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Abstract

This study aims to investigate the reasons for the inadequacy of the Afghan National
Security Forces (ANSF), formed by the multinational military force under the command of NATO.
For this purpose, the security situation in Afghanistan in the last twenty years has been examined in
three periods. The first period is International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) operations from
2001 to 2010. During this period, ISAF took on the task of both ensuring national security and
establishing the ANSF. The second period is the “transition” period between 2011 and 2014, in
which security responsibility is transferred. The last period is when ANSF assumed the responsibility
of the country's security. In order to understand the security and establishment/operation processes of
the ANSF in all three periods, interviews were conducted with 28 officers (currently retired) assigned
to the region by the Turkish Armed Forces (TAF). According to the results, ISAF could not stop the
increasing attacks of the Taliban in the first period and could not seize the military initiative. The
ANSF, which was formed in this period, entered the transition period before it could gain full
operational competence due to a lack of training and equipment. Hearing that the United States of
America (USA) started negotiations with the Taliban during the transition period was met with
suspicion in the ANSF and negatively affected the operations. In the third period when the ANSF
assumed security responsibility, the Taliban attacks continued to increase, and as a result,
international forces withdrew from the country in September 2021, leaving Afghanistan to the
Taliban. Other factors affecting the failure of the ANSF are the inability to set law and order in the
country, the inability to prevent corruption, the lack of unity and solidarity among ethnic groups, and
the lack of "national consciousness"
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Afganistan Ulusal Giivenlik Kuvvetlerinin Basarisizlik Nedenleri
Oz

Bu ¢alismanin amaci, NATO komutasindaki ¢ok uluslu askeri giiciin olusturdugu Afgan Ulusal
Giivenlik  Kuvvetlerinin (AUGK), iilke giivenligini saglamada yetersiz kalmasimin nedenlerini
arastirmaktiv. Bu amagla, Afganistan’in son yirmi yillik siirecteki giivenlik durumu, ii¢ dénem halinde
incelenmistir. Ilk donem, 2001-2010 yilart arasimdaki ISAF(Uluslararas: Giivenlik Destek Kuvveti)
operasyonlarint icermektedir. Bu donemde ISAF hem iilke giivenligini saglama, hem de AUGK 'ni
olusturma gorevini almigtir. Ikinci donem 2011-2014 yillar: arasinda, sorumlulugun devir-teslim edildigi
“gecis” donemidir. Son donem ise AUGK 'nin iilke giivenlik sorumlulugunu tistlendigi donemdir. Her ii¢
donemdeki giivenlik ve AUGK 'nin kurulug/operasyon siire¢lerini anlamak igin, Tiirk Silahli Kuvvetlerince
bélgede goreviendirilmis 28 subay (halen emekli) ile miilakat yapimistir. Elde edilen sonu¢lara gore, ilk
donemde ISAF, Taliban in gittikce artan saldirilarint durduramamis ve inisiyatifi ele gegirememistir. Bu
donemde olusturulan AUGK, egitim ve donatum noksanliklar: nedeniyle tam olarak harekat yetkinligi
kazanamadan, gegis donemine girilmistir. Gegis doneminde ABD’nin Taliban ile goriismelere
basladiginin  duyulmasi, AUGK'de siipheyle karsilanmis ve operasyonlart olumsuz etkilemigtir.
AUGK 'nin sorumlulugu tistlendigi iiciincii donemde de Taliban saldwrilart artarak devam etmis ve sonug
olarak uluslararast giigler, Eylil 2021’de iilkeyi Taliban’a terk ederek ¢ekilmistir. AUGK 'nin
basarisiziigina etki eden diger faktorler olarak; iilkede kamu otoritesi, kanun ve nizamin hdkim
kilinamamasi, yolsuzluklarin dnlenememesi, etnik yapilar arasinda birlik ve beraberlik saglanamamasi
ile “ulus bilinci” olusmamuis olmasi gibi konular belirtilmistir.

Makalenin Tiirii: Arastirma Makelesi
Anahtar Kelimeler: Afganistan, Giivenlik, NATO, Taliban
JEL Kodu: D74

Yazarin Notu: Bu ¢alisma bilimsel aragtirma ve etik kurallarina uygun olarak hazirlanmistir. Bu
calismada etik kurul izni veya yasal/ozel izin gerektirecek bir igerik bulunmamaktadr. Calisma ile
ilgili herhangi bir ¢ikar ¢atismasmin bulunmadigi SAVSAD Savunma ve Savas Arastirmalari
Dergisine yazar imzast ile beyan edilmistir.

INTRODUCTION

After the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan, the strengthening of al-
Qaeda and the Taliban posed a great threat to the security and stability of
the country. Osama Bin-Laden, the leader of the al-Qaeda terrorist
organization, led terrorist groups and organized attacks in Afghanistan,
Pakistan, and Sudan. The Taliban, on the other hand, allowed the Al-Qaeda
terrorist organization to be established and sheltered in the regions they
controlled in Afghanistan. The United Nations Security Council (UNSC)
declared al-Qaeda and the Taliban as terrorist organizations with Resolution
1267, adopted on October 15, 1999. This decision placed financial bans,
travel restrictions, and arms sales barriers against both terrorist
organizations.
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Another point that destabilized Afghanistan was the assassination of
Ahmet Shah Massoud on September 9, 2001, in Penshir. Ahmed Shah
Massoud, who was Killed in a suicide attack by two al-Qaeda terrorists
posing as journalists, was one of the main rivals of the Taliban. Osama Bin-
Laden strengthened his ties with the Taliban and his position in Afghanistan
by organizing this assassination, which took place just two days before the
September 11, 2001 attacks in the United States (USA) (Bergen, 2006).

After the September 11, 2001 attacks, US President George Bush
declared the "War on Terrorism”. The first target was Afghanistan, where
al-Qaeda and its leader are based. On October 7, 2001, the United States and
Britain began to organize air campaigns against Taliban and al-Qaeda
targets with the “Operation Enduring Freedom” (Hew, 2019). Soon after,
US Special Forces units, along with local anti-Taliban groups in
Afghanistan, began land operations. On November 9, 2001, with the capture
of Mazar-i-Sharif by Uzbek General Rashid Dostum, the Taliban forces
began to retreat to the Pakistani border. The United Nations Security
Council (UNSC), with Resolution 1378, adopted on November 14, 2001,
called on member states to establish a temporary administration in
Afghanistan, send peacekeepers to the country, and begin providing
emergency aid from the air. After the recapturing of the capital Kabul, the
main tribes in Afghanistan formed the Interim Government on December 5,
2001, with the Bonn Treaty, and Hamid Karzai was appointed as President.
The UNSC approved the Bonn Treaty with its resolution 1383, and the
"International Security Assistance Force (ISAF)" was established with its
Resolution 1386 (Klaiber, 2007).

ISAF Period and Security Situation (2001-2010)

ISAF started to be deployed in Afghanistan in 2001 upon the
invitation of the Afghan Interim Government and the decision of the UNSC.
ISAF's initial mission was to provide a safe environment in and around the
capital, Kabul. The command and control structure was organized according
to the division of tasks among the participating countries according to a six-
month rotation. In August 2003, at the request of the Afghan government
and with the approval of the United Nations (UN) organization, NATO
assumed command of ISAF.

The purpose and structure of ISAF

ISAF's purpose was to help the Afghan Interim Government secure
the country and establish the Afghan National Security Forces, thus
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preventing Afghanistan from becoming a haven for terrorist groups again.
For this purpose; first, security would be provided in Kabul and its
surroundings, and then, public law and order would be ensured by being
deployed throughout the country. At this stage, NATO, while carrying out
security operations; on the one hand, would also handle the establishment,
equipping, and training of the Afghan Security Forces (military and police).
A transitional period would be planned for the transfer of responsibility to
the Afghan National Security Forces (ANSF), once the security throughout
the country had been established. During the transition period, security
operations would be carried out jointly, and responsibility would gradually
be transferred to Afghan troops. After the transition period, the Afghan
Security Forces will assume full responsibility for ensuring security
throughout the country. At this stage NATO would be responsible for
providing consultancy and, where necessary, supplementary training to the
Afghan Security Forces, rather than conducting direct security operations
(NATO, 2021a).

In October 2003, the United Nations authorized the extension of
ISAF's mandate to the entire country with Resolution 1510. In the first
stage, a unit under the command of Germany was organized as the
"Regional Reconstruction Team (RRT)" in the city of Kunduz, located in
the northern part of the country, in the context of pilot implementation. The
northern region organization continued until October 2004, when the first
phase was completed. On February 10, 2005, NATO announced that it
would be deployed in the west of the country as a second phase plan. The
organization in this region continued until September 2006. It was
announced on December 8, 2005, that the third phase would begin to be
organized in the southern region. The deployment in this region was
completed on July 31, 2006, by taking command from the "Operation
Enduring Freedom™ units under the leadership of the USA. In the final
stage, on October 5, 2006, the handover of command in the Eastern region
was completed, and ISAF assumed responsibility for security throughout the
country.

ISAF Period Security Situation

When ISAF began the mission in Afghanistan, the Taliban had
largely withdrawn to the Pakistani border area. Therefore, in the initial
period, there was a general recession in terms of security. While the number
of attacks by the Taliban in 2002 was 372, this number increased to 1281 in
2003 and 1880 in 2004. With ISAF troops being deployed across the
country between 2004-2006, the Taliban attacks continued to increase,
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reaching 5057 in 2006. After ISAF assumed responsibility for security
operations across Afghanistan under NATO command, there were large
increases in Taliban attacks (12,333 in 2008 and 31,879 in 2010) (SIGAR,
2021).

Increasing Taliban attacks in Afghanistan caused a re-evaluation in
the USA, which gave the biggest support to the NATO Afghanistan
operation. With the plan he announced on February 17, 2009, US President
Obama announced that 17,000 additional troops would be sent to stabilize
the military situation in Afghanistan. Thus, the number of US troops in
Afghanistan increased to 66,000. This number rose to 103,000 in 2010 and
111,000 in 2011 (Cordesman, 2021; s.43). In the same period, the number of
NATO soldiers deployed in Afghanistan reached 140,000 (Hooker, Collins,
2015; s.411). Obama announced that the fight against terrorism in
Afghanistan is very important. On the other hand, they will adhere to the
calendar of withdrawal of troops from Irag. In his new military strategy,
which he announced on March 27, 2009, Obama emphasized the importance
of stability in Pakistan for success in Afghanistan. For this purpose, on the
one hand, it was envisaged to target and destroy the al-Qaeda and the
Taliban terrorist posts that had been undertaken in Pakistan and to prevent
border crossings with Afghanistan; on the other hand, to increase aid and
support to Pakistan (CFR, 2021). In the same period, NATO countries
decided to send 5,000 additional troops to support training activities in
Afghanistan (NATO, 2021a). In May 2009, US Secretary of Defense Gates
replaced the commander-in-chief in Afghanistan for the second time in a
year. Following the change of command, security operations intensified in
southern Afghanistan (CFR, 2021). In 2010, the US Commander-in-Chief in
Afghanistan was replaced once again. However, Taliban attacks continued
in this period. Information on the attacks by the Taliban during the ISAF
period is shown in the graphic below:
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Graph 1: Number of Taliban Attacks during the ISAF Period (2002-2010)
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Transition Period and Security Situation (2011-2014)

The Transition Period was launched in July 2011 with the
agreement reached with the Government of Afghanistan at NATO's 2010
Lisbon meeting. A gradual handover is foreseen in this period, which is
planned until the end of 2014. NATO forces gradually transferred
responsibility for the operation and continued to support the Afghan
Security Forces as advisors and trainers. As Afghan forces assumed regional
responsibilities, NATO troops began reducing and sending back their forces
along with advisors and trainers.

President Obama announced that preliminary talks were held with
the Taliban in 2011 and that they were planning to start formal peace talks
with the Taliban in 2013. In 2012, the Taliban canceled preliminary talks
with the United States due to the US’s failure to keep its word in the
prisoner swap (CFR, 2021). However, in this period, the Taliban attacks
continued with intensity, albeit partially decreasing compared to the
previous period. While 28,763 attacks occurred in 2011, the number of
attacks was 23.644 at the end of the period in 2014 (SIGAR, 2021). Below
Is the graph of the Taliban attacks that took place in the Transition Period,
along with the previous period:
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Graph 2: The numbers of Taliban attacks during the 1. and Il. periods
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Afghan National Security Forces Period and Security Situation (2015-
2021)

NATO member states and the Afghan government agreed at NATO's
2012 Chicago Summit to continue NATO's mission after the Afghan
Security Forces assumed responsibility for homeland security. In this
operation, called the "Resolute Support Mission (RSM)," NATO troops
would not undertake combat missions and would provide training and
consultancy services to the Afghan Security Forces. NATO's new mission in
Afghanistan was approved by United Nations Security Council Resolution
2189. The RSM was formed from a central headquarters in Kabul and four
regional headquarters: Mazar-i-Sharif in the north, Laghman in the east,
Kandahar in the south, and Herat in the west (NATO, 2021b). With the
launch of the RSM mandate, participating countries began to announce their
plans for the withdrawal of non-training and consulting staff. US President
Obama, in a statement on May 27, 2014, announced that they would
withdraw the majority of their troops by 2016, including 9.800 soldiers in
the first place (CFR, 2021).

The Afghan National Government and the Taliban started informal
contacts in 2015, and it was decided to continue the talks. At NATO's 2016
Warsaw Summit, it was decided to increase the number of soldiers in the
RSM from 13,000 to 16,000. In 2016, US President D. Trump appointed
Zalmay Khalilzad, former Ambassador to Kabul, as a special envoy to hold
talks with the Taliban (CFR, 2021). On February 29, 2020, the United States
signed a treaty with the Taliban, agreeing to withdraw its forces from
Afghanistan by May 2021. On April 14, 2021, NATO allies decided to
withdraw RSM troops by May 1, 2021, considering that a military solution
could not be established in Afghanistan (NATO, 2021b). The RSM ended in
early September 2021 with the withdrawal of NATO troops.

The Taliban attacks continued with intensity during the period when
the Afghan National Security Forces took over. Taliban attacks, which
amounted to 21,016 in the first year of the mission, increased again to
26,286 in 2017, 29,083 in 2019, and 40,535 in 2020. Below is a graphic of
the Taliban attacks that took place in the last two decades, when
multinational forces were deployed in Afghanistan:
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Graph 3: Taliban Attacks between 2002-2021
An Analysis of the Afghan National Security Forces Period (Interview)

Interviews were conducted with the officers assigned to the region
by the Turkish Armed Forces to examine the period from January 1, 2015,
when the Afghan National Security Forces took responsibility for security
throughout the country until September 2021, when control of the country
was transferred to the Taliban. The semi-structured interviews were
conducted. Some of these interviews were carried out face-to-face, while the
others were applied by e-mail. The 28 participants who agreed to be
interviewed are still retired and have served in Afghanistan in different
ranks (Major General-Major), years, duration and duties. The participants
did not only answer the questions in the interview form as "yes/no", but also
shared their views on the questions related to the "effectiveness of security
operations across the country" at the end of each question and interview.

The US Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) “Guide to Analysis of
Insurgency (GAI)” was used in the review of the aforementioned period.
This guide has been published in open sources since January 5, 2009
(Mason, 2015). In the beginning part of the guide, there are explanations
about the definition, aims, types, and stages of insurgencies. In the section
on the evaluation of insurgencies, the first part is the preparation period
before the insurgency. This section includes evaluation criteria on pre-
insurgency organization, militia/recruitment, training, and acquiring
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sources. The second part of the guide deals with the development process of
the insurgencies. In this section, there are subheadings of attitudes,
organization, and security. The next section of the guide contains evaluation
criteria for the last phase of the insurgency. In this section, determinants
such as significant changes in internal and external support for the
government, loss of control and power of the government over society are
examined. Effective counterinsurgency is discussed in the last section. This
section contains two topics that examine military and non-military factors
(Guide to Analysis of Insurgency, 2009). In order to evaluate the "military
dimension” of the security operations carried out in Afghanistan, the
interview form was formed from the "Security” and "Military Factors"
criteria in the mentioned guide. The data obtained through the interviews is
presented below [The wording and terms of the questions in the interview
form were taken from GAI as how they were written (without any changes
in the original form)]:

Security

Do government forces adequately protect local supporters on a
24-hour basis?

All of the participants expressed the opinion that the government
forces could not provide sufficient security to the local people. During those
periods, the effectiveness of government forces in the eastern and southern
parts of the country was almost non-existent. Even in the capital, Kabul,
threats to public order and security were not adequately suppressed. During
the examined periods, the issue of security remained one of the most
fundamental problems in the country.

Do guerilla forces adequately protect local supporters on a 24-
hour basis?

72% of the interviewees stated that the Taliban did not have full
control over the people. However, the Taliban are organized across the
country. The local organization of the Taliban goes back to the Soviet
occupation period. There is a distinct Taliban influence in the eastern and
southern parts of the country, especially in the countryside. The Taliban
found the opportunity to get organized based on the people and to provide
support from the people, especially in the regions where the Pashtun ethnic
identity is widespread. In the northern and western regions, Taliban
influence is weakening in areas where Turkmen, Uzbek, and Kyrgyz ethnic
identities are common. However, the Taliban saw an opportunity to
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maintain control locally in general due to the ineffectiveness of government
forces and the fear and pressure they attempted to impose on the people.

Do national army “reaction forces” respond quickly and
effectively to reports of guerilla attacks on local civilian militias or
progovernment communities?

All of the participants gave a negative answer to this question.
People in rural areas far from urban centers were left unprotected against the
influence of the Taliban. In areas where the Taliban did not receive support,
they were able to choose their way of oppressing the people and punishing
them when necessary. In such cases, government security forces were either
able to come to the scene of the incident after the Taliban had left the area or
were ambushed on the way. The barracks where the security units were
deployed in areas far from the city centers were mostly under the pressure of
the Taliban. The security forces in these regions avoided operating in areas
far from police stations or barracks, and were often able to conduct short-
term operations at close ranges for their safety.

Do local government officials sleep in villages, or do they seek
the protection of armed camps?

The vast majority of respondents (82%) reported that government
security forces spend most of their shifts in the barracks. According to the
observations of the participants, Afghan Security Forces go out of the
barracks on a limited basis during the daytime hours, and take measures
mainly for the safety and security of the barracks they are sheltering in at
night. Even the existence of these barracks in some regions has become a
security problem. An interviewee talked about some information that the
security forces in some regions, such as Kapisa, had reached an agreement
with the Taliban and that the Taliban gave the barracks personnel a short
break every day to meet their daily shopping needs, provided they were
unarmed.

Are national army troops viewed locally as threatening outsiders
or as helpful allies?

A significant portion of the participants (72%) stated that the
government sees the public in a neutral position. A low number of
respondents (14%) thought that the government sees the public as
supportive, while the other 14% believed that the government perceives the
public as a threat. It is thought that this situation is caused by the
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ineffectiveness of the government security forces as well as the fear of the
Taliban in the public.

Are guerillas viewed locally as threatening outsiders or as
helpful allies?

According to 72% of the respondents, local people do not directly
support the Taliban. Because the people are afraid of the violence of the
Taliban, they mostly remain silent and support them when necessary.
Support for the Taliban is higher in the southern part of the country and the
Pakistani border areas, and less in the northern part. In the northern region,
under the control of General Rashid Dostum, in Mazar-i-Sharif, the
influence of the Taliban remained almost non-existent.

Is the local militia seen as a source of protection by the rural
population or as merely another distrusted police force?

According to 78% of the respondents, the public does not trust the
local militia/guardians appointed by the government and considers them
some sort of corrupted. It was explained by the participants that there were
complaints about bribery in local security units, for example, bribes are to
be paid at security points on the roads for passing without any control and
investigations are made sometimes.

Military Factors

Leadership. The degree of professionalism that characterizes a
country’s military force.

Most of the participants (82%) stated that the security forces formed
in Afghanistan were not at the level of discipline, structure, equipment, and
training to resist the Taliban uprising. A national army and police force were
established to ensure security in the country and suppress the Taliban
uprising. The efforts to establish this power started mainly during the ISAF
period. The transfer of authority and responsibility from NATO to this
power began in 2011, with the expectation that the establishment works
would be completed by the end of 2014. The interviewees stated that when
Afghanistan National Security Forces took full responsibility of the country
in 2015, they faced two main problems. The first of these problems is that
the national security structure is not competent enough to stand on its own
feet. As a matter of fact, after the transfer of security responsibility,
NATO/US had to support this structure not only in training and consultancy
but also partially with military support and especially financially. It was
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additionally stated by the participants that virtual security units were created
in some regions and that these units only existed on paper, and that the
financial support transferred to these units was embezzled by the security
unit chiefs, and investigations were opened for this reason. The second main
problem in this regard is that the handover was made during the period
when the Taliban attacks were at their peak. This national security structure,
which could not be adequately trained and equipped, assumed the
responsibility of the country before it could attain the ability and
competence to resist the Taliban.

Strategy

The ability of counterinsurgent forces to employ the various
unconventional strategies required for combating insurgents in the
field.

All of the interviewees agree that in counter-insurgency operations,
the link between the “strategic” level of planning and the "tactical” level
covering the implementation in the field is broken. In other words, the
command and control implementation at the strategic level is inadequate.
The strategic organization suitable for and responding to the different levels
of the threat posed by the Taliban in different regions and the ability to
adapt to changing conditions and respond with flexibility could not be
established.

Tactics

Deemphasize the concentration of forces and firepower and
emphasize constant patrolling by many small, lightly armed units
supported by larger backup forces.

All of the participants reported that there were serious deficiencies in
this regard. The first of these shortcomings is the inability to fully establish
and control the tactical-level units. On paper, units are established, but when
the units are gathered and a roll call is taken, it is seen that less than half of
the units are present in some regions. The main reasons for the shortage of
personnel are desertion, insufficient discipline in the units, and the failure to
document the number of personnel more than the actual numbers. The lack
of education in the units is also at a significant level. The fact that NATO
and other supporting countries did not send enough training personnel they
promised, some of the incoming trainers were not competent, and the
trainers from many countries could not provide training to the same
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standard, prevented efficiency in training. Lack of equipment is another
problem area. One reason for the lack of equipment is the insufficient
supply of weapons and equipment that NATO and other supporting
countries have promised. On the other hand, the non-standardization of
weapons and equipment donated to Afghanistan caused significant
disruptions in training, maintenance and supply. However, there are also
deficiencies in the weapons and equipment distributed. In addition to the
loss and damage that may occur due to combat conditions, there is also
information on illegal sales of weapons and equipment. A former employee
attending the interview stated that in an inspection carried out in the Paktika
region, it was determined that there was only one adult in a local militia
team consisting of 8 people, the others were children and there were only 5
rifles in the team.

Military Intelligence

The ability of the military-intelligence apparatus to collect,
analyze, and exploit quality intelligence on guerilla personnel, modus
operandi, and locations, not just on insurgent order of battle.

All of the participants stated that the collection, evaluation,
interpretation of information and intelligence production were completely
disrupted. They reported that, during the ISAF period, information gathering
and intelligence production were mostly made with electronic capabilities,
and after the transfer of authority, the intelligence production capability
decreased further and therefore the operation units could not be supported
with accurate and timely intelligence.

Troop behavior and discipline. The quality of the relationship
between soldiers deployed in the field and the surrounding population.

Civil-military relations have been established mostly in the northern
part of Afghanistan. Apart from this, civil-military cooperation and relations
throughout the country have been a disruptive issue. Due to the pressure
exerted by the Taliban on the public, people generally tried to remain
neutral and kept a distance from the security forces when and where the
pressure increased.

Air operations

The quality of air support to the government’s ground
counterinsurgency forces-for example, fire support, reconnaissance,
supply, transport, and medevac.
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Air support to the Afghan Security Forces was provided by
NATO/US forces. 43% of the interviewees stated that the air support was
not sufficient. Climate and terrain conditions and air defense threats/risks
adversely affected the conduct of adequate air support operations. In
addition, in 2020, the US completely ceased air support was a turning point
in security operations in Afghanistan and the Taliban attacks reached the
highest level (40,535 attacks).

Popular militia

A government’s ability to establish and maintain a popular
militia to assist regular forces in maintaining security.

Some of the interviewees (57%) stated that a local militia
organization was established and deployed in the area. In southern and
eastern Afghanistan, where the Taliban has more popular support, the
establishment and deployment of local militias in the area remained weaker
than in the northern and western regions. In general terms, an effective local
militia organization could not be established that would give assurance to
the local people, except for the big centers where foreign military elements
are located (Kabul, Kandahar, Herat, Jalalabad).

Additional Views on the Failure of the Afghan National Security Forces
in Operations

To this open-ended question, 78% of the participants started by
emphasizing the ethnic structure in Afghanistan. The population of
Afghanistan consists of ethnic diversity, mainly Pashtun, Turkmen, Tajik,
Uzbek and Baloch. The dominant element is Pashtun with around 40%
population. The "Afghan nation” could not be formed because unity and
solidarity could not be achieved among the ethnic structures in the country.
Ethnic structures far from national consciousness often prioritize the
interests of their group and ethnic affiliation over merit in appointments.
Some of the interviewees stated that to prevent ethnic conflict in
Afghanistan, an "ethnic quota" had to be set for the Afghan National
Security Forces Staff. Competition between ethnic groups and lack of
national consciousness caused low motivation in the security forces and
inefficient operations.

According to the participants, the second factor that reduces
motivation in the security units is that the security forces cannot reach the
competence to operate on their own and need US/NATO support. The
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departure of the US/NATO forces, which started on January 1, 2015, during
the period when the country's responsibility was taken, caused pessimism in
ANSF units, which did not yet have self-confidence. As a matter of fact, in
2020, when the US/NATO air support was cut off, there was a significant
increase in Taliban attacks. On the other hand, the fact that the USA started
negotiations with the Taliban during the transition period, damaged the
determination and perseverance of the Afghan security elements in the field.
The participants also added some other reasons such as serious problems in
accessing clean drinking water, the very low level of education of the
personnel employed in the security forces (some of them even illiterate),
low salaries, widespread poverty and corruption.

Analysis

The United States and Britain began military operations in
Afghanistan on October 7, 2001, with the "Operation Enduring Freedom".
On 11 August 2003, NATO assumed command of ISAF. The purpose of
ISAF was to help the Afghan National Government secure the country and
help the Afghan National Security Forces to be established and developed,
thus preventing Afghanistan from becoming a haven for terrorist groups
again. For this purpose; Firstly, security would be provided in Kabul and its
surroundings, and then public order and security would be provided
throughout the country in stages. Afghan National Security Forces would be
established, trained and equipped simultaneously with these operations, and
then the security responsibility of the country would be transferred.

When ISAF took command, the Taliban had withdrawn to the
Pakistani border. ISAF first started working to ensure security in the capital
city of Kabul. Then, in December 2003, starting the establishment of four
Regional Commands, ISAF expand operations across the country. The
establishment of the regional commands was completed when the Eastern
Region Headquarters, which was planned in the 4th phase, took over the
command on October 5, 2006. In other words, it took three years for ISAF
to be organized across the country. While ISAF was still trying to be
organized across the country, the Taliban, as expected, increased their
attacks in parallel with the expansion of NATO forces into the country. It
suggests that NATO/USA did not learn from the ten-year Soviet occupation
and came to the country without adequate preparation (Miinch, 2020). Initial
security operations with insufficient preparation presented an important
opportunity to the Taliban, who had combat experience and competence
from the Soviet occupation era. While the US/NATO troops were trying to
get to know the country's geography, climate and people and to organize,
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they were exposed to increasing pressure from the Taliban. Unlike
NATO/US troops, the Taliban were organized in the country early. The
Taliban knew the terrain, society and climate better. They were able to gain
public support, albeit in various ways. While the annual number of attacks
by the Taliban was 1,281 in 2003, when ISAF took office, this number
increased by approximately 5 times to 5,057 at the end of 2006, when ISAF
was organized throughout the country. In other words, from the very
beginning, the Taliban sought to seize operational superiority by exerting
increasing pressure on the tactical level.

ISAF tried to balance its security operations in the field for the first
two years. By 2009, however, the Taliban had succeeded in consolidating
offensive superiority and military initiative. In this process, as the US
changes the Afghanistan general commander-in-chief and reinforces its
forces every year, the number of attacks by the Taliban reached 22,899 in
2009 and 31,879 in 2010 annually. More specifically, US/NATO troops; in
an environment where it could not establish operational superiority in the
field, seize the military initiative and prevent the increase of Taliban attacks,
decided to transfer the responsibility of security throughout the country
(with the transition period) to the Afghan National Security Forces. In other
words, the US/NATO troops have begun to hand over their already failed
homeland security mission to the newly established Afghan forces, whose
training, equipment and combat experience are very inadequate, and who do
not even know enough about working methods at strategic level
headquarters.

The interviewed participants stated that the Afghan forces could not
operate alone, both in the transition period (2011-2014) and in the 2015 and
later period when the Afghan National Security Forces were responsible. It
has been observed that the Afghan security forces could not operate without
the US/NATO forces even paying their salaries, and were generally
unwilling and inefficient. The main reason for this negativity is not only
training and equipment deficiencies. Even in the transition period, the news
that the US had started unofficial talks with the Taliban caused suspicion
and concerns in the Afghan National Security Forces. On the other hand, the
fact that the NATO/US troops, which had transferred the responsibility of
the operation, started to withdraw their military units other than training and
consultancy, also increased the anxiety and reluctance of the Afghan forces,
which will face the Taliban alone in the future.

The fact that the country has been under military occupation for
many years and the lack of public order and authority is one of the main
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reasons for the negative picture. The supply of clean drinking water in the
country is one of the most fundamental problems. The literacy rate is very
low. Illiterate police officers are inadequate in public order duties, such as
document control, or are unable to report incidents. Even worse than that, it
is the rivalry and contention between ethnicities. Long years of separation
and rivalry prevented the formation of an "Afghan Nation". Instead of
bringing all ethnic groups together and establishing a common future under
the same flag, each ethnic group has tended to save itself. This contradiction
and conflict not only revealed ethnic belonging instead of merit in
appointments but also destroyed trust in state authority with corruption.
Ethnic groups far from national consciousness, although wearing the same
uniform, could not put up a common struggle for a common ideal, at the
cost of their lives, and left the field to the Taliban.

CONCLUSION

The purpose of ISAF was to ensure the Afghan National
Government's security and the establishment and development of the
Afghan National Security Forces. Thus, Afghanistan would no longer be a
safe zone for terrorist groups. However, it is seen that NATO/USA did not
learn from the ten-year Soviet occupation and came to the country without
adequate preparation. It was a big mistake for NATO/USA to start the
operation without knowing the geography, climate and characteristics of the
country's people and without the support of the local people. This situation
presented an important opportunity to the Taliban, who knew the region and
the people well from the very beginning. While the US/NATO troops were
trying to get to know the country's geography, climate, and people, and were
trying to get organized, they were exposed to increasing pressure from the
Taliban. In other words, NATO/US had to start operations in adverse
conditions and could not initially get field control.

In the ongoing process, ISAF neither could ensure the security of the
country, nor could ensure that the Afghan National Security Forces were
established, equipped, trained at proper level and reached the competence to
take responsibility for the country. During this period, with the organization
of ISAF throughout the country, the Taliban maximized their attacks, put
pressure on the field and kept its operational superiority.

Although ISAF failed to achieve its mission of building security and
Afghan Security Forces throughout the country, it handed over the mission
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that it had already failed to achieve to a newly formed army that had
insufficient training, equipment, and will to fight. Naturally, both the
transition period (2011-2014) and the period when Afghan forces assumed
responsibility for the country (2015 and later) have been periods in which
Taliban dominance continued in the field.

One of the main reasons for the negative picture is that the country
has been under occupation for many years. Occupation conditions have
eliminated law and order. Infrastructure and superstructure in the country
have been destroyed to a large extent. The education system has collapsed.
The literacy rate is very low. The supply of clean drinking water in the
country is one of the most fundamental problems. While this chaotic
environment in the country made the operations of NATO/US forces
difficult, it made the mission of the Taliban easier.

One of the most important reasons for the failure of the Afghan
National Security Forces is the lack of unity and solidarity among different
ethnic structures in Afghanistan and the lack of awareness of the "Afghan
Nation". This situation caused inefficiency in the military struggle. On the
other hand, in the years when the responsibility for security was transferred
to the Afghan National Forces, the USA's unofficial contacts and
negotiations with the Taliban and the official announcement of this later
broke the determination of the Afghan units. The inability of the Afghan
security forces to be adequately trained, equipped, and united for a common
purpose were other reasons for the operation’s failure.
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GENISLETILMIS OZET
Giris

Afganistan’da Sovyet iggalinin sona ermesinden sonra, El-Kaide ve
Taliban’in giliclenmeleri, iilke glivenligi ve istikrar1 i¢in biiyiik bir tehdit
olusturmaktaydi. Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi (BMGK), 15 Ekim
1999°da kabul ettigi 1267 sayili karar ile ElI-Kaide ve Taliban’1 ter6r orgiitii
olarak ilan etti.

11 Eylil 2001 Saldirilar1 sonrasi, ABD Bagskani George Bush,
“Terdrizme Kars1 Savas” ilan etti. [lk hedef, El-Kaide ve liderinin iislendigi
Afganistan’di. ABD ve Ingiltere, 7 Ekim 2001°de, “Kalic1 Ozgiirliik
Harekatt (Operation Enduring Freedom)” ile Taliban ve El-Kaide
hedeflerine kars1 hava harekat1 diizenlemeye basladi. Kisa siire sonra, ABD
Ozel Kuvvetler birlikleri, Afganistan’daki Taliban karsit1 yerel gruplar ile
birlikte, kara harekatina basladi.

Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi, 14 Kasim 2001’de kabul
ettigi 1378 sayili karar ile iiye iilkelere, Afganistan’da gecici bir yonetim
kurulmasi, iilkeye baris giicii gonderilmesi ve havadan acil yardima
baslanmas1 konusunda cagrida bulundu. Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik
Konseyi, 1383 sayili karar1 ile Bonn Antlagmasini onayladi ve 1386 sayili
karar1 ile de “Uluslararas1 Glivenlik Yardim Giicli (International Security
Asistance Force-ISAF)” kuruldu.

Amag

Bu ¢aligmanin amaci, NATO komutasindaki ¢ok uluslu askeri giiciin
olusturdugu Afgan Ulusal Giivenlik Kuvvetlerinin (AUGK), iilke
giivenligini saglamada yetersiz kalmasinin nedenlerini arastirmaktir. Bu
amagla, Afganistan’in son yirmi yillik siirecteki giivenlik durumu, iic donem
halinde incelenmistir. Ilk doénem, 2001-2010 yillar1 arasindaki ISAF
operasyonlarint icermektedir. Bu donemde ISAF hem iilke giivenligini
saglama, hem de AUGK ni olusturma gorevini almstir. ikinci dénem 2011-
2014 yillar1 arasinda, sorumlulugun devir-teslim edildigi “gecis” donemidir.
Son donem ise AUGK’nin iilke giivenlik sorumlulugunu iistlendigi
donemdir. Her ii¢ donemdeki gilivenlik ve AUGK’nin kurulus/operasyon
siireglerini  anlamak icin, Tiirk Silahli Kuvvetlerince bolgede
gorevlendirilmis 28 subay (halen emekli) ile miilakat yapilmustir.
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ISAF Donemi (2001-2010)

ISAF, Afganistan Gegici Hiikiimetinin daveti ve BMGK karar ile
2001 yilinda Afganistan’da konuslanmaya basladi. 2003 Agustos’ta,
Afganistan Hiikiimetinin talebi ve Birlesmis Milletler Tegkilatinin onayi ile
NATO, ISAF’in komutasini iistlendi. Teknik olarak ISAF, Birlesmis
Milletler S6zlesmesi VII. Boliimle yetkilendirilmis, ¢ok uluslu bir kuvvetti.

ISAF’1in amaci, Afgan Gegici Hikiimetinin iilke giivenligini
saglamasina ve Afgan Ulusal Giivenlik Gliglerinin kurulup gelismesine
yardime1 olmak ve boylece Afganistan’in yeniden terdr gruplar i¢in giivenli
bir sigiak olmasini 6nlemekti. Bu amaca yonelik olarak; once Kabil ve
cevresinde giivenlik saglanacak, ardindan asamalar halinde iilke genelinde
tertiplenerek, asayis ve giivenlik saglanacakti. Bu asamada NATO, bir
yanda giivenlik operasyonlar1 yaparken; diger yanda Afganistan Giivenlik
Gliglerinin (asker ve polis) kurulmasi, donatilmasi ve egitilmesi islemini de
yiiriitecekti. Ulke genelinde giivenlik saglandiktan sonra sorumlulugun
Afgan Hiikiimeti Giivenlik Giiclerine devri i¢in bir geg¢is donemi
planlanacakti. Ge¢is doneminde, giivenlik operasyonlar1 ortak olarak
yapilacak ve kademeli olarak sorumluluk Afgan birliklere devredilecekti.
Gegis doneminin ardindan, Afganistan Giivenlik Giicleri, lilke genelindeki
giivenligin saglanmasi konusunda tam sorumluluk istlenecek, bu asamada
NATO, dogrudan giivenlik operasyonlar1 yapmak yerine, Afgan Giivenlik
Giglerine danigmanlik ve gereken hallerde tamamlayict egitim vermekle
sorumlu olacakti (NATO, 2021a).

Birlesmis Milletler teskilati, Ekim 2003’de, 1510 sayili karar ile
ISAF gorev alanmin tiim iilkeye yayilmasina yetki verdi. ISAF’in {ilke
genelinde tertiplenmesi yaklasik 3 yil siirdi ve 5 Ekim 2006’da Dogu
bolgede de tertiplenme ve komuta devir-teslimi ile ISAF iilke genelinde
giivenlik sorumlulugunu iistlenmis oldu.

ISAF Afganistan’da goreve basladiginda, Taliban biiyiikk oranda
Pakistan sinir1 bolgesine c¢ekilmisti. Bu nedenle baslangic doneminde,
giivenlik anlaminda, genel bir durgunluk vardi. Taliban tarafindan 2002
yilinda gerceklesen saldir1 sayis1 372 iken bu say1 2003 yilinda 1281, 2004
yilinda ise 1880 olmustur. ISAF birliklerinin 2004-2006 arasinda iilke
genelinde tertiplenmesiyle, Taliban saldirilar1 artmaya devam etmis ve 2006
yilinda 5057 olarak gergeklesmistir. ISAF’in NATO komutasinda olmak
tizere, Afganistan genelinde giivenlik operasyonlart sorumlulugunu
almasinin ardindan, Taliban saldirilarinda biiytik artiglar (2008’de 12.333 ve
2010’da 31,879) meydana gelmistir (SIGAR, 2021).
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Afganistan’da artan Taliban saldirilari, NATO’nun Afganistan
operasyonuna en biiyiik destegi veren ABD’de yeniden bir degerlendirme
yapilmasimma neden olmustur. ABD Bagkan1i Obama, 17 Subat 2009’da
acikladig1 plan ile Afganistan’da askeri durumu dengeleyebilmek igin,
17.000 ilave asker gonderilecegini duyurdu. Bdylece ABD’nin
Afganistan’daki asker sayist 66.000°e ¢ikti. Bu say1 2010°da 103.000 ve
2011°de 111.000’e kadar yiikseldi (Cordesman, 2021; s.43). Ayn1 donemde
NATO’nun Afganistan’da gorevli asker sayisi 140.000’e ulasti (Hooker,
Collins, 2015; s.411). Mayis 2009°da ABD Savunma Bakani Gates,
Afganistan’daki genel komutani, bir y1l i¢cinde ikinci kez degistirdi. Komuta
degisikliginin ardindan, Afganistan giineyinde, giivenlik operasyonlari
yogunlastirildi (CFR, 2021). 2010°da, ABD’nin Afganistan Genel Komutan1
bir kez daha degistirildi. Bununla birlikte, bu donemde de Taliban saldirilar:
da artarak devam etti. ISAF doneminde, Taliban tarafindan yapilan saldir1
miktarina ait bilgiler asagidaki grafiktedir:
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Grafik 1: ISAF Donemi Taliban Saldirilari
Gegis Donemi ve Giivenlik Durumu (2011-2014)

NATO’nun 2010 Lizbon toplantisinda, Afganistan Hiikiimetiyle
varilan antlagsmayla, Gegis Donemi, Temmuz 2011°de baslatildi. 2014
yilsonuna kadar planlanan bu doénemde, kademeli bir devir teslim
ongoriildii. NATO kuvvetleri kademeli olarak operasyon sorumlulugunu
devrederek, danmisman ve egitici olarak Afgan Giivenlik Giiglerini
desteklemeye devam etti. Afgan giicleri bolge sorumluluklarmi aldikga,
NATO birlikleri, danisman ve egitici personel disindaki kuvvetlerini
azaltmaya ve lilkelerine gondermeye basladi.

ABD Bagkanit Obama, 2011°de Taliban ile ©on goriismeler
yapildigini, 2013°de ise Taliban ile resmi barig goriismeleri baglatmay1
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planladiklarini agikladi. Taliban 2012’de, mahkiim takasinda ABD’nin
sOziinli tutmamas1 nedeniyle, ABD ile yapilan 6n goriismeleri iptal etti
(CFR, 2021). Bununla birlikte, bu déonemde de Taliban saldirilari, 6nceki
doneme gore kismen azalmakla beraber, yogunlukla devam etti. 2011
yilinda 28.763 saldir1 meydana gelirken, donem sonu olan 2014°de saldir1
sayis1 23644 olarak gergeklesti (SIGAR, 2021). Onceki donemle birlikte,
Gegis Doneminde gerceklesen Taliban saldirilarina ait grafik asagidadir:
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Grafik 2: 1. ve II. Asamada Taliban Saldirilar1

Afgan Ulusal Giivenlik Giicleri Donemi ve Giivenlik Durumu (2015-
2021)

NATO iiyesi llkeler ve Afganistan Hiikiimeti, NATO’nun 2012
Chicago Zirvesinde, Afgan Giivenlik Kuvvetleri {ilke giivenlik
sorumlulugunu aldiktan sonra da NATO’nun gorevine devam etmesini
kararlastirdilar. “Kararli Destek Gorevi (Resolute Support Mission-RSM)”
adi verilen bu operasyonda NATO birlikleri muharip gorevler
tistlenmeyecek ve Afgan Glivenlik Giiclerine egitim ve danismanlik hizmeti
verecekti. NATO’nun Afganistan’daki yeni gorevi, Birlesmis Milletler
Giivenlik Konseyi 2189 sayili karartyla onaylandi. RSM Kabil’de bir
merkez karargdh ve kuzeyde Mezar-1 Serif, doguda Laghman, giineyde
Kandahar ve batida Herat olmak iizere dort bolge karargdhindan olusturuldu
(NATO, 2021b). RSM gorevinin baglamasi ile birlikte, katilimci tlkeler,
egitim ve danismanlik diginda kalan personelin ¢ekilmesi konusunda
planlarini agiklamaya basladilar.
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Afgan Ulusal Gilivenlik Kuvvetlerinin gorevi devraldigi donemde,
Taliban saldirilar1 yogunlukla devam etti. Gorevin ilk yilinda 21.016 olarak
gerceklesen Taliban saldirilari, daha sonra yeniden artarak, 2017°de 26.286,
2019°da 29.083 ve 2020°de 40.535 oldu. 29 Subat 2020°de ABD, Taliban
ile bir antlasma imzalayarak, Afganistan’daki giiclerinin, Mayis 2021°e
kadar iilkeden c¢ekilmesi konusunda anlagti. NATO miittefikleri, 14 Nisan
2021°de, Afganistan’da askeri bir ¢oziim olusturulamayacagi gerekgesiyle,
RSM birliklerinin, 1 Mayis 2021°e kadar ¢ekilmesini kararlagtirdi (NATO,
2021b). RSM Eyliil 2021 baslarinda, NATO birliklerinin ¢ekilmesi ile sona
erdi. Afganistan’da ¢ok uluslu gii¢lerin de goérev yaptigi son yirmi yilda
gerceklesen Taliban saldirilarina ait grafik asagidadir:
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Grafik 3: Cok Uluslu Giiglerin Goérev Yaptig1 Donemlerde Taliban Saldirilar
Afgan Ulusal Giivenlik Giicleri Doneminin Incelenmesi (Miilakat)

Afgan Ulusal Giivenlik Giiglerinin 1 Ocak 2015°de, iilke genelinde
giivenlik ve asayis sorumlulugunu alip, iilke kontroliiniin Taliban’a gegtigi
Eyliil 2021 tarihine kadar ki donemini incelemek i¢in, Tiirk Silahli
Kuvvetlerince bolgede gorevlendirilen subaylarla miilakatlar (goriisme)
yapilmustir. Yart yapilandirilmis goriismelerin bir kismu yiiz yiize, digerleri
e-posta yontemiyle gergeklesmistir. Gorlisme yapmayr kabul eden 28
katilimc1  halen emekli konumunda olup, Afganistan’da farkli riitbe
(Tiimgeneral-Binbasi), yil, siire ve gorevlerde bulunmuslardir. Katilimcilar
miilakat formundaki sorulara sadece “evet/hayir” seklinde cevap vermemis,
her soru ve goriigme sonunda yer alan “lilke genelindeki gilivenlik
operasyonlarinin etkinligine” iliskin sorulara ait goriislerini paylasmistir.
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Anilan déneme iliskin incelemede, ABD Merkezi Istihbarat
Teskilat1 (Central Intelligence Agency, CIA) Ayaklanmalar1 Inceleme
Rehberi (Guide to Analysis of Insurgency) kullanilmigtir. S6z konusu
rehber, gizlilik derecesi kaldirilarak, 5 Ocak 2009’dan itibaren agik
kaynaklarda yayimlanmistir (Mason, 2015). Rehberin baglangi¢ bdliimiinde
ayaklanmalarin tanimi, amaclari, ¢esitleri ve asamalarina ait aciklamalar
bulunmaktadir. Rehberin ikinci boliimii, ayaklanmalarin gelisim siirecini
aittir. Bu boliimde, tutumlar (attitudes), orgiitlenme (organization) ve
giivenlik (security) alt basliklar1 yer almaktadir. Rehberin sonraki bolimii,
ayaklanmalarin son asamasina ait degerlendirme kistaslarini igermektedir.
Son boliimde, ayaklanmalara karsi koymada etkililik (effective
counterinsurgency) ele alinmistir. Bu bolim, askeri ve askeri olmayan
faktorlerin incelendigi iki konuyu igermektedir (Guide to Analysis of
Insurgency, 2009). Afganistan’da siirdiiriilen giivenlik operasyonlarinin
“askerl boyutunu” degerlendirmek icin, milakat formu, s6z konusu
rehberdeki “Giivenlik (Security)” ve “Askeri Faktorler (Military Factors)”
kistaslarindan olusturulmustur.
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Sonu¢

Afganistan’da gorev yapmis subaylarla yapilan goriismelere ve
yapilan incelemeye gore, ISAF gorevi ile baslayan donemde, NATO/ABD
kuvvetleri, iilkede giivenligi saglayamadiklar1 gibi Afgan Ulusal Giivenlik
Kuvvetlerinin kurulup donatilmasi, egitilmesi ve iilke sorumlulugunu alacak
yetkinlige ulagmasmi da saglayamamistir. ISAF donemi, Taliban’in
saldirilarin1 en {ist seviyeye ¢ikararak, alanda baski olusturdugu ve
operasyon istiinliglinii elde bulundurdugu bir donem olmustur.

ISAF dilke genelinde giivenlik tesisi ve Afgan Giivenlik
Kuvvetlerinin  insas1  gorevlerini  bagaramamasina ragmen, kendi
basaramadigi isi, heniliz yeni kurulmus, egitim, donatim ve savagma azmi
olmayan bir orduya (AUGK) devretmistir. Dogal olarak, gerek gecis donemi
(2011- 2014) ve gerekse Afgan gii¢lerin iilke sorumlulugunu istlendigi
donem (2015 ve sonrasi), alanda Taliban istiinliigiiniin devam ettigi bir
siire¢ olmustur.

Afgan  Ulusal  Giivenlik  Kuvvetlerinin  basarisizliginin
askeri/giivenlik konularindaki nedenleri konusunda, miilakatlardan elde
edilen sonuglara gore; Afganistan’da farkli etnik yapilar arasinda birlik ve
beraberligin saglanamamasi ve “Afgan Ulusu” bilinci olugsmamasi, askeri
miicadelede verimsizlige neden olmustur. Giivenlik sorumlulugunun Afgan
Ulusal Giiglerine devredilmesine baslanan yillarda, ABD’nin Taliban ile
gayri resmi temas ve gorlismelere baslamasi ve bunu daha sonra resmi
olarak da ac¢iklanmasi, alandaki Afgan birimlerin miicadele azmini kirmistir.
Afgan giivenlik giiclerinin yeterince egitilememesi, donatilamamasi ve ortak
bir amag¢ i¢in birlestirilememesi, tlilkede kamu otoritesi, kanun ve nizam
yetersizligi, yaygin yoksulluk ve egitim seviyesinin diisiik olmas1 da, diger
sebepler olarak belirlenmistir.

Thanks note:

For the interview in this article, I would like to express my sincere thanks to
the former Afghanistan military attaché and Special Advisor to the
Afghanistan Chief of the General Staff, retired Artillery Staff Colonel Sener
TEKBAS, for sharing his extensive knowledge/experience and helping to
get in touch with personnel who served in Afghanistan.
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Tesekkiir notu:

Bu makaledeki milakat icin Afganistan’da gorev yapmis personel ile
temasa gegmeme yardimci olan ve Afganistan konusundaki engin birikimini
paylasan, Afganistan eski Askeri Atasesi ve Afganistan Genelkurmay
Baskam eski Ozel Damismami emekli Topgu Kurmay Albay Sener
TEKBAS’a en igten tesekkiirlerimi sunarim.



