January 2007 :*°

We have achieved some notable successes in the past two months, killing the security emir of
eastern Anbar province, detaining a number of key network leaders, discovering how various
elements of al Qa'ida Iraq operate, taking apart a car bomb network that had killed 650 citizens of
Baghdad, and destroying several significant car bomb factories. Nonetheless, al Qa'ida in Iraq
remains a formidable foe with considerable resilience and a capability to produce horrific attacks,
but a group whose ideology and methods have increasingly alienated many in Iraq.

The extremist militias in Iraq also are a substantial problem and must be significantly
disrupted. There can be no sustainable outcome if militia death squads are allowed to lie low
during the surge only to resurface later and resume killing and intimidation.

There have been some significant successes in this arena as well, including the detentions --
detention of the heads of the Sadr secret cell network, the Iraqi leader of an explosively formed
projectile network from Iran, the former deputy minister of Health and his facility protection
security force brigadier, who had effectively hijacked the Ministry of Health, and a national police
officer accused of torture, with several of these detained by Iraqi forces.

Gen. Petraeus was cautious not to claim early success. He described the situation as “exceedingly
complex and very tough,” and underscored the need for patience with the “surge” strategy. John
Pike, director of GlobalSecurity.org said, “The improvement is too small to be meaningful, but
it’s too soon to declare a defeat.”®"'

Lt. Gen. Raymond T. Ordierno, MNC-Irag Commander, also emphasized the need for patience
with the strategy. He said that “surge” troop levels would be needed through early 2008 to be
effective.

The Impact of the Baghdad Security Operation ( Fardh al-Qanoon)

The initial phase of Operation Phantom Thunder, known as the Baghdad security plan, or
Operation Fardh Al-Qanoon (Enforcing the Law), took place from January 15 to June 15, 2007.
The operation deployed a surge of US and Iraqi forces to clear neighborhoods of insurgents and
militias, and hold them, by maintaining a presence in those areas. 27 of the 34 planned Joint
Security Stations were established in Baghdad as of June 2007. They were staffed 24 hours a day
by Iragi security and Coalition forces. *

When the US military began planning for the operation in late 2006, it estimated that the
operations would be able to “clear” every neighborhood in the capital by the end of July.
However, these deadlines have slipped substantially even in Baghdad. Some of the new brigades
were diverted to volatile regions surrounding Baghdad, including the Diyala province. More than
one of the Army’s Stryker battalions planned for Baghdad was sent to Diyala.

Some clearing operations took longer than expected. In Mansour, for instance, an operation that
was originally intended to last two weeks was extended to five weeks. Military officials claimed
that the intelligence available justified a more thorough search of the area. It took the military
longer to control some districts in western Baghdad, such as al-Rasheed and Amiriyah, because
of the presence of insurgents.

Iraqi security forces also were slower than expected in making progress in some cases. Most
Iraqi battalions came to Baghdad without full manpower. In addition, their effectiveness was
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compromised by a program that rotates units out of Baghdad and back to their home regions
every ninety days.

Brig. Gen. Vincent K. Brooks, deputy commander of the First Cavalry Division in Baghdad said
he believed the setback was due largely to the failure of Iraqi Security Forces to secure areas that
had previously been cleared by US forces. The Iraqi police and army units, according to Gen.
Brooks, were unprepared to man checkpoints and handle security operations. In these instances,
American troops were forced to conduct operations in areas that had previously been cleared, yet
had been infiltrated again by insurgents.

It was unclear how many Iraqi troops were deployed to Baghdad. The majority of the Iraqi Army
troops were Kurds from northern Iraq, and there were doubts that Kurdish troops would be able
to secure Arab Baghdad. There were about 2,100 Kurdish Iraqi Army troops in the capital at the
end of April, although it was clear that the brigades were not at full strength. US forces and
residents in Baghdad, however, were impressed with the overall conduct and professionalism of
the Kurds.

US troops said that the Kurds had never turned down a mission in Baghdad, which was often a
problem with Iraqi police forces. Citizens also said that Kurdish-Arab animosities did not seem
to inhibit the Kurdish troops’ ability to conduct patrols. US troops felt that the Kurdish troops’
ambivalence toward Sunni — Shi’a animosity helped their credibility among the sectarian
population in Baghdad. Iraqi Army units continued to operate with close oversight by US forces,
however, and they did voice their distrust of Arab Army units.*®

On April 12, 2007, there were two large-scale attacks in the capital. A suicide bomber donated
his truck on the historic al-Sarafiya bridge in Baghdad, causing the steal structure to divide in
two places and sending most of the bridge and cars into the Tigris River. At least ten people died
and dozens were wounded. The bridge was 75-years old and connected the Sunni neighborhood
of Wasiriyah to the Shi’ite neighborhood of Utafiyah, making it a symbolic target.

On April 28, 2007, a suicide car bomber killed 60 people and wounded 170 near one of Iraq's
most revered Shi'ite shrines in the holy city of Kerbala.

On April 30, 2007, at least two people were killed and 15 wounded when a bus bomb exploded
in a tunnel; it also badly damaged the tunnel, a main road into Baghdad. A tanker laden with
chlorine gas exploded near a restaurant west of the Iraqi city of Ramadi, killing up to six people
and wounding 10. A suicide bomber wearing a vest packed with explosives killed 32 people
when he blew himself up among mourners at a Shi'ite funeral in the town of Khalis, north of
Baghdad. The attack took place inside a crowded mourning tent. More than 52 people were
wounded.

On May 6, 2007, a car bomb killed 35 people and wounded 80 others near a crowded market in
Baghdad's Shi'ite neighborhood of Bayaa. On May 11, 2007, Truck bombs detonated on three
bridges around Baghdad, killing 25 people and injuring 69. The attacks damaged two of the
bridges that connect a largely Shiite-populated area of east Baghdad to a mostly Sunni are of
west Baghdad. The attack came one month after a truck bombing collapsed the Sarafiya Bridge
over the Tigris River, killing 11 people.®* On May 22, 2007, a car bomb in a Shiite neighborhood
in Baghdad killed 25 people and injured 60 at an outdoor market.®’

The additional troops in Baghdad also found a growing number of weapons caches. In the first
seven weeks of the security plan, troops found an average of 36 stockpiles per week, compared
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with 24 the previous seven weeks. On April 9, 2007, US and Iraqi troops deploying form the
Joint Security Station in Jihad found a car with numerous weapons suspected of being smuggled
from Iran. They included: 60-millimeter mortar round, 81-millimeter mortar rounds, RPG-7
rounds, and a 107 rocket.®®

The Baghdad command put out weekly reports during this period, gauging which neighborhoods
fall into each of the predetermined phases of military operations: disrupt, clear, control and
retain. At the end of May, 156 neighborhoods in Baghdad were under the “disrupt” category,
meaning that it was possible to keep insurgents off balance until full military presence was
established.

These areas included Sadr City. 155 neighborhoods at that time fell into the “clear” category, in
which the military raided buildings and homes, block by block, to look for weapons and fighters.
128 neighborhoods fell into the “control” phase,” meaning that U.S. and Iraqi forces were able to
keep insurgents out and protect the population. Only eighteen neighborhoods fell into the
“retain” phase, which relied heavily on Iraqi security forces to ensure that the area remained
secure. It should be noted that these figures are judged to be “very conservative,” due to the fact
that military officials did not want to overestimate the status of neighborhoods for which they
were responsible.

On June 4, 2007, 146 of Baghdad’s 457 neighborhoods (fewer than one-third) were controlled by
Iraqi and American troops, while the remaining 311 either remained to be infiltrated by troops or
still face “resistance.” While violence was reduced in many areas, the Sunni-Shiite mixed
neighborhoods in western Baghdad remained especially dangerous. On June 22, Lt. Gen.
Ordierno reported that the Baghdad operation was focusing on “clearing and controlling the
securit}g 7districts of Atamiyah in northeast, Rasheed in the south and portions of Mansour in the
West.”

On June 30, Maj. Gen. Joseph F. Fil Jr., commander of Multi-National Division Baghdad, said
that American and Iraqi forces were retaining 7 percent of the 474 neighborhoods in Baghdad.
Fil reported that an additional 41-42 percent were being “controlled,” 36 percent of the capital’s
neighborhoods were being “cleared”, and the remaining 15 percent were being “disrupted.”68

These developments need to be kept in perspective. The second phase of the operation only
began on June 15th and the principal clearing and holding operations were not anticipated to take
shape until August. Lt. Gen. Ordierno also announced that the troop surge had made “some very
clear progress” toward the end of June, citing the detention of nearly 18,000 people, the
discovery of about 2,500 arms caches, the killing of over 3,184 enemy fighters and the wounding
of 1,106.

Counts of Iraqi casualties are notoriously uncertain, and only measure deaths and not wounded.
They also do not measures displacements, refugees, and growing problems in basic services and
infrastructure. To the extent they are relevant, Coalition estimates of civilian deaths in Baghdad
were lower in February and March than January figures, although they showed an increase in
May over the previous two months. Security barriers had been constructed around 11 markets in
Baghdad, and more than $35 million had been spent on reconstruction and humanitarian projects.
69



Cordesman: Iraqi Insurgency 7/9/07 Page 21

Problems in Sunni Baghdad

Some Sunni areas of Baghdad — which were now concentrated on the western side of the Tigris —
did not improve as quickly as Shi’ite neighborhoods. Reconstruction projects improved water
quality and electricity in Shi’ite Sadr City — funded in part by the Iraqi government and in part by
al-Sadr himself - and the markets were generally busy.

Residents in many Sunni areas rarely left their houses, markets and streets remained empty, and
people lacked the most basic services — leaving them to feel generally deserted by the
government. Yet government workers said they could not enter the Sunni neighborhoods because
they would be killed. Sunnis were constantly under pressure from insurgents and Sunni militias,
and they knew that cooperating with the US or Iraqi forces meant certain death.

Ahmed Chalabi, who had recently been charged with working to win popular support for the
Baghdad security plan, said he saw four main problems in Sunni areas: food distribution,
electricity, fuel, and health services. He said he was working to solve the first problem by having
food agents accompanied by Iraqi Army units when traveling to Sunni areas. He admitted,
however, that the other problems were deeper and would require much more time to solve. In the
meantime, the outlook for Sunnis in Baghdad was bleak. Some estimates suggested that Sunnis
now only made up 40% of Baghdad’s population in the spring of 2007, when once they had been
the maj 0rity.70

Security remained uncertain in a number of Sunni areas. The Fadhil neighborhood had sent up a
neighborhood watch group in 2006, but Sunni insurgents had entered the neighborhood to use it
as a base against the surrounding Shi’ite areas, and the watch group eventually merged with the
insurgents. Like many once prosperous Sunni areas, Fadhil had become a no-go zone for
Shi’ites, rﬁporters, and aide workers and was following a downward spiral with much of Sunni
Baghdad.

Fighting erupted between Sunni militants and residents and Iraqi-US forces in the Baghdad
neighborhood of Fadhil on April 10, 2007. Iraqi Army troops were conducted operations at a
mosque, where residents said that they killed two men, sparking attacks from the largely Sunni
population of Fadhil, which is located in Shi’ite dominated eastern Baghdad.

Reports of the casualties varied widely. Residents said that up 36 people in Fadhil had been
killed and that they had destroyed five Iraqi Humvees. The US military said that a total of seven
people were killed — three insurgents and four Iraqi soldiers, and 16 US soldiers were wounded.

Uncertain Efforts at “Gated Communities”

Securing the entire city of 5 to 7.5 million people has so far proved significantly more difficult
than some estimated in advocating the surge strategy. Baghdad was too important to the Iraqi
economy to search every vehicle or control every access point, and the same applied to internal
traffic. The city could only function with relatively constant flows of traffic between Sunni,
Shi'ite, and mixed areas.

The US military announced on April 22, 2007, that it was securing at least ten neighborhoods in
Baghdad by creating “gated communities.” The first areas to be walled-off were the Sunni
neighborhoods of Ameriyia, Khadra and Adhamiyah. The US military also planned to take a
census of the areas, recording residents’ fingerprints and possibly issuing permits for entry and
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exit. The goal was to isolate some of the most violent areas and keep insurgents enclosed,
allowing troops to establish security in other parts of the city.

This approach to security was intended to ensure relative physical security to given parts of the
city without paralyzing it, or creating security systems that did not function. They also allowed
some economy of force. Focusing on security in the most troubled areas still involved more
manpower than the US and ISF could deploy, but was far more practical than trying to both
secure the entire perimeter and then secure the entire inner structure of the city.

There were, however, serious problems with such an approach. Most importantly, all three of
the initial attempts were planned for Sunni areas, which further divided Iraqis along sectarian
lines, and could make it appear that the US was choosing a side in the civil war. Secondly, the
communities would enclose militias, but an attempt had to be made to co-opt the militias instead
of leaving them to develop as a parallel force. The communities had the potential to be simply
sanctuaries for armed groups. There also had to be a clear effort to win the trust of the
populations in the communities by providing basic services, employment, and infrastructure.

Sunni residents were divided about the new plan. Some said they thought it would curtain some
of the violence, but others said they felt like they were in jail. The Sunni Iraqi Islamic Party as
well as Shi’ite Moqtada al Sadr said they opposed the “gated communities” idea because it
would further divide the two sects. The US military said it would remain “in dialogue” with the
Iraqi government over the issue.”” An Iraqi Army spokesman said that Maliki had approved of
the plan and that the project would go on. He also emphasized that the concrete blocs were
“barriers” and not a “wall”, in an attempt to stave off comparisons to the wall built by Israel in
the West Bank and the Berlin Wall.”

This security effort also met strong opposition from elements in the Iraqi government. Prime
Minister Maliki announced that he would stop work on the “wall” that the US military had
already started to build around Adhamiya. Maliki said that the communities would only
aggravate sectarian tensions and that it reminded people of “other walls”.

On May 13, members of the Iraqi Parliament testified their objections to the construction of
walls around the Baghdad neighborhood of Azamiyah, criticizing the policy as a form of
sectarian discrimination. Kurdish parliamentarian Mahmoud Othman stated, “We must build
bridges between the different groups, not build walls to separate them.” The resolution against
the barriers passed 138-to-88 in the 275-member house. (The bill must be approved by Maliki

and his two deputies in order for it to become law or the house will be forced to redress the law).
74

The Second Askariya Mosque Bombing

On June 13, 2007, the Askariya Shrine, the holiest Shi’ite mosque in Baghdad, was bombed for
the second time since February 26, 2006. The explosion brought down the two minarets that had
been left standing after the 2006 bombing. Sunni Arabs were suspected in the attack.”
Ambassador Ryan C. Crocker said, “The attacks on the bridges, on religious shrines, the attack
on the parliament, the attacks on the population at large — it’s clearly part of a concerted al-
Qaeda campaign to try to reignite widespread sectarian strife.”’®

Following the attack, a curfew was implemented and there was a ban on vehicles inside the city.
" The curfews worked to minimize high-profile reprisal attacks.’”® Following the attack, only five
bodies were found in Baghdad, about one-fifth of the usual daily toll.”
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Both Sunni and Shi’ite religious leaders appealed to their constituents to remain calm. Grand
Ayatollah Ali Sistani called on his followers to protest peacefully. Sadr called for a mourning
period of three days. 80

Moqtada al-Sadr called on his followers to restrain themselves from violent reprisal attacks. '
Moqtada al-Sadr’s bloc in Parliament said it would refuse to participate until progress was made
on rebuilding the mosque. ** Following the attack, Sadr said, “The Iragi people should know that
there is no Sunni, and no Muslim, who would attack a shrine that is the burial place of our two
imams.”® The day after the bombing occurred, however, Shi’ite followers of Moqtada al-Sadr
convened at the site of the bombing. U.S. troops and Iraqi police dispersed the demonstrators by
firing into the air, and flying fighter jets low over nearby rooftops. **

In attacks reported throughout Baya, Basra, and Diyala, at least 13 Sunni mosques and one
Shi’ite shrine were attacked in the aftermath of the Askariya bombing. ® The Ashrah al-
Mubashra Sunni mosque was destroyed in central Basra. The mosque was attacked by hooded
gunmen who forced the police guarding the mosque to flee. The attack was seen as evidence of a
“huge penetration into the security forces in Basra, by militias,” as admitted by an emergency
force commander in the area.®® Sadrist elements were involved in some of these attacks in spite
of Sadr’s public posture.

A second attack on a Shi’ite mosque followed on June 19, when a powerful explosion destroyed
part of the Khalani Mosque in central Baghdad, killing 61 people and wounding 130.*” Sunni
leaders from the Arab Ghilani Mosque and Shi’ite leaders from the Khalani mosque were
encouraging their followers to attend each other’s Friday Prayers, to dissuade sectarian attacks.®®

The Green Zone

The quality of attacks improved even during periods where attack numbers declined. An
increasing number of attacks occurred within the heavily fortified area of the Green Zone. Navy
Rear Adm. Mark Fox said, “There is unquestionably an increasing pattern of attacks against the
International Zone. There’s no doubt about that.” In a UN report, 18 attacks against the Green
Zone were reported in March 2007, 30 in April and 39 by May 22. 26 people have been killed in
the Green Zone since Feb. 19, 2007.%°

UN Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon released a report on May 10, analyzing the conditions of the
Green Zone. Ban requested funds to construct a more well-protect UN headquarters in the Green
Zone, saying the UN could not risk “having to wind down operations due to unacceptable
security risks.”

U.S. Embassy employees complained about inadequate security in the Green Zone. The embassy
staff of 1,000 has not been reduced, despite calls on the Bush administration to do so. Officials
stated that important security precautions (such as the required usage of bulletproof vests and
helmets, and the use of warning sirens) have been set aside during highly publicized visits, such
as the March 31 visit of Sen. John McCain, and Vice President Dick Cheney (Insert Dalte).91

On April 12, a suicide bomber penetrated numerous security checkpoints, detonating an
explosive belt in a cafeteria in the Iragi parliament building, killing one Iragi lawmaker.”” The
attack targeted a cafeteria frequented by Iraqi politicians in the well-secured Green Zone. The
bomb detonated when Parliamentarians were eating lunch, and killed Mohammad Awad, a
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member of the Sunni National Dialogue Front; 22 were also wounded. The “Islamic State of
Iraq” — headed by Al Qa’ida in Mesopotamia — claimed responsibility for the attack. It was the
second attack in the Green Zone in recent weeks; in March, mortars struck nearby as UN
Secretary General Ban Ki Moon was holding a press conference.”” US troops later found
identification cards allowing entry into the Green Zone and the US embassy in an insurgent safe
haven in western Baghdad.”

On May 14, rocket attack in the Green Zone wounded nine people.95 On May 16, mortar shelling
in the Green Zone killed two people. In May the U.S. Embassy ordered diplomats to wear flak
jackets and helmets while outdoors or in unprotected buildings. Other attacks in the Green Zone
include: May 3, four Asian contractors were killed in a rocket attack. March, a rocket exploded
near Prime Minister Nouri al-Maliki’s office during a news conference for visiting UN
Secretary-General Ban Ki Moon. A few days later, two suicide vests were found unexploded in
the Green Zone. On May 19, during Prime Minister Tony Blair’s visit to Iraq, an artillery strike
(either a mortar or rocket attack) hit the Green Zone wounding one. One round hit the British
embassy compound.96

At the end of May, four British contractors and their bodyguard were kidnapped from the Green
Zone. The gunmen who abducted the British civilians did not have to fire their guns, leading
some to believe that militants had infiltrated the police and received assistance from those
working at the Finance Ministry complex.”’ General Petracus said he suspected that the
kidnapgging was carried out by “the cell whose leader, Azhar al-Duleimi, we killed a few weeks
back.”

On the same day, an Iraqi husband and wife were kidnapped from the U.S. Embassy and
allegedly killed by members of the Islamic State of Iraq.99 On June 3, ten Mahdi Army
militiamen were arrested in Numaniya, west of Kut, during an Iraqi army offensive against the
militia. U.S. officials said four men were killed and six more were arrested while they were
caught setting up rockets to shoot into the Green Zone. The four men were shot by Apache
Longbow helicopters, and the remaining six fled to Sadr City, where they were found and
arrested.'”

Eight people have been killed due to attacks on the Green Zone since late March, including two
American soldiers and about 25 people have been injured. According to U.S. military and
government officials, the biggest problem is the psychological impact of the strikes on the
supposedly safe and fortified area. '*' “The mortars are coming from the same place every day,”
one Iraqi man living in the Green Zone said, “and no one is doing anything about it. Stuff like
that gets to people” even more than the attacks themselves. '

On March 28, a rule was enacted, requiring everyone in the Green Zone to wear helmets and
body armor outdoors. On May 3, the rule was expanded to require all residents to “remain within
a hardened structure to the maximum extent possible and strictly avoid congregating outdoors.”
On May 19, an announcement strictly prohibited congregating outdoors “until further notice,”
and ordered that the palace pool area be closed. 103F0110Wing the June 13 attack on the Askariya
mosque, seven mortar rounds hit the Green Zone, killing three civilians.'®

Diyala and Operation Arrowhead Ripper

It is far too soon to judge whether the overall pattern of US operations in Iraqi will succeed, but
the surge strategy failed in a narrow sense during the spring of 2007. .As U.S.-Iraqi operations
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secured parts of Baghdad and tribal resistance grew in Anbar, al-Qa’ida in Iraqg members moved
to Diyala, making it the center of their operations. According to official estimates, Diyala had as
many as 2,000 Sunni insurgents as of June 19. 105

Insurgent activity in Diyala province continued to increase throughout the spring of 2007.
Although US and Iraqi troops were winning tactical victories against insurgents in Baquba, the
influx of insurgents and the slow progress of economic and political development underscored
the fact that Baghdad was not the center of gravity in 2007.

US military officials in Diyala estimated that in broad terms, there were some 2,000 insurgents
operating in Baquba alone. The insurgents belonged to a wide range Sunni groups, including
former Ba’athists, Al Qa’ida in Mesopotamia, the 20th Revolutionary Brigades, Ansar Al Sunna,
foreign terrorists, and disorganized criminal gangs. Tribal loyalties in Diyala were also strong;
there were 25 main tribes and at least 100 sub-tribes.'*

Baquba Becomes a New Center of Violence

Attacks on US troops in Baquba more than doubled over the same period in 2006, and although
US and Iraqi troops had uncovered a growing number of weapons caches, the stockpiles left over
from Saddam Hussein’s regime more than adequately supplied the insurgents. Like in Baghdad,
the number of sectarian murders decreased with the influx of US troops, but the number of
roadside bombs rose from 267 in April 2006 to 438 in April 2007, and the number of direct fire
attacks quadruples from 52 to 220 over the course of a year.'"’

US forces also noted that the insurgents were increasingly well organized and well trained in
2007. For example, they staged several attacks to takeover American and Iraqi outposts in
Baquba that were well coordinated and clearly had been planned in advance. In the case of the
Iraqi outposts, the insurgents succeeded, and they were only rebelled from the US post after
troops fired 2,000 rounds from their Bradleys and 13,000 rounds form M-240 machine guns. In
early March 2007, insurgents also almost captured a four-man US sniper team after they cut off
their escape roots and chased them through Baquba for four hours.

The growing intensity of the fighting in Baquba brought normal life to a standstill. Most basic
services like food and fuel supply had collapsed and it was too dangerous for contractors or
NGOs to enter the town. Unemployment was rising, which helped create volunteers for the
insurgency, which often paid $300 to plant a roadside bomb.

Sectarian cleansings and displacement in the provincial capital was as devastating and as intense
as in Baghdad. Large numbers of Sunnis had fled Baghdad for Baquba in 2006 after being
displaced by Shi’ite militias. The influx of Sunnis to Baquba then displaced Shi’ite families. The
Shi’ite dominated Diyala provincial council responded by appointed a sectarian police chief who
alleged arrested dozens of Sunnis for no reason.

US military officials and members of the Diyala PRT were increasingly aware that the
insurgents’ tactics of intimidation and monetary rewards would be difficult to combat. The 5,000
member Third Brigade Combat Team of the First Cavalry Division was responsible for all of
Diyala province and parts of neighboring Salahaddin province, and as more insurgents fled north
from Baghdad, they would be increasingly stretched to provide basic security for civilians.'®



Cordesman: Iraqi Insurgency 7/9/07 Page 26

In a joint Iraqi-US operation, which began in the last week of March northeast of Baquba, more
than 30 insurgents were killed and 28 detained, the U.S. military said. Over 15 weapon caches
were found and two insurgent safe havens cleared.

The insurgents’ ability to predict US offensives also grew. In several instances in March and
April 2007, offensives involving several hundred US soldiers accomplished little because
insurgents had already fled the small towns. Troops were unable to get much information out of
the remaining women and children, and were forced to return to base without any detainees. US
forces were also given faulty intelligence by civilians and Iraqi police officers, which sometimes
led to an ambush.

More Sophisticated Insurgent Attacks

Insurgents also launched more coordinated attacks. US troops said that insurgents clearly had
planned out their attacks in advance, using mortars, RPGs, and machine guns. The military
estimated that insurgents carried out 27 coordinated and complex attacks in March 2007. US
forces in Diyala increasingly called it the “worst place” in the country, and it had become the
third most dangerous province in Iraq, after Anbar and Baghdad.'®”

A large-scale attack against US troops in Diyala on April 23, 2007 underscored the intensity of
the insurgency as well as the exposure of US troops in the new ‘“surge” strategy. A suicide
bomber drove his truck into the US military outpost in Baquba, killing nine and injuring twenty.
It was the largest single attack on US troops since August 2005. Another bombing the same day
at an Iraqi police checkpoint killed seven policemen and injured thirteen.

In mid-May, Army Maj. Gen. Benjamin R. “Randy Mixon asserted that he lacked a sufficient
amount of troops to secure the Diyala province. Mixon blamed the Iraqi government for allowing
bureaucracy, sectarian discord and corruption impede its ability to assist U.S. troops in Diyala.
Only one U.S. Army brigade, or about 3,500 troops exist in the Diyala province, compared to Al
Anbar that has four brigades, and the areas in and around Baghdad, which have ten.'1”

On May 18, about 50 suspected insurgents attacked a U.S. base in Baqouba, sparking a clash
involving U.S. soldiers and helicopters that left as many as six suspected insurgents dead.''’ On
May 19, gunmen dressed in Iraqi police and military uniforms attacked Hamid Shifia village of
Shiite Kurds northeast of Baghdad in the Diyala province. Police said 13 people were killed and
12 were wounded, however the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan reported 15 dead and one wounded.
The PUK website said that the gunmen, suspected of being Shiites from the Islamic State of Iraq,
entered the village under the guise of conducting a military raid. They separated the men from
the women and opened fire on the men, according to the PUK website. Diyala province police
Lt. Mohammed Hakman said that the gunmen also set fire to 30 houses.'"?

Residents of the village had posted guards at the entrance to the town, anticipating an attack by
Sunni Arab insurgents. However, with the gunmen arrived in Iraqi police and military uniforms
the guards waved the gunmen through. “Our area was very quiet and there was no violence until
a month ago when some Sunnis helped Qaeda find a safe haven in nearby villages,” said Ahmed
Qasim Mula, a village resident.'"” On May 21, gunmen ambushed a minibus passing from
Gisaireen to Hibhib in Diyala province, killing five passengers, including a child."*

U.S. troops were increasingly vulnerable to these kinds of attacks as a result of the new
counterinsurgency offensive.'”® On May 12, an organized attack on a U.S. military patrol left
four soldiers and one interpreter dead and three soldiers missing 12 miles west of Mahmudiyah, a
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city in the region south of Baghdad nicknamed the “Triangle of Death.” The ambush followed
several similar attacks against U.S. troops, producing high daily death tolls. A senior military
official said that the attack was carefully planned.116

Military spokesman in Baghdad, Lt. Col. Christopher Garver said that the two soldiers were
stopped in two Humvees out of view of the rest of their unit. Their assignment was to watch for
insurgents planting bombs on the road. The two vehicles were incinerated in the attack. Members
of the unit heard the explosion and called for a pilotless reconnaissance aircraft to search the
area, which detected the vehicles 15 minutes later.'"” The victims were assigned to the 10"
Mountain Division’s 2™ Brigade Combat Team.'"®

Approximately 4,000 American troops searched for the three who were allegedly kidnapped
during the ambush in Mahumudiyah. a American troops were deployed in search of the three
soldiers, conducting the searches southwest of Baghdad around Yousifiya, a market town of
about 5,000 people in the predominately Sunni area ranging 20 miles south of Baghdad.
Thousands of U.S. forces were involved in the search more than 900 residents were detained and
a bomb killed an American soldier.'"’

On May 14, the Islamic State of Iraq claimed that it was holding the three soldiers who were
abducted on May 12 no proof was offered.'”” The insurgent group claimed on a website that the
search warning the U.S. military to stop the search, and suggesting that the abductions were
meant to avenge the rape and murder of a 14-year-old girl in the same area, as well as abuses
committed by U.S. troops at Abu Ghraib.'*!

One of the missing soldiers, Pfc. Joseph J. Anzack Jr., was found in the Euphrates River 12
miles south of the site of the attack. Reports from Iraqi police said that witnesses saw two other
bodies in the river clad in U.S. uniforms but the bodies had become submerged before this could
be confirmed.'*

Operation Arrowhead Ripper and Baquba

On June 19", American forces launched an offensive against Sunni insurgents in Baquba The
this offensive was part of Operation Arrowhead Ripper operation which was expected on to last
for 30 to 60 dalys.123 Operation Arrowhead Ripper aimed at eradicating al-Qa’ida’s influence in
Baquba and simultaneously allowing the provincial government in Diyala to gain support there.
Brig. Gen. Mick Bednarek, deputy commanding general of the 25" Infantry Division in Baquba,
said, “The key significance, though, is getting the Iraqi ministries engaged to provide
fundamental goods and services, such as food, fuel, displaced persons support, and education.
The governor will have oversight and the people will start to see improved basic services which
will build the trust and confidence of the people not only in the provincial government, but in the
central government as well.”'**

Gen. Petraeus said on June 21 that Arrowhead Ripper was targeting al-Qa’ida operatives who
had moved from the Anbar province from mid-March to late June. On June 21 he said that
similar operations were occurring all around Baghdad, using the five brigades and a combat
aviation brigade and Marine Expeditionary Unit.'* Approximately 3,000 additional U.S. troops
were deployed to Diyala at the end of May. 126 About 10,000 soldiers were deployed in
Operation Arrowhead Ripper.'*’

The attack was part of a larger campaign targeting IED and VBIED operations in the area.
American officials estimated that the majority of car and truck bombs being used by al-Qa’ida
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were built outside of Baghdad. However, the bombing of the Khalani Mosque on June 19 was
used with a bomb rigged with TNT a little less than a mile away from the Mosque. Brig. Gen.
Qassim Atta, an Iraqi spokesman for the Baghdad security plan, said on June 20, that insurgents
began building car bombs within the city so as to avoid checkpoints.'*®

More that 2,000 U.S. troops were deployed in the initial attack. The operation was led by the
Third Stryker Brigade Combat Team, Second Infantry Division, supported by two other
brigades. 2 In the first phase of the attack, U.S. forces cut off the western part of Baquba, where
an estimated 300 to 500 al-Qa’ida fighters had been operating. Helicopters and tanks were used
to cut off escape routes from the city."* In the second phase of the attack, troops began clearing
the area, house-by-house and street-by-street.'”!

Plans for the operation called for securing the area in which they were fighting, preventing

insurgents from fleeing to other areas. Stryker armored vehicles were used to block the Western

outskirts of Baquba and a main north-south rout that runs through the center of the provincial
o1 132

capital.

Col. Steve Townsend, the commander of the Third Stryker Brigade Combat Team, Second
Infantry Division, said, “Rather than let the problem export to some other place and then have to
fight them again, my coal is to isolate this thing and cordon it off.”'** American forces stopped
any resident in Baquba who was seen as a potential fighter, took biometric data, and tested them
for the presence of explosive material."** Over 100 Iraqis on the eastern side of the city worked
with American troops to prevent insurgents from escaping Baquba.'”> Members from Sunni
insurgent groups, operating under the umbrella group, United Jihad Factions Council, worked
with U.S. forces in the offensive against al-Qa’ida in Iraq."*®

On June 22, Lt. Gen. Ordierno reported that three brigades were operating in the Baghdad “belt”
to the north and east of Baghdad, in Diyala, and three more brigades were operating in other
parts of northern Iraq. Two of the three Brigades operating in Diyala were focused on capturing
or eliminating the enemy as they tried to escape from the capital of Baqubah toward other areas
such as Baghdad. 137

It was reported on June 22 that 17 al-Qa’ida fighters were killed by coalition forces in the
operation. However news emerged in the following week that the fighter may have been civilians
or militants from another organization.'*®

Though the first phase of the operation was intended to keep insurgents from escaping the area,
on June 22, General Ordierno stated that an estimated 80% of al-Qa’ida leadership had fled
Baqubah before the start of the operation. Ordierno said that somehow al-Qa’ida had anticipated
the attack and fled the area, leaving midlevel operatives and fighters to fend for themselves. It
was suspected that the 1920’s Brigade fighters could have indirectly leaked information
regarding the attack, tipping off al-Qa’ida.

Southern Iraq and Operation Marne Torch

The security situation also continued to deteriorate in Southern Iraq. Shi’ite militia, tribes and
factions aligned with either the Supreme Iraqi Islamic Council, the Fadhila Party, the Office of
Martyr Sadr and other various organizations in order to gain greater control over local resources.
Intra-Shi’ite violence among these groups led to greater attacks on Iraqi and Coalition forces.
Also in this area, the Iraqi police continued to fail to challenge Shi’ite militias, partly because of

tolerance or allegiance to the activities of either palrty.13 9 140
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The British Presence in Southern Iraq Declines

On April 9, 2007 the British military formally handed over the largest base in southern Iraq to
Iraqi security forces. The Shatt-al-Arab Hotel near Basra had housed 600 British soldiers and
would be the new base for the 10th Iraqi Army Division. The British troops would return home
shortlﬁ,1 the first of the 1,700 soldiers that Prime Minister Blair announced would leave Iraq in
2007.

The British troops in southern Iraq continued to hand over control to Iraq. On April 18, 2007
they officially handed over control of Maysan province, bordering Iran. It was the third British
province to be transferred. British officers maintained that reducing their troop presence would
reduce the tensions in the south. One officer said, “Ninety percent of the violence down here is
all against us. You put more people on the ground, you are creating more targets.”'**

The reality, however, was that the British had failed, if success meant establishing any kind of
lasting national unity. The police forces were sectarian and had been repeatedly accused in
instances of “soft sectarian cleansing.” There were also serious internal rivalries between
competing Shi’ite parties that often became violent. It was far from clear that the local Shi’ite
governments spoke with a unified voice even in the south, and most made few efforts towards
conciliation and national unity.

Some expected the incoming British Prime Minister, Gordon Brow, to announce troop
withdrawals from Iraq within 100 days of taking office. Britain is in the process of reducing its
troops in Iraq from 7,1000 to 5,000 but there has been no official timetable for full British
withdrawal.'*

Operation Marne Torch

The rising level of violence in the south forced the Coalition to react in spite of the British
desired to cut the level of British activity. On May 25, British troops and Iraqi Special Forces
troops killed Wissam al-Waili, also known as Abu Qadir, the leader of the Mahdi Army militia in
Basra, while attempting to detain him. The clash took place in Jumhoriyah, a middle class,
residential area. The killing was followed by three hours of continuous retaliatory fire from the
Mahdi Army militia on British positions in Basra.'** Five other people, including Qadir’s
younger brother also died in the incident, and 15 people were wounded.'*’

On June 4, militiamen from the Mahdi Army fought Iraqi soldiers and police in Diwaniyah, as
security forces conducted raids in the city, while U.S. aircraft flew overhead. The fighting killed
one Iragi soldier and wounded 16 other people. '*° Al-Sadr’s spokesman said that the clashes
occurred when the Iraqi police violated a signed truce by attempting to arrest Kifah al-Kuraiti, a
local militia leader. The Iraqi police said the arrest was carried out with a warrant. '’

Operation Marne Torch began on June 15, engaged in areas that were previously untouched by
Coalition forces for the three years prior. The operation began in the area near Arab Jabour along
the Tigris River, and included additional operations to prevent al-Qa’ida from moving into
Baghdad and Baqubah. The operation was being carried out by four brigade combat teams,
including two infantry divisions, an Airborne brigade and a Mountain division. Very few Iraqi
security forces were participating in the operation. However, Sunni militias were being allowed
to occupy areas as a “neighborhood watch.”
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The operation focused on the Arab Jabour region belonging to Doura, a Sunni-dominated suburb
south of Baghdad. The region along the Tigris River was the first target of the operation, where
the military blew up 17 boats as of June 24. The airborne division in Operation Marne Torch also
used “a fair number” of air strikes by B-1 bombers to destroy entire roads in the area, believed to
be used by insurgents. U.S. troops are also blocking the exit routes from the city, preventing
insurgents from escaping. On June 22, Lt. Gen. Ordierno said the units were successful in killing
or detaining 100 enemy fighters. 148

On June 24, the U.S. army reported that 4 American soldiers died in the operation and 26 had
been seriously wounded. 9 Iraqi Army troops and 8 Iraqi police were killed and about 40 Iraqi
security forces were injured. 12 enemies had been killed in action, and 142 were detained,
including 30 high-value detainees. 48 IEDs were found and 4 weapons caches had been cleared.
The operation was expected to last through at least the end of July.

Rising Ethnic and Sectarian Tension in Northern Iraq

Another key indication of the failure of a Baghdad-centric strategy occurred in Northern Iraq. US
and Iraqi officials said in the first week of April that the security plan would be extended to
Mosul to quiet sectarian tensions, although they did not say when new US and Iraqi troops could
be expected in the northern city. Attacks against Iraqi security forces in Mosul had recently
increased. Mosul would be the second city to take “surge” forces originally planned for
Baghdal% 700 troops and armored vehicles were transferred to Baquba, Diyala Province in
March.

A Yazidi woman was stoned to death on April 7, by members of the Yazidi community for
having romantic relations with a Sunni Muslim man. A video was taken with a cellular phone of
the woman's death. Tina Susman of the Los Angeles Times describes the scene as follows:

Someone slams a concrete block onto the back of her head. A river of blood oozes from
beneath her long, tangled hair. The girl stops moving, but the kicks and the rocks keep
coming, as do the victorious shouts of the men delivering them.'*

Kurds who include Yazidis have accused Sunni Arabs of circulating these images to undermine
the Kurdish and Yazidi community. Two weeks after the stoning, more than 20 Yazidi men were
dragged off a bus in Mosul by gunmen and executed. The next day, Kurdish political offices
were target of a car bombing in northern Iraq. The attack claimed by a Sunni insurgent group
linked to al Qaeda, claiming to avenge the death of the young Yezidi woman."”’ Tensions
between Arab Muslims and Yazidis in Mosul had been rising over the course of the war, but
most involved individual cases of mixed marriages and tribal rivalries.'”

On May 9, a suicide truck bomber killed 14 people and wounded 87 when he blew up his
payload near the Kurdish Regional Government's interior ministry in Arbil. And on May 13 50
people were killed and 70 wounded when a suicide truck bomb exploded near the local office of
the Kurdistan Democratic Party (KDP) in Makhmour, near Arbil.

Christians have also been targeted in northern Iraq. Al-Qa’ida presented Christians in Baghdad
with ultimatums- to either convert to Islam, marry their daughters to al-Qa’ida fighters, pay the
Islamic tax or leave without their possessions.'”® The U.S. military said they became aware of the
problem in May, and built barriers around the largest Christian enclave in the Dora neighborhood
in Baghdad. "**
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Approximately 19,000 Iraqi Christians registered with the United Nations refugee agency in
Damascus. "> On June 4, gunmen killed a Catholic priest and three assistances in Mosul."*® In
Mosul, eight Christian students and their professors were kidnapped on June 20."7 On June 5, a
Catholic priest and five boys were abducted.'®

Ceasefires and Local Alliances in Anbar and Elsewhere

The most serious operation success on the part of Iraqis occurred spontaneously and without any
link to the surge strategy. The broad rise of civil conflict in Iraq, and the need to find substitutes
and supplements for weak Iraqi security forces, led U.S. military officials and advisors in Iraq to
begin focusing their efforts on small achievements to reach more easily accomplished
benchmarks, necessary to build up toward the larger goals of national reconciliation.

These efforts included working with Sunni tribal forces in Anbar, recruiting Sunni Arab
nationalists into security forces, initiating local agreements among neighborhoods of rival
groups, and establishing businesses in newly stabilized areas. A senior military official in
Baghdad described the steps being taken, “Some of it will be infrastructure that is being worked,
some of it is local security for neighborhoods, and some of it is markets reopening.”159

Tribal Forces in Anbar

In Anbar, a group of tribal sheiks created a group that opposed Al Qa’ida and supported the
efforts of the US troops. It was based off of the tribal association formed in al Anbar province in
the fall of 2006."®" All 23 of the major tribes in and around Ramadi joined the “Anbar Salvation
Council,” or “Anbar Awakening” as of May 2007.'°" The number of police in Anbar reached
10,000, with 4,500 stationed in Ramadi alone. American casualties also fell, although it remained
one of the three most dangerous governorates. Attacks in March 2007 averaged four a day,
compared with 25 a day the previous summer.

Various sources noted that the decline in violence in Anbar province in early 2007. US forces
stationed in the majority Sunni province said that the change was a result of a majority of tribes
working with rather than against US forces. In Anbar there was a 50% drop in violence after
local tribes joined U.S. and Iraqi forces in combating Al-Qaeda. In May, there were 400
incidents of violence, compared to the 810 incidents that occurred in May of 2006. The average
weekly rate of attacks in Anbar dropped from about 250 last year to 100 in May 2007. In
Ramadi, there were only 30 attacks, compared to the 254 attacks in May of last year.162

In the first six months of 2007, 12,000 Iraqis volunteered for the Iraqi security forces in Anbar,
compared to the 1,000 that volunteered in 2006. 13 A police officer in Anbar commented on
local members of Al Qaeda in Iraq, saying, “They are rapidly losing ground in Anbar and have
been pushed out gradually, now there are only a few elements remaining, mostly in Fallujah.” ted
The deputy commanding general of the Second marine Expeditionary Force in Anbar, Gen. John
R. Allen, described the province as ‘““a laboratory for counterinsurgency.” The number of attacks
dropped two thirds from the previous figure of 500 a week. Discoveries of weapons caches have
risen nearly 190%, due primarily to the sympathy of local residents. The local police force rose
from 20 recruits to 8,000 in the past year.'®

When the tribal leaders agreed to work with the US “occupation” in the fall of 2006, the number
of police recruits increased exponentially. However, the US was not able to keep up with training
and equipping. New policemen were pushed through the training program and ended up
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patrolling the streets in several weeks without a uniform or issued weaponry. Some US troops
also questioned whether the recruits had been properly vetted, and worried about insurgent
infiltration. '

One of the American officers most involved in the effort in Anbar, Col. Sean MacFarland, said
that police recruitment increased when the US agreed to let them serve in their own tribal areas,
protecting their families. MacFarland was instrumental in creating the alliance of tribal leaders in
Anbar province in the latter half of 2006 that agreed to work the Americans to fight the
insurgency. He said, “The prize in the counterinsurgency fight is not terrain. It’s the people.
When you’ve secured the people, you have won the war. The sheiks lead the people.” The tribal
associated had grown to 200 members by February 2007, and was planning on forming a
political party. In the process of securing Ramadi, MacFarland’s brigade lost 95 soldiers and 600
were wounded.'”’

The downturn in violence in Ramadi was a result of a sustained military presence. In the spring
of 2007 there were 6,000 US troops, 4,000 Iraqi soldiers, 4,500 Iraqi policemen, and 65 police
stations and joint combat outposts. The offensive in Ramadi was now in the “holding” phase, and
history showed that the insurgency was quick to take advantage of any reduction in US force.'®®

Insurgent attacks did continue in Ramadi in May 2007, but far less often than they had just one
year earlier. For example, on May 7 two suicide car bombs killed 25 people and dozens more
were wounded. The US military attributed the attacks to al Qa’ida in Iraq. A member of the
Sunni tribal alliance in Anbar said, “This is a cowardly attack, and they will not succeed in
destabilizing the situation in the city.”169

In al Qaim, a farming community along the Syrian border, Marines reported a shift in strategy in
late May, in correlation with the broader coalition strategic changes that took place since the end
of 2005. Marines became responsible for policing operations rather than “hunt and destroy”
missions. Capt. Luke Gove, the company commander reported that the key choice he must make
is when to “not act- which is the hardest thing for a Marine to do.” Foreign jihadists in al Qaim
threatened the Sunni tribal leaders and American forces since used that distrust to recruit Iraqi
army and police personnel. The goal of the Marine company was to create a local security force,
acceptable to residents of al Qaim.'”

Army Col. Sean MacFarland of the First Marine Expeditionary Force commanded by Maj. Gen.
Richard Zilmer, recalled the process of forming an alliance with the Sunni tribal leaders in Anbar
to combat al-Qa’ida forces. MacFarland described the alliance as a “‘chemical reaction” needing
“two compatible ingredients and a catalyst... The two ingredients were some frustrated sheikhs
who were frozen out of the provincial government due to a bad decision to boycott the first
elections and a new brigade combat team in town.” The “catalyst,” he described, was a rise in al-
Qa’ida attacks. The results, he said, “could not have been more dramatic. When a tribe ‘flipped’
[referring to its decision to align with U.S. forces], attacks on U.S. soldiers and Marines in that
area dropped to zero almost immediately.”'”' MacFarland said the lessons for U.S. forces are
two-fold. One, “there are local solutions to be had if we are willing to look for them;” and two,
“Our avowed enemy, al-Qaeda, is beatable in Iraq.”172

U.S. troops allowed local sheiks to do background checks of the new recruits into the police,
because they did not want to appear to be taking a stance on whether to grant or deny amnesty to
former insurgents. Col. Charlton explained, “Some police could’ve been insurgents at this time
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last year. But the sheiks have changed their fundamental understanding of who the threat is — and
the threat is Al Qaeda.”173

This progress may reflect a major new trend inside Iraq, but it has obvious limits and presents
significant risks. Basic services were still limited, unemployment was high, local governments
existed in name only, and most importantly, it was far from clear that alliance with US forces to
fight insurgents would translate into support for the central government in Baghdad. Most Sunnis
continued to feel alienated by and underrepresented in the Shi’ite-led government. Col. John
Charlton, commander of U.S. troops in central Anbar warned that political trouble would be
caused if reconstruction were not enacted in the area promptly. Charlton said, “They want
electricity back. They want things fixed now. The question is, can the government step up and
deliver the goods?”'’* Sheikh Ahmed Abu Rica of Anbar Province reported that “central-
government support is taking forever” to reach the people of Ramadi.'”

On June 14 it was reported that the Anbar Salvation Council was splitting apart, as some of its
leaders were establishing a new group. The leaders who were defecting apparently were not from
the area. They criticized the Council for relying too heavily on Americans, and that some of its
leaders were using the Council for personal and political gains. '’®

Attacks also targeted the leaders of the U.S. alliance in Anbar. On May 31, a suicide bomber
exploded in Ramadi, killing five people, including 3 policemen. A second suicide bomber on the
same day exploded at a police recruitment center in Fallujah, killing one and injuring eight
people. 77 On June 26, a suicide bomber attacked the Mansour Melia hotel in Baghdad, where
the tribal sheikhs of the Anbar Salvation Council were meeting. The blast killed 12 people,
including four Sunni sheikhs, a popular TV correspondent and poet, Rahim al-Maliki, and Aziz
Yasiri, and a former army general under Saddam Hussein who worked with the American
military and recently joined the opposition to the Maliki government.'”® The suicide attacks were
part of a series against the followers of tribal sheiks leading local forces against Al Qaeda.

Trying to Build on the “Anbar Model”

On May 30, the U.S. military announced it was planning to initiate cease-fire agreements with
Iraqi insurgents in order to establish order in and around Baghdad.179 “We believe a large
majority of groups within Iraq are reconcilable and are now interested in engaging with us. But
more importantly, they want to engage and become a part of the government of Iraq,” said
Ordierno. 180 He said that, as part of the U.S. Military push to generate political reconciliation,
he gave U.S. Commanders the authority to pursue such agreements locally with insurgents that
have tried to attack U.S. and Iraqi forces. 181

In the past, Sunni insurgents were traditionally allied with al-Qa'ida in Iraq and their umbrella
group, the Islamic State of Iraq. In some areas Sunnis suspected that the Iraqi government and
security forces were collaborating with radical Shi’ite militias to push Sunni residents from
mixed areas of the country. Attacks forced Sunnis to align themselves more closely with groups
like al-Qa’ida in Iraq. 182

Ordierno said, “There are insurgents reaching out to us... so we want to reach back to them.
We're talking about cease-fires and maybe signing some things that say they won't conduct
operations against the government of Iraq or against coalition forces.”183 Ordierno said that he
believed 80% of insurgent groups in Iraq were “reconcilable,” including Sunni insurgents, Shi’ite
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militia such as the Mahdi Army, and possibly a few groups affiliated with al-Qaeda in
Iraq.184However, Ordierno cautioned that the process of local reconciliation would be slow.
185U.S. military leaders pursued talks with Muqtada al-Sadr both directly and through the Iraqi
government. Lt. Gen. Raymond Ordierno said, “He has a grass-roots movement that he’s always
going to have; we have to recognize that... We’re trying to talk to him. We want to talk to him.”
Ordierno was unsure of the significance of Sadr’s resurfacing, whether it would be positive or
negative for U.S. troops.186

Amb. Ryan Crocker announced on June 3rd that the U.S. was considering granting amnesty to
insurgents who have fought in Iraq, in an effort to consolidate forces against al-Qa’ida in Iraq.
“As a part of a political reconciliation process, amnesty can be very important,” Amb. Crocker
said. “It can also be important in this particular context as we seek to draw as many elements as
we can 1§7way from the fight... against us and into the fight against a common enemy, al
Qaeda.”

Iraqi President Jalal Talibani confirmed that the Iraqi government was negotiating with members
of the “national resistance,” and was similarly prepared to give amnesty to those elements. “Then
only al Qaeda will remain as the main criminal terrorist group, and it will be easy to eradicate it,”
Talibani said. Mr. Talibani was optimistic about getting Muqtada al-Sadr to negotiate with the
Iraqi government, saying Sadr’s movement “announce that they will... support political process,
very peaceful, and he asked his followers not to fight against Iraqi soldiers.”

Commanders tested the “Anbar model” across areas that are Sunni-dominated, including: Parts
of Baghdad, particularly Amiriya; the Ariey south of the capital of Babil, known as the Triangle
of Death; Diyala Province, north and east of Baghdad; and Salahuddin Province.'®®
Approximately 2,000 people unaffiliated with the Iraqi security forces are working with
American troops at checkpoints and gun positions in the Abu Ghraib area, west of Baghdad.'®’

U.S. commanders held talks with Sunni groups in at least four insurgent strongholds in central
and north-central Iraq. If local leaders cooperated, the deals brought members of a tribe or sect
into the security forces, provided them with armored vehicles and weapons. However, if local
cooperation was not found, military forces conducted neighborhood sweeps, raided homes and
sough out insurgents.190

U.S. field commanders met in June with Gen. Petraeus in Baghdad and formally discussed the
conditions Sunni groups would have to meet in order to be considered for U.S. support. The
conditions included requiring fighters have biometric tests to confirm their identity through
retinal scans and fingerprinting, and registering the serial numbers of all weapons.'’

Sunni groups who declared they supported the central government were provided with arms,
ammunition, funding, supplies, and fuel by Iraqi military units allied with Americans,. In some
areas Sunni groups agreed to alert U.S. troops to the location of IEDs and other booby traps.
Referring to the fact that the U.S. has supplied and funded a predominately Shi’ite security force,
and now are doing the same for Sunni groups, American officers said this policy could result in
the arming of two sides in a civil war. Without signs of reconciliation between Sunnis and
Shi’ites in the near future, there is a risk that weapons given to Sunni groups could be used
against Shi’ites.'*”

In at least some cases, however, Sunni groups that declared for the government and worked with
U.S. troops were anything but loyal to the central authorities. Shi’ite political leaders were



Cordesman: Iraqi Insurgency 7/9/07 Page 35

suspicious of the new practice of arming Sunni groups, many of whom would like to see a return
to Sunni dominance.'”> “The government’s aim is to disarm and demobilize the militias in Iraq,’
said Sadiq al-Rikabi, a political adviser to Mr. Maliki. “And we have enough militias in Iraq that
we are struggling now to solve the problem. Why are we creating new ones?”'** By agreeing to
arm Sunlr;i5 groups, the U.S. has in effect relinquished the initial demand to disarm Shi’ite
militias.

Abu Ibrahim, a former colonel in the Iraqi army, who switched over to fight with the Islamic
State of Iraq, said, “Our ultimate objective is to reach a compromise with the occupation, which
we recognize, as opposed to the so-called Iraqi government, which we don’t want to do anything
with. Once we reach an agreements with the occupation and a timetable for their withdrawal, we
will organize a national conference of the resistance in order to decide the future of Iraq.” '*°

General Lynch, commander of the Third Infantry Division south of Baghdad, said that enmity
toward Americans and Shi’ites is not a secret among many Sunni allies in the area. “They say,
‘We hate you because you are occupiers’” he said, “ ‘but we hate Al Qaeda worse, and we hate
the Persians even more (referring to Shiites).”” 197 But, even commanders who were suspicious
of this practice said that potential gains against Al Qa’ida are worth the risks that come with
arming Sunni groups. 198

Diyala

American military officials said they were negotiating with local tribal leaders in Diyala in early
June. “Within the last three or four months we’ve seen a much greater interest in tribal
reconciliation and we’ve seen a shift in tribal attitudes,” said Maj. Time Brooks, a staff officer of
the Army brigade in Diyala. '*° The rise in violence in Diyala was due to the fact that American
troops were entering areas they had not previously held, which were often insurgent
strongholds.**

U.S. commanders worked with tribal leaders in Diyala for several years, but in the spring of
2007, the stakes rose as the province became more violent. U.S. military deaths in Diyala
increased since January 2007. In May, 126 U.S. troops died in Iraq, including 21 in Diyala.
Diyala was then the second most deadly province, other than Baghdad.”"'

Analysts noted that Diyala is different from Anbar in that it is mixed with Sunnis and Shiites,
with about 25 major tribes and more than 100 minor groups or offshoots. Anbar is almost
entirely Sunni, with a few dominant tribal leaders.?*?

Maysan

Lt. Col. Dale Kuehl, commander of the 1 Battalion, 5™ Cavalry Regiment, attached to the 1
Infantry Division in Amiriyah, granted the militiamen the power of arrest, allowed the Iraqi army
to supply them with ammunition, and fought with them against Al-Qa’ida in Iraq. The process of
alignment signified a new American military strategy of looking beyond Iraqi security forces for
assistance in securing neighborhoods. 203
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The group, who called themselves the Baghdad Patriots, killed about 10 suspected al-Qa’ida
members and detained 15, compared to the sparse progress made by Iraqi and U.S. forces in the
previous six months.

On June 5, the Islamic Army in Iraq said that it reached a cease-fire agreement with Al Qa’ida in
Mesopotamia after the two groups clashed in Amariya in late May. *>* The groups claimed they
did not want to spill Muslim blood or deter the “project of jihad.” The two groups clashed in
Amiriyah, killing 30 fighters. The Islamic Army is predominately Sunni, made of mostly of
fighters that disbanded from the army of Saddam Hussein. They said they rose up against al-
Qa’ida in Iraq because it was too religious, imposing rules on the neighborhood and killing
fellow Sunnis without provocation or reason.

The Islamic Army said the groups agreed to stop all operations against one another, stop
criticizing each other publicly, and stop taking prisoners. The groups planned to create a “judicial
committee” to resolve their differences.”*

However, many U.S. officers were wary that the long-term agenda of the Baghdad Patriots is
unknown, and that the alignment developed out of the desperation of U.S. troops. Prime Minister
Nouri al-Maliki has declared that no groups aside from the Iraqi and American security forces
should possess weapons. Some feel that arming the Sunni militia could deliver negative
consequences in the future if the group turns on the United States. "’

Members of thel™ Battalion, 5™ Cavalry Regiment recalled the quick process of forming an
alliance with the Baghdad patriots in an article written by Damien Cave, published in the
Washington Post on June 9°%:

It was about 2 a.m. on May 30 when Capt. Andy Wilbraham, a 33-year-old
company commander, first heard military chatter on his tank radio about rumors
that local gunmen would take on al-Qaeda. Later that morning, a
noncommissioned officer turned to him with the news: "They're uprising."

"It was just a shock it happened so fast," Wilbraham said.

By noon, loudspeakers in mosques throughout Amiriyah were broadcasting a
call to war: "It is time to stand up and fight" al-Qaeda. Groups of men, some in
black ski masks carrying AK-47 assault rifles and rocket-propelled grenades
descended on the area around the Maluki mosque, a suspected al-Qaeda in Iraq
base of operations, and launched an attack. For the most part, Kuehl's soldiers
stood back, trying to contain the violence and secure other mosques, and let the
gunmen do their work.

The next day, a Thursday, al-Qaeda counterattacked. Using machine guns and
grenades, its fighters drove the militiamen south across several city blocks until
they were holed up in the Firdas mosque, soldiers said. "I was getting reports
every 10 minutes from one of the imams: 'They're at this point. We're
surrounded. We're getting attacked. They're at the mosque,' " Kuehl recalled. He
dispatched Stryker attack vehicles to protect the militiamen.

"We basically pushed that one back just by force," said Capt. Kevin Salge, 31,
who led the Stryker team of about 60 men to the mosque. "We got in there. Our
guns are much bigger guns. Then freedom fighters, Baghdad Patriot guys,
started firing."

Spec. Chadrick Domino, 23, was with a Stryker unit that drove north of the
mosque to set up a perimeter to prevent others from joining the fight. About
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noon, he was the first member of his team to walk into a residential courtyard.
He may not have had time to see the machine gunner who killed him.

By afternoon, the Americans had secured the Firdas mosque and were helping
treat the wounded who lay in the courtyard. Kuehl drove out from his
headquarters to meet with the leaders of the militiamen and work out the terms
that would guide their collaboration in coming days. Kuehl agreed to help if the
militiamen did not torture their captives or kill people who were not affiliated
with al-Qaeda in Iraq. The militiamen agreed to hold prisoners for no more than
24 hours before releasing them or handing them over to the Americans. They in
turn wanted the Americans not to interfere and to provide weapons.

"We need them and they need us," Kuehl said. "Al-Qaeda's stronger than them.
We provide capabilities that they don't have. And the locals know who belongs
and who doesn't. It doesn't matter how long we're here, I'll never know. And

we'll never fit in." 209

The American troops complained that the fighters on both sides looked identical, wearing similar
sweat suites and carrying the same kind of guns. They initially asked their allies to wear white
headbands and ride in Strykers. However, al-Qa’ida members began wearing the white
headbands, and it was difficult for the allied fighters to maintain their orientation in the Stryker
vehicles. Eventually, the fighters were issued reflective armbands and allowed to ride in
Humvees, instead. The fighters were also supplied with plastic flex cuffs for making arrests, red
and green flares to signal if they are in trouble or when they have completed a raid. >

After the first successful raid turned up an arms cache, the American troops were faced with the
question of whether or not to assist in arming the fighters. >’

On June 1, a Friday, the fighters directed the soldiers to a large weapons cache.
Sniper rifles, Russian machine guns, rocket-propelled grenades and thousands of
rounds of ammunition were stashed in a secret room, accessible only by
removing a circuit-breaker box and crawling through a hole. While the
Americans were tallying the haul, an explosive detonated outside, wounding
several soldiers, including one whose feet were blown off. In return for their
services, the militiamen had one request: Give us the weapons in the cache.

"Who are these guys really?" Salge remembered worrying. He told them to talk
to the battalion commander.

Kuehl said he would most likely supply the militiamen with weapons in limited amounts. The
fighters gave the Americans their fingerprints, addresses and retinal scans. *'

When the Baghdad Patriots and al-Qa’ida in Iraq forces arrived at a ceasefire agreement on June
6, the American tank unit planned with the allied militiamen to carry out arrest raids against al-
Qa’ida, but the militiamen called off the raid. The tank driver, Spec. Estevan Altamirano, 25,
was skeptical about the intentions of the Baghdad Patriots. "Pretty soon they run out of al-Qaeda,
and then they're going to turn on us," he said. "I don't want to get used to them and then I have an
AK behind my back. I'm not going to trust them at all." 214

Efforts to Secure the Borders

US and Iraqi forces did make some gains against the insurgency. CENTCOM Commander
Admiral William Fallon announced that the US was making a renewed effort to stop the flow of
foreign fighters into Iraq. Since 2003, the Iraqi-Syrian border had been the portal for jihadists to
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join the Iraqi insurgency. Fallon said that the help of Sunni tribes in al Anbar province allowed
US forces to detect and capture the foreign volunteers before they made it to insurgent safe
havens.?"

However, Iraqi officials stated that the border could not be fully controlled without the help of
Syria. Some 15 to 20 foreign fighters were captured along the Syrian border each month, but
many successfully entered Iraq. The number of Iraqi border guards had increased sharply in 2005
and 2006, but there were 30 miles between each border fort and the guards lacked adequate
technology and equipment. The border also remained a trade route for Sunni tribes, and it was
difficult for Iraqi border guards to pick out the foreign fighters.216

Increased Coalition Air Operations

The use of fighter jets and intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance aircraft doubled over the
past year in Iraq. Col. Gary Crowder, the deputy director of the Combined Air Operations Center
in Southwest Asia, said, “The capabilities that we are providing have increased substantially.
We’ve moved all of our fighters to in-country. We used to have some outside of the country, but
to reduce the tanking bill and increase their responsiveness, increase time on station for each
flight, we’ve moved them inside country.””"” “[The increase in air use] has a lot to do with
increased pressure on the enemy by MNC-I, combined with more carriers,” said Col. Joe
Guastella, Air Force operations chief for the region. *'®

The U.S. Air Force added two squadrons at Balad Air Force Base in Iraq over the six months
preceding June 1. The number of munitions dropped by coalition forces in Iraq since January
nearly equaled the number dropped in all of 2006. From January until May 1, 2007, U.S. and
coalition aircraft delivered 222 munitions in Iraq, compared to 39 during the same period of the
previous year. Since the surge of troops began in January, the number of missions and air strikes
rose as well. Coalition aircraft dropped 36 bombs in February 22 in March and 45 in April,
compared to the 2006 figures of 10, three and six respectively. *"

Air Force tankers transfer an average of 3.2 million pounds of fuel to ISR platforms every day.
In addition The Air Force supported Naval jets operating off the two aircraft carriers located in
the Persian Gulf, including Navy F/A-18 Super Hornet fighters. In the summer, high desert
temperatures limit the amount of fuel a KC-135R Stratotanker, RC-135 Rivet Joint or E-8 Joint
Surveillance and Target Attack Radar System (JSTARS) can carry by 15 to 20 percent. *° The
aircraft carriers in the Persian Gulf help support the need for additional tankers. 2L A second
American aircraft carrier added in the Persian Gulf in February provided access to 80 more
warplanes. 222

Air Force missions and Navy “close air support” missions have also increased by 30 percent to
40 percent this Spring. 2 The Air Force transports 3,000 to 3,500 troops per day and about one
million per year. ***

In the first 4 ¥2 months of 2007, the United States Air Force dropped 237 bombs and missiles in
Iraq, surpassing the 229 that were dropped in all of 2006. *** U.S. aircraft increased attacks by
twice the rate of last year’s air attacks in Iraq. The increase in air attacks appears to be correlated
with an increase in Iragi civilian casualties.?*

In addition, the number of civilian casualties due to U.S. air strikes appeared to have risen
dramatically in the same period of time, according to Iraq Body Count. The monthly average of
civilians killed by U.S. air strikes rose steadily in 2006 from just a few every month to 40 a
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month by the end of the year, to a rate of 50 a month in the first half of 2007. **” John Sloboda,
of Iraq Body Count, said “The reality of civilian deaths is a year-on-year increase. This particular
part of it — air strikes — have rocketed up more than any other.” 228
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II1. Looking at the Numbers: Attack Patterns and Levels of
Violence

As has been noted earlier, attack numbers and Iraqi casualty numbers have severe limits, both in
terms of accuracy and meaning in a nation filled with diverse civil conflicts and where the most
violent insurgent acts are only an uncertain indicator of the trends in security and stability. Even
so, the data on attack numbers and patterns still have some value, as do those on casualties,.

The broad trends in Iraqi violence have already been discussed in Chapter II, but Figures 3.1,
through 3.7 provide a more detailed analysis of the patterns involved.

Figure 3.1 shows the cumulative attacks in Baghdad from August 2006 through May 2007. IEDs were
consistently the most common type of attack. IED attacks occurred approximately 40% more often than

IEDs were been found. Suicide attacks increased steadily, but remained the least occurring type of attack in
Baghdad.

Figure 3.2 shows the cumulative summary of attacks in Fallujah from August 2006 through May 2007.
Small Arms Fire and IEDs were consistently the most frequent type of attacks. Small Arms Fire increased
at a slightly higher rate than IED attacks, beginning in the fall of 2006. Approximately the same amount of
IED attacks occurred as the number of IEDs found.

Figure 3.3 shows the cumulative summary of attacks in Mosul from August 2006 through May 2007.
Attacks in Mosul occurred much less frequently in Mosul than in other areas. Small arms fire has occurred
more frequently than any other type of attack in Mosul. While about IEDs found account for one-third of
IED encounters, VBIEDs are not found as often. VBIED attacks have occurred at a rate of about 9 per
month, while less than one per month have been found before detonation.

Figure 3.4 shows the cumulative summary of attacks in Basra from August 2006 through May 2007.
Attacks in Basra have occurred much less frequently than in other areas. Small arms fire accounts for
approximately one-third of all attacks. No VBIED attacks have occurred and no VBIEDs have been found
since August 2006. In addition, only one suicide attack occurred during the reporting period.

Figure 3.5 shows the cumulative attacks in major Iraqi cities from September 2005 — April 2007. From
September 2005 through January 2006, Fallujah suffered the greatest number of attacks, aside from the
month of December 2005, when attacks in Baghdad outnumber those in Fallujah. From February 2006 to
April 2007, Baghdad incurred the most number of attacks, while Tikrit and Fallujah took turns accounting
for the second highest rate of attacks. Basra suffered the least number of attacks from September 2005 until
September 2006, when Diwan began to account for less attacks than Basra.

Figure 3.6 shows the cumulative attacks by province from February 13, 2007 — May 4, 2007. Over 50
attacks per day occurred in Baghdad, whiled less than 30 a day occurred in Salah ad Din, Anbar and
Diyala, and less than 20 a day in Ninewa. Less than ten attacks per day occurred in the rest of the country,
and no attacks were reported during the period for Maysan, Karbala, Sulaymaniyah, Muthanna, Najaf and
Dahuk.

Figure 3.7 shows the average weekly attacks from April 1, 2004 — May 4, 2007. The number of attacks
reported during this period was only slightly higher per week than those reported during the period of Jan 1,
2007- February 9, 2007. Attacks targeting Iraqi security forces were more frequent than those during the
last reporting period, and attacks against civilians were slightly higher, while attacks against Coalition
forces appeared to have been the same.
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Figure 3.1: Cumulative Summary of Attacks in Baghdad through May 2007
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B Suicide Bomber 21 22 23 23 24 27 31 34 36 37
B SAF Attack 2702 3156 3606 4033 4503 5122 5615 6122 6550 6753
0O Grenade 65 85 91 100 108 116 123 134 143 145
B RPG Attack 305 360 415 431 470 489 518 562 597 617
O IDF Rocket 88 95 117 143 159 180 211 256 313 334
B [DF Mortar 275 302 374 464 506 574 762 927 1141 1255
O IDF 1504 1715 1857 2000 2173 2378 2402 2432 2479 2491
B VBIED Attack 313 348 388 429 457 494 551 596 625 643
0O VBIED Found 48 52 56 59 65 69 73 86 90 93
B [ED Attack 4343 4927 5429 5865 6378 6864 7237 7687 8094 8316
O IED Found 2610 2853 3082 3345 3592 3897 4145 4447 4683 4815

Source: Material adapted from information provided Hans Fah, a security and intelligence consultant working in
support of private sector reconstruction programs in Iraq. Data has been drawn from both open source and on the
ground protective security networks. Personal correspondence of the author, May 15, 2007. Used with permission.
Not official US government data.
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Figure 3.2: Cumulative Summary of Attacks in Fallujah through May 2007
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Source: Material adapted from information provided Hans Fah, a security and intelligence consultant working in
support of private sector reconstruction programs in Iraq. Data has been drawn from both open source and on the
ground protective security networks. Personal correspondence of the author, May 15, 2007. Used with permission.
Not official US government data.
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Figure 3.3: Cumulative Summary of Attacks in Mosul through May 2007

6000

5000
4000 I
3000 -
2000 -
1000 -
0 Nov '0 Dec'0

Aug'06 | Sept'06 Oct '06 Jan'07 Feb '07 Mar'07 | Apr'07 | May'07
B Suicide Bomber 7 9 10 12 12 13 14 15 15 15
B SAF Attack 913 978 1040 1113 1188 1253 1319 1399 1492 1535
O Grenade 42 45 45 45 46 49 50 55 58 59
B RPG Attack 44 53 68 77 87 95 100 108 116 119
DO IDF Rocket 9 11 15 16 17 18 22 23 29 31
B IDF Mortar 105 119 131 143 160 188 200 210 220 227
OIDF 205 213 229 240 248 253 255 260 262 263
B VBIED Attack 63 73 87 96 101 111 123 132 140 145
O VBIED Found 11 12 13 13 16 16 18 22 23 23
BIED Attack 1111 1247 1326 1424 1536 1671 1806 1949 2072 2127
D IED Found 625 720 791 847 929 1022 1095 1181 1252 1289

Source: Material adapted from information provided Hans Fah, a security and intelligence consultant working in
support of private sector reconstruction programs in Iraq. Data has been drawn from both open source and on the
ground protective security networks. Personal correspondence of the author, May 15, 2007. Used with permission.
Not official US government data.
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Figure 3.4: Cumulative Summary of Attacks in Basra through May 2007
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B VBIED Attack 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
O VBIED Found 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
B IED Attack 145 159 177 197 224 246 267 286 312 321
O IED Found 59 66 70 78 81 90 92 97 108 113

Source: Material adapted from information provided Hans Fah, a security and intelligence consultant working in
support of private sector reconstruction programs in Iraq. Data has been drawn from both open source and on the
ground protective security networks. Personal correspondence of the author, May 15, 2007. Used with permission.
Not official US government data.
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Figure 3.5: Cumulative Attacks in Major Iraqi Cities September 2005 — April 2007
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Source: Material adapted from information provided Hans Fah, a security and intelligence consultant working in
support of private sector reconstruction programs in Iraq. Data has been drawn from both open source and on the
ground protective security networks. Personal correspondence of the author, May 15, 2007. Used with permission.
Not official US government data.
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Figure 3.6 Total Attacks by Province
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Figure 3.7 Average Weekly Attacks
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IV. Effects of Ongoing Violence

If the US is to succeed in Iraq, and in any similar conflicts, it must develop far better and more
comprehensive ways of measuring the nature of civil violence, progress towards conciliation,
and level of local security, governance, rule of law, and economic conditions. So far, the US has
at best reported on limited aspects of the insurgency, and provided metrics of narrow — if any —
value. It continues to treat Iraq as an insurgency rather than a series of civil conflict, and the
battle as a narrow counterinsurgency effort rather than a b road exercise in armed nation
building.

There are, however, broader indications of the trends in violence that do shed some light on the
war that is actually being fought, as distinguish from the war the US chooses to report on.

Sectarian Displacement

The ongoing violence continued to force Iraqis to leave their homes in mixed areas for a
location in which their sect was the majority. The number of internally displaced persons since
the February 2006 Askariya mosque bombing reached 736,422 at the end of March 2007,
according to the United Nations Assistance Mission to Iraq (UNAMI). Of those, 200,000 were
displaced since December 2006.?*

The U.N. High Commissioner for Refugees said on June 5 that the number of Iraqis who have
fled the country as refugees rose to 2.2 million in June 2007. An additional 2 million were
internally displaced within the country, increasingly driven to “impoverished shanty towns.” The
UNHCR heard “disturbing reports” of regional authorities failing to provide the displaced Iraqis
with food, shelter and other basic services. An average of 30,000 Iraqis flee to Syria each month,
which is now home to 1.4 million Iraqi refugees. An additional 750,000 Iraqi refugees are now
living in J ordan.”" 80,000 have fled to Egypt and about 200,000 to the Persian Gulf.”!

Baghdad continued to be the destination of the majority of internally displaced Iraqis despite the
security crisis. Of these 120,000 IDPs that were displaced to Baghdad, many had been displaced
from the capital itself, moving from areas in which they were a sectarian minority to ethnically
homogeneous neighborhoods. The region of Kurdistan continued to attract some IDPs due to
better security conditions, but the KRG only allowed IDPs to enter the region if they could name
a guarantor in Kurdistan. Thus, some 87% of IDPs relocated to areas in the south and center of
the country.

IDPs continued to cite threats to their lives due to their religious sect or ethnic group as the
primary reason for their displacement. UNAMI also found that women and children made up
about 75% of the newly displaced. Displaced persons continued to face greater health risks and
many lacked access to basic services, such as electricity, water, healthcare, and education. The
UNAMI report stated that ten governorates had imposed stricter laws on the entry of IDPs,
making it difficult to obtain residency permits and access to these basic services.”?

In one case on March 27, a Sunni resident of a predominately Shiite neighbourhood in western
Baghdad was unofficially evicted from her home by an Iraqi Finance Ministry worker who was
later fired for this incident. The woman, who refused eviction was killed by Shiite militiamen the
day after she was asked to leave by the ministry worker. This was the first time a ministry
worker was fired for attempting an illegal eviction.””
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The Humanitarian Crisis

The affects of sectarian displacement lack of security, and shortage of basic services contributed
to a growing humanitarian crisis in Iraq. UNAMI estimated that up to 8 million people could be
classified as “vulnerable” and in need of immediate assistance; 2 million people were actively
seeking asylum or refugee status outside of Iraq; 1.9 million were internally displaced; and 4
million lacked sufficient food.

Daily conditions continued to deteriorate at a rapid rate for many Iraqis. The UN report stated
that: **

An estimated 54% of the Iraqi population is living on less than US$ 1 per day,
among whom 15% is living in extreme poverty (less than US$ 0.5 per day);
acute malnutrition rapidly rose from 4.4 to 9% from 2003 to 2005, as per the
latest available data. Some 432,000 children were reported to be in immediate
need of assistance, while the annual inflation rate in Iraq jumped to an estimated
70% in July 2006. The unemployment rate has risen to around 60%; only 32%
of Iraqis have access to drinking water and health facilities lack critical drugs
and equipment.

The January — March 2007 UNAMI report cited women and children as being particularly
effected by the ongoing civil war and humanitarian crisis. UNAMI estimated that for every male
killed, 5 or more family members became vulnerable and in need of assistance. The UN also
stated that the governorates in south and central Iraq were most in need of humanitarian aid,
which clearly corresponded with the lack of security in these provinces.

The Detainee Problem

US and Iraqi facilities were increasingly stretched to adequately provide for the growing number
of detainees that the Baghdad security plan produced. According to the Ministry of Human
Rights, the number of Iraqis detained nationwide from the end of January until the end of March
increased by approximately 7,000 to 37,641. U.S. forces arrested 2,000 prisoners a month in
March and April, almost twice the average from the second half of 2006. According to the
Department of Defenses’ Quarterly Report, “Measuring Stability and Security in Iraq, June
2007,” the number of detainees in March and April was almost 20% higher than the average for
the monthly average for December through February.**

At the start of the new strategy in February 2007, the US held some 17,000 detainees in two
large facilities — 13,800 at Camp Bucca in southern Iraq and 3,300 at Camp Cropper outside
Baghdad. The total number of detainees - in both Iraqi and US facilities - increased by 7,000 to
37,641 by the end of March 2007. US and Iraqi forces detained another 4,000 in April. The Iraqi
detention centers across the country held an additional 34,000 people in questionable conditions.
Of the US detainees, the average detention was one year, but about 8,000 had been held
longer.”*® To accommodate the growing detainee population, the U.S. and Iragi authorities are
building two detention centers in eastern Baghdad, one at an existing prison complex in Rusafa,
capable osz7accomm0dating 5,250 people, and the other at Baladiyat, with a capacity of 850
prisoners.

Human rights officials were especially concerned about the state of Iraqgi-run facilities. There
was growing evidence that detainees held by Iraqi forces were mistreated and kept in poor
conditions. In one instance, Iraqi Army officers handed over three detainees to US troops. The
detainees confessed to aiding insurgents and gave the military key intelligence. Before handing
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the men over to the Americans, however, the Iraqi Army officials had beaten one of them with
what appeared to be an electrical cable. The Iraqi soldiers said that they knew how to get a
confession out of suspects, and did not beat them too much. This publicized incident was clearly
an isolated instance of abuse, and underscored a dilemma facing the US in handing over more
security control to Iraq. Gen. David Petraecus emphasized in an open letter to American advisors
that, “It is very important that we never turn a blind eye to abuses, thinking that what Iraqis do
with their own detainees is ‘Iraqi business.”” Mahmoud Othman, a Kurdish legislator stated,
“Most parliamentarians have asked the government to investigate this issue.” Iraqi commanders
say that while individual cases of abuse may exist, they do not represent a systematic problem.23 8

Approximately 20,000 people were held in Iraqgi-run detention centers as of the end of March.
According to a U.N report, the number of detainees increased by 3,500 from the end of January
to the end of March. The U.S. military claimed it held 19,500 detainees, up more than 3,000
since the U.S.- and Iraqi-led counterinsurgency campaign began in mid-February. Because Iraqi
detention facilities have become overcrowded, they many untried detainees have been transferred
to live with convicts. 1,843 detainees, more than 15 percent of the Justice Ministry’s prison
population, are currently untried military detainees, transferred from military detention
centers.

The International Red Cross has visited more than 17,000 detainees held by U.S., Kurdish and
British forces but was not allowed to visit the 18,000-20,000 people being held at Iraqi
government facilities. Red Cross chief Jakob Kellenberger said, “It’s the modalities of our visits
which we have to negotiate with the Iraqi authorities,” citing security considerations as a “huge
challenge” to the ICRC staff visitations of detainees.**

The Iraqi soldiers said that they knew that the Iraqi Army forbade abusing detainees, but they
said that the insurgents’ force needed to be answered with force. They also said that many
suspected insurgents captured by US and Iraqi forces did not want to be part of the insurgency
and therefore were quick to talk. One Iraqi soldier said of the detainees, “They are young people.
They are having to stay home without employment. They want food. They want money. They
want to be able to marry. But there are no jobs. If you offered them jobs, most of them would not
be working for Al Qaeda.”**!

The January — March 2007 UNAMI report confirmed allegations of torture and abuse in Iraqi
detention centers. The report did note, however, that 1,300 Iraqi prisoners had been transferred
from Baghdad to Sulaimaniya to make room for the increased number of detainees. AT the end
of March 2007, the total number of detainees held by MNF and Iraq was 37,641, including those
held in the Kurdistan region.**

The US military disagreed with some of the points made on detainees in the UNAMI report. In a
press briefing on April 16, 2007 Gen. Petraeus said:**’

The administrative review process that MNF-I uses is really quite robust, and it has multiple checks and
balances. The specific procedures that are followed by Multinational Force Iraq are based on those in the
Fourth Geneva Convention, and they're well-rooted in generally accepted law of war principles, all of this
supplemented and guided by the field manual that was published this past year, which governed the
treatment of detainees, interrogation and so forth.

There is no 60-day period during which detainees are not allowed counsel, although normally there's a 30-
day window before which visitors are allowed, although exceptions can be made in the case of an attorney.
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After that, an individual can see his attorney. MNF-I maintains Detainee Assistance Center at its theater
detention facilities, which again have come light years from where we were in the early days, but which,
frankly, still need continued improvement, particularly in the sense that in some cases we have detainees
who are truly maximum security type detainees, and we have to improve the facilities, in fact, to
accommodate some of those individuals.

The Detainee Assistance Center facilities, the services are available to all detainees. We have the
capability to refer a detainee to the Iraqi Bar Association, where he can obtain an attorney at the detainee's
expense. Furthermore, the Iraqi government provides defense counsel to any detainee at no expense to the
detainee at the time a detainee's case is referred to an investigative hearing at the Central Criminal Court of
Iraq -- a process that, as you know, has been ongoing for some time. And additionally, a defense counsel
will continue to be provided throughout all subsequent stages of that particular process.

The Kadhimiyah detention center in a predominantly Shiite neighborhood of northern Baghdad
currently houses more than 1,000 detainees, though it was designed to accommodate only 400.
Kadhimiyah is known to detain juveniles. Though Interior Ministry spokesman, Brig. Gen.
Abdul-Karim Khalaf has denied that detainees are abused at Kadhimiyah, former inmates have
claimed they were subject to routine ill treatment, abuse and torture. Iraq’s minister of human
rights said that Iraqi military prison guards are not trained in proper care for detainees. The State
Department human rights report in March documented “many, well-documented instances of
torture and other abuses by government agents and by illegal armed groups,” in Iraqi prisons.”**

The Iraqi constitution demands that documents must be submitted outlining the detainee’s
preliminary investigation within 24 hours of their arrest, with a possible 24-hour extension.
However, the sudden increase of prisoners has overburdened the system, and currently many
suspects are forced to wait weeks or months before they are brought to trial.

The most serious problem with the detainee process from a war fighting perspective, however, is
that it is far from clear whether it is creating more enemies than it finds and detains. Detainment
centers inevitably become training and indoctrination centers for insurgents. They breed
resistance and do almost nothing to convert those detained. They breed anger in the families and
friends of those detained, particularly if those detained are mistreated, killed, or held without
cause, Even limited abuses become propaganda weapons for insurgents, and fuel conspiracy
theories.

At least to date, the pattern of abuses in various detainment efforts has largely prevented any
analysis of the overall effectiveness of the ways in which detainees are selected, how they are
held, efforts to win their support, and treatment of their families. This has occurred even though
it has been clear since the Boer War that carelessness and/or excessive patterns of detainment
can be a way to lose a war rather than win one. It is impossible to judge this aspect of
detainments in Iraq, since the US and Coalition have never provided any unclassified reporting
to date on the overall effectiveness and impact of the various detainment efforts.

Public Opinion on Security and the “Surge”

Public opinion polls are imperfect tools, but they are the best available way of measuring the
trends in what is ultimately a war for hearts and minds. A new poll was conducted by London
based Opinion Research Business in Iraq in mid-February 2007. ORB conducted 5,019 face-to-
face interviews from February 10-22 using a sample drawn from a 1997, which may not reflect
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demographics ten years later. ORB interviewed 104 persons in Anbar Province, 1,200 in
Baghdad, and 314 in Diyala. It was not clear who conducted the interviews.

According to the ORB poll, 50% of respondents had experienced the murder of member of their
family, the murder of a friend or colleague, the kidnapping of a member of their family, or the
kidnapping of a friend or colleague. The most common response, 26%, was the murder of a
relative. 58% of Sunnis had not experienced any of the above types of violence, compared with
47% of Shi’ites. A total of 31% of Iraqis living in Baghdad had experienced the murder of a
relative. This response was also high in Diyala Province with 35%.

A total of 15% of those interviewed said that a member of their family had moved outside Iraq,
and 9% said that someone had moved to the Kurdish areas. Displacement outside Iraq was most
common in Anbar, 40%; Baghdad, 35%; and Diyala, 20%. The desire to move outside the
country was clearly based on the local level of security; only several people in the Shi’ite south
said a family member had left Iraq. A total of 18% of Sunnis and 12% of Shi’ites said a family
member has left the country. The destination of the majority of displaced was Syria, 50% and
Jordan, 19%.

A total of 27% of Iraqis believed their country was in a state of civil war in February 2007. This
response reached almost 50% in Salahaddin, Kirkuk, Dohuk, Diyala, and Ninewa. The majority
of the mostly Sunni population in Anbar — 67%- thought that Iraq was in a civil war. A total of
41% of Sunni respondents agreed with this answer, compared with only 15% of Shi’ites. An
additional 22% of the population — 22% Sunnis and 21% Shi’ites - thought Iraq was close to a
civil, but not in one yet. A similar number, 21% thought Iraq would never reach a civil war. This
response was common among Shi’ites — 27% - and the southern Shi’ite dominated provinces.
None of the respondents in Sunni Anbar Province believed Iraq would never reach a civil war.

A total of 33% of respondents thought that the “surge” troops were sent to “bring security and
stability back to Iraq.” Not surprisingly, this response was least common in Sunni dominated
Anbar Province. Another 42% in Baghdad thought that security was the motivation for the surge,
but 18% in the capital thought the US had instead sent troops to attack neighboring countries.
Some 9% of all respondents thought the “surge” was intended to take out the Maliki government.

The majority of Sunni Arabs — 40% -- thought the goal of the surge was to bring security and
stability to Iraq. Fewer Shi’a Arabs — 26% - agreed with that response. 27% of Sunnis and 20%
of Shi’ites thought the motivation of the surge was to attack neighboring countries. Another 13%
of Shi’ites thought the goal was to take out the Maliki government. A large number of Shi’ites,
24%, said they did not know the motivation for the surge.

Most respondents — 45% - believed that Prime Minister Maliki’s security plan would
successfully disarm militias. This answer was the most common among Shi’ites — 61% - but only
26% of Sunnis thought the new plan would be successful. About 25% of both sects said they
were unsure whether or not the plan would succeed. It should be noted, however, that only a
handful of respondents in Anbar province answered “yes, the plan will disarm militias.”

When asked about the withdrawal of US forces, the largest number of respondents, 29%, thought
that the withdrawal of Coalition forces would make the security situation better, and another
24% thought it would make it a little better. Only 11% thought withdrawal would make the
situation worse.
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Figure 4.1: President George Bush has announced that he will be sending 20,000+
troops to Iraq in the coming months? Why do you think he is doing this?
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Source: Opinion Research Business (ORB) “Public Attitudes in Iraq: Four Year Anniversary of Invasion,” March
2007
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Figure 4.2: Do you believe that the security situation in Iraq will get better or worse
in the immediate weeks following a withdrawal of Multi-National Forces?
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Figure 4.3: Types of Violence Experienced

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0% Al d
Nati| Ara | Kur | Sun [Shi'i Bag Dhi|May| Diy |Naja| Kar Was Qa
. hda Anb| . |siya
onal[ b | d | nis | tes Qar|san | ala| f |bala it
d ar h
B MAJOR ACT OF VIOLENCE 58%|12%|42%|53%|79%|46%|47%|63%|58%|35%|60%|56% (43 %
50%
B None of Above 5042|8858 |47 |21 (54 (532742654044 ]|57
O Kidnapping friend or colleague [ 6 | 6 | 3 [ 8 | 5 [ 10| - 119|112 (10]f4
O Kidnapping family member or 81911 |7 |7(23]1 L)1 71212]| 4] -
relative
@ Murder friend or colleague 1211412 (151 81203 | - |283 |1 (19]9]2
O Murder family member or 26130 5 [15]34[31(43]|146[35(53]30(29]43]31
relative




Cordesman: Iraqi Insurgency 7/9/07 Page 56

Figure 4.4: Is Iraq In a Civil War?
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Coalition/US Casualties

The broad patterns in US and Coalition casualties have declined relative to those in Iraqi
civilians and Iraqi security forces. They do, however, show the cumulative cost to the US and its
allies in human terms and provide another metric of the seriousness of the fighting. They are also
a key indication of the domestic political reaction to the war in the US and other countries that
provide Coalition troops.

Part of the Baghdad security plan has made U.S. troops more vulnerable, particularly the
placement of additional troops in small outposts throughout the capital and in other parts of the
country. John Pike, director of Globalsecurity.org, commented that “the closer you get to a stand-
up fight, the closer you’re going to get to that 3-to-1 ratio” that was typical of U.S. warfare in the
20" century. The ratio of killed to wounded, which usually stands at an average of 1 to 8,
dropped to a ratio of 4.8 to 1 in May. This signified a greater intensity of combat and lethality of
attacks.

The increase in U.S. fatalities in May was due to three factors: 1) new tactics that demand a
higher profile for U.S. troops in an attempt to secure Baghdad’s neighborhoods and prevent
civilian deaths; 2) a greater number of explosives attacks with greater degrees of lethality; and 3)
a rise in direct attacks on U.S. troops, involving tactics with greater degrees of strategic
complexity.

This first quarter of 2007 marked the first time that more than 80 US troops were killed in each
of three consecutive months.”*’ The rate of US deaths in the capital in the first seven weeks of
the security plan doubled from the previous seven weeks from 29 to 53. US casualties also
increased in Diyala province; 15 US troops were killed between February 14 and April 2, 2007.
Deaths decreased in Anbar Province as the focus of the insurgency switched to Baghdad and
Diyala. The rate of US deaths throughout the country, however, stayed about the same for those
seven weeks; 116 US troops were killed in hostile incidents.**®

The US suffered more casualties in Baghdad province than in Anbar province in April 2007 for
the first since 2005. Over half of US casualties in April occurred in Baghdad, up from 27% in
February as a result of the new Baghdad security plan. During the first month of the new
Baghdad security plan, 66 American troops were killed, 36% of which occurred in Baghdad.**’
Troops in Anbar had also seen a reduction in violence in the past six months, resulting in part
from an agreement with local tribes.***

The death toll in May for U.S. troops was the third highest for any month since the onset of the
war in March 2003, with 127 American fatalities. The two most deadly months for U.S. troops
were 137 in November 2004 and 135 in April 2004. An Associated Press count on May 24, 2007
stated that 3,433 U.S. service members died since the beginning of hostilities in March 2003, at
least 2,804 of whom died as a result of hostile action. This count is seven higher than that of the
Defense Department.** April 2007 was also the deadliest month for British forces since March
2003. A total of 11 British troops were killed in combat in southern Iraq.”® A British soldier was
shot to death in southern Iraq on June 7, bringing the British death toll to 150. 1

¢ Figure 4.4 shows the deaths caused by IEDs from July 2003 to June 2007. IEDs caused more deaths in
May 2007 than any other month since March 2003.
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¢ Figure 4.5 shows the Coalition deaths by month and nationality from March 2003 to June 2007. The
number of Coalition casualties in May was the third highest casualty rate for any month. November 2004
and April 2004 remain the most deadly months for Coalition forces.

¢  Figures 4.6 shows the Coalition casualties by province from March 2003 to June 2007. More casualties
have occurred in Anbar than any other province, while Baghdad remained the second most deadly province
for Coalition forces.

¢ Figure 4.7 shows US Casualties in Iraq: Total Killed vs. Wounded, March 2003-May 2007, as reported by
the Department of Defense. The total number of wounded as of July 6, 2007 was 26,558, while the total
number killed was 3,590.

¢ Figure 4.8 shows US Casualties in the Iraq War: Total Killed vs. Wounded, March 2003 -- June 2007.
April and May showed a higher ratio of killed to wounded US troops. Please note that the source did not
list a number of wounded for the month of June 2007.
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Figure 4.4: US IED Deaths July 2003- June 2007
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Figure 4.5: Coalition Deaths By Month and Nationality: March 2003 to June 2007
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Figure 4.6: Coalition Casualties by Iraqi Governorate or Province
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Figure 4.7: US Casualties in the Iraq War: Total Killed vs. Wounded, March 2003 --

May 2007
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Source: Adapted from material provided by Department of Defense, July 6, 2007, available at:
http://www.defenselink.mil/news/casualty.pdf

* Note: Totals do not include casualties in enforcing no fly zones before March 19, 2003. Wounded-RTD = equals
lighter wounded where personnel were returned to duty within 72 hours. Wounded-Non-RTD= more serious
wounds where solider could not be returned to duty within 72 hours.
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Figure 4.8: US Casualties in the Iraq War: Killed vs. Wounded, March 2003 -- May
2007
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Iraqi Casualties

The trend in Iraqi casualties has been far more consistently upwards, and the rise of sectarian and
ethnic fighting in the “war after the war” has had steadily grimmer costs in Iraqi lives.
Nevertheless, most of the civil violence in Iraq cannot be measured directly in terms of the
numbers of Iraqi killed, even if an accurate count were possible.

As tragic as the numbers in Figures 4.9 to 4.11 are, however, they do not provide of a full
picture of the rise in Iraq casualties and suffering. “Soft” ethnic cleansing by sectarian groups in
order to control political and economic space has involved intimidation campaigns, threats,
kidnappings, propaganda, corruption and blackmail to force other ethnic groups out of an area.
The number of internally displaced persons is one key measure of the impact of such lesser
levels of violence, but it is not possible to tie it to precise estimates of displacement by sect or
ethnicity, or to the amount of popular support such efforts received.

The various counts of Iraqi casualties (killed) also differ significantly, although it does seem
likely that number of “body dumps” found in the capital and surrounding urban belt decreased at
the start of the Baghdad security plan in mid-February. Accordingly to Coalition counts, the
number of bodies found each day ranged from single-digits to the upper-twenties, down from
roughly 50 per day at the end of 2006. Nonetheless, finding even a dozen bodies on the streets
of the capital everyday meant that both Sunni and Shi’ite militias were still active at some levels,
even if they operated outside of their command.

US/MNF-Iraq

The U.S. military said violence had dropped in Baghdad under the new crackdown, with a 26-
percent decline in “murders and executions” between February and March, and a 60-percent fall
between the last week of March and the first week of April. However, IEDs, VBIEDs, and
suicide bombings kept the overall death rate comparable to past months. 252

US military officials acknowledged that Iraqi casualties actually increased in the provinces of
Anbar, Babil, Diyala, and Ninewa, as the insurgency expanded its operations outside of the
“surge” area of Baghdad. Civilian casualties dropped 26% from January through March, but the
number of mass murders from car bombs and suicide bombings increased.””

Based on numbers compiled by McClatchy Newspapers, the number of violent deaths was 796 in
March, and 691 through April 24. The number of bodies found in February was 596, and fell
again in March to 473, nearly half of what it had been in December 2006. The number of people
killed in explosive attacks, however, rose from March to April from 323 to 365 through April 24.
In a Los Angeles Times report, the news service counted 830 unidentified bodies found in
Baghdad for the month of January, 542 for the month of March, 440 in April, and 743 in May. **

President Bush announced in the last week of April that “sectarian” deaths had declined by 50%
since the start of the Baghdad security plan. President Bush said on May 10, “The level of
sectarian violence is an important indicator of whether or not the strategy that we have
implemented is working. Since our operation began, the number of sectarian murders has
dropped substantially.”*> This number, however, was based on the body count number and did
not include deaths from suicide bombs or IED attacks, which were often sectarian in nature.>®
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Though U.S. government sources and news services cited a dip in sectarian killings in February,
March and April, a rise in sectarian killings occurred during May and June. One U.S. source
said in January, death squads killed 830 people, in February, 530, and in March, 542. Figures
cited in one report estimated a total of 542 bodies found in the month of March, 440 in April, and
743 in May. According to the New York Times, 167 bodies were found in Baghdad in the first
six days of June. In the first 24 days of May, 855 bodies were found, according to the
Associated Press.”’

A U.S. military spokesman acknowledged the upturn in sectarian killings on May 22, but denied
that these figures signify a decisive trend.”>® Regarding the increase in sectarian killings, U.S.
military spokesman Army Maj. Gen. William B. Caldwell IV said that, “there has been a slight
uptick, and we’re obviously very concerned about it.”®’ However, Lt. Gen. Aboud Qanbar, the
Iraqi commander overseeing the Baghdad security plan, said that the number of unidentified
bodies is in fact rising due to an increase in assaults by Shi’ite militias, especially elements of
the Mahdi Army.*®

Many areas witnessed a resurgence of sectarian killings in April and May. In the Shaab district
of Baghdad, for example, Sunnis who initially welcomed the surge of U.S. forces said that they
witnessed a return of sectarian killings and the presence of Shi’ite militiamen two months after
the new troops were deployed.*®!

The number of unidentified corpses is still far fewer than those found during the peak periods of
sectarian violence in 2006.2> The UN, citing Health Ministry numbers, reported that 1,471
unidentified bodies were found in Baghdad in September 2006, and 1,782 in October of that

year.”®?

Joost Hiltermann, an expert on Iraq’s sectarian war at the International Crisis Group in Amman,
Jordan, explained that it is only natural that some Shi’ite militiamen would return to action in
response to Sunni attacks, since the security plan has failed to reduce attacks by Sunni insurgents
on Shi’ite Arabs. Hiltermann observed that the apparent resurgence of Shi’ite attacks, both by
the al-Mahdi militia and from the Badr Organization, “is consistent with what we know, which is
that the Sadrist movement, which melted away once the surge was announced, is very unhappy
about the leadership ordering them to go underground.”264

From the start of the war through 2006, at least 479 Iraqis filed claims requesting compensation
for casualties or property damage. The maximum amount the U.S. Army will pay is up to
$2,500 to compensate for any claim, including property damage, injuries, or death. Civilian
casualties often go unreported because Iragis do not want to file their claims by physically going
to the U.S. military base.”®

The Los Angeles Times reported at least 18 incidents in which witnesses stated that troops fired
indiscriminately in crowded areas. This most often occurred after the troops came under attack,
especially when they were affected by roadside bombs. In some places there were often large
disparities among U.S. figures and local descriptions of events.**

Iraqi Government Sources

In March, a total of 2,762 Iraqis, including 331 policemen, were killed in violence, according to
the Iraqi Ministry of the Interior. During the first three weeks of the new security plan, 125
bodies were found on the streets, but that number rose to 230 the following three weeks,
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according to morgue data.”®” Police reported fewer than 10 sectarian murders in the last half of
February and early March. However in May they reported approximately 30 per day or more.*®®

Iraqi civilian deaths rose in May from April, however killings remained below pre-surge
figures.”® According to the Ministry of Health, 1,949 Iragi civilians died in May, and 2, 023
were injured.270 According to the Iraqi Interior Ministry, the civilian death toll rose to nearly
2,000 in May. An Interior Ministry official leaked that 1,944 civilians were killed in May, which
was a 29 percent increase from April. In May the Iraqi Health Ministry showed statistics that
displayed an increase in sectarian violence since the onset of the Baghdad security plan. In
April, Baghdad morgue data showed that 182 unidentified bodies were discovered in the city,
and on May 22, the numbers were expected to double for the month of May. In January, 360
bodies were found; in February, 400; in March, 451; in April, 421; and from May 1 to 22, 445.%"!

The Defense Ministry reported that 47 Iraqi soldiers and officers were killed and 63 injured in
May. 2"

NGO Estimates

By the late June, Iraq Body Count estimated that between 66,602 and 72,910 Iraqis civilians had
been killed since the US-led invasion in 2003.

Iraq Coalition Casualties also reported 1,711 civilian deaths in January, 1,381 in February, and
1,461 in March 2007. ICC also reported 91 ISF deaths in January, 150 in February, and 212 in
March. The U.N. mission in Iraq said that 34,452 civilians were killed and more than 36,000
were wounded in 2006.27

Figure 4.8 shows Average Daily Casualties, as recorded by the Multi-National Coalition in Iraq. The
period of February 10, 2007 through May 4, 2007 showed a higher number of civilian casualties than any
other reporting period, while casualties incurred by the Iraqi security forces remained slightly higher than
those reported during January 1, 2007 through February 9, 2007. Coalition casualties remained
approximately the same throughout the reporting periods from May 2006 to May 2007. However, all
groups incurred a much greater number of casualties over the year from May 2006 to May 2007, compared
to the first 2 years of MNC-I reporting.

Figure 4.9 shows the Sectarian Murders and Incidents from January 2006 — April 2007 as reported by the
MNC-I. Sectarian murders and incidents decreased from December 2006 to January 2007, and remained
lower than numbers during the previous sixth months. However, a slight increase in sectarian incidents and
murders occurred from March to April 2007.

Figure 4.10 shows the Total Iraqi Security Force and Civilian Casualties by Month: January 2005-June
2007. May 2007 showed a higher rate of civilian casualties than any month since September 2006. April
had the highest number of casualties incurred by the Iraqi security forces since June 2005.
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Figure 4.9 Average Daily Casualties
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Figure 4.10 Sectarian Murders and Incidents January 2006 — April 2007
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Figure 4.11: Total Iraqi Security Force and Civilian Casualties by Month: January
2005-May 2007

Jun 17— | 145 D

May [E 10 I |75 2007
Apr |0 E— |52 |
Mar e
Feb 2150 I |.3¢ |

Jan o) EE—— 7| | —
Dec 12 DE— 629 DI
Nov [£12 e |7+
Oct [ I | 3| 5 S

Seep 150 1 5
Avg [y I .73 D20 0 Or—

il [ E— 10 E—

Jun 7132 [ 738

May |[F 145 -7
Apr [E20 I 500 S
Mar [ 10 p— o) p—
Feb |15+ IR 65+ I

Jan [T 1o I 503

Dec [Z 1931344

Nov [ 176 T 583 I

Oct |2 215 T 465 I

Sep |2 I 640 NN

Aug [y I— |5+ D 2005
Jul -_304_518_

Jun -_296_469-

May 1 259 T 572 I

Apr [T 199301
Mar =200 24000
Feb [f103

= 190]

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

OPolice/Military B Civilian

Source: Adapted from material provided by Iraq Coalition Casualty Count, June 18, 2007, available at:
http://icasualties.org/oif/IragiDeaths.aspx



Cordesman: Iraqi Insurgency 7/9/07 Page 70

VI. The Uncertain Role of Iraqi Security Forces

President Bush and other US and Iraqi government officials claimed that Iraqi Security Forces
would lead the new “surge” plan in Baghdad and create lasting security for the population. Iraqi
forces were supposed to plan and to “lead” the new security plan, but it was clear that U.S. forces
would be conducting and planning the majority of operations, in part, because the Iraqi battalions
arriving in the capital were not at full strength.

Joseph A. Christoff, Director of the International Affairs and Trade committee team at the GAO,
said that the number of Iraqi forces overstates their actual preparedness. “Half of them don’t
show up for work each day,” said Christoff, “The have divided loyalties — many of the people are
loyal to Shia militias. And they are dependent on the United States for their movement, their
equipment, their ammunition and their life support.”*’*

The Iraqi army deals with logistical problems regarding salaries and fuel. Pay and fuel requests
must be obtained in person in Baghdad. Lt. Col. Michael Beaudette, who heads the military
transition team for the First Brigade said, “The Ministry of Defense, they don’t listen to you
unless you drive your fuel request to Baghdad. It can take two weeks for something that needs
five signatures.””

In addition, Iraqi police forces continued to be accused of sectarianism. James Glanz wrote,

“Iraq is the place where there are still wildly conflicting estimates of something as fundamental as
how many civilians have died as a result of the war. It is a place where some government officials
will swear that there are 348,000 wonderfully trained, motivated and equipped Iraqis in the
security forces and other officials will tell you that most of those troops and police either have
questionable loyalties, lack equipment or simply do not always report for duty.”*’®

Despite pledges by the Iraqgi government, there were still many signs of Shi’ite and Kurdish
political interference in security affairs. The Washington Post reported in late April that Maliki’s
office was responsible for detaining, firing, or threatening to fire at least 16 army and national
police commanders since March 1, 2007. On paper, the reasons for the firing ranged from poor
performance to corruption, but U.S. military officials questioned the real motive.

Brig. Gen. Dana J.H. Pittard, commanding general of the Iraq Assistance Group, said that some
of the commanders had successfully conducted operations against members of the Mahdi Army.
Pittard said, “Their only crimes or offenses were they were successful... I'm tired of seeing good
Iraqi officers having to look over their shoulders when they are trying to do the right thing.”
Another U.S. officer working with Iraqi troops said of the problem, “The politicization of their
officer corps is the worst I’ve ever seen.”

The Post article also focused on the Iraqi Office of the Commander in Chief, a small group that
provided military advice to Prime Minister Maliki. U.S. officials, however, were concerned that
the department held too much influence and was responsible for the series of firings.277

President Jalal Talibani told students at Britain’s Cambridge University on May 11, 2007, “I
think within one or two years, we will be able to recruit our forces and prepare our armed forces
and tell goodbye to our friends... We are concerned. We hope that Congress will review this
decision and help the American Army to stay until the Iraqi Army will be able to replace them
and protect the security of Iraq.”*"®
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The Iraqi defense minister, Abdul-Qader al-Obeidi, said the Iraqi military is planning its coping
strategy in case the U.S. military decides to withdraw its troops. ‘“The army plans on the basis
of a worst-case scenario so as not to allow any security vacuum,” said Mr. Obeidi. “There are