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“HIBRIT SAVAS” KAVRAMININ “YENI SAVASLAR”
PERSPEKTIFINDEN iINCELENMESI

Erol ISIKCI', Erman KiRAZ™
Oz

Devletlerin hibrit tekniklerini kullanmalar: onlarin konvansiyonel savasta yasayacaklar
insan zayiatini verdirmeden ve maddi kayba ugramadan giiclerini en etkin sekilde kullanma secenegi
sunmaktadir. Belirgin bir agwrlik merkezi olmayan hibrit harekdt konsepti ile devletler siyasi
ctkarlarina ulastiginda ¢atismalar: sonlandirmaktadir. Konvansiyonel savaslarin yerini almamasina
ragmen bu yonii ile hibrit harekdt sagladigr imkdnlar ile devietler ve devlet disi aktorler agisindan
onemli bir kuvvet ¢arpami olarak kullaniimaktadir. Arastirmada gelecekte gerceklesecek silahli
catismalarin veya silahsiz baski araglarinin bu perspektifte kullanilacagi goz oniinde bulundurularak
Rusya Federasyonunun Ukrayna Krizinde izledigi harekdt stratejisi ile kullamilan hibrit taktiklerin
incelenmesine yonelik degerlendirmeler yapilmigtir. Sonug olarak; Hibrit stratejinin uygulanmasinda
barig ve savas durumu arasindaki gri bélgelerde harekatin icra edilmesi, sivil gii¢lerin kullanilmast,
asimetrik ve dolayl yontemlere basvurulmasi nedenleriyle dikkate alinmasi gereken bazi endise verici
durumlar mevecut oldugu soylenebilir. Ayrica Hibrit ortamda harekdtta, konvansiyonel savaglarda
basvurulan bircok usul, yontem ve taktik kullanilmaya devam etmektedir. Bu nedenle, Hibrit
harekdtin yan isira konvansiyonel savasin her zaman ihtimal dahilinde oldugu asla goz ard:
edilmemelidir.
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Yazarin Notu: Bu ¢alisma bilimsel arastirma ve etik kurallarmma uygun olarak hazirlanmistir. Bu
calismada etik kurul izni veya yasal/ozel izin gerektirecek bir icerik bulunmamaktadr. Calisma ile
ilgili herhangi bir ¢ikar ¢atismasimin bulunmadigi SAVSAD Savunma ve Savas Arastirmalari
Dergisine yazar imzalar: ile beyan edilmistir.

Reexamining the Concept of “Hybrid Wars” from the “New Wars”
Perspective

Abstract

Today, states resort to hybrid methods in order to circumvent existing rules of law within
the scope of the use of force. States' use of hybrid techniques offers them the option of using their
power in the most effective way without causing major human casualties and financial losses that
they would suffer in conventional warfare. With the hybrid operation concept, which does not have a
prominent center of gravity, states end conflicts when they reach their political interests. In this
respect, although hybrid operations do not replace conventional wars, they are used as an important
force multiplier for states and non-state actors due to the opportunities they provide. Considering
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that future armed conflicts or unarmed means of pressure will be used in this perspective, evaluations
have been made to examine the operation strategy of the Russian Federation in the Ukraine Crisis
and the hybrid tactics used. As a result; during the implementation of the hybrid strategy, it can be
said that there are some alarming situations that should be taken into account due to the fact that the
operation is carried out in the gray areas between peace and war, the use of civilian forces, and
asymmetric and indirect methods are used. However, many methods and tactics that are used in
conventional warfare are continued to be used in a hybrid operation environment. Therefore, it
should never be neglected that conventional warfare is always in the realm of possibility alongside
hybrid operations.
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GIRIS

Savas lizerine ortaya konulan kuramlar milattan 6nce baglayarak
bir¢ok teorisyenin diigiincesi ile sekillenmistir. Sun Tzu tarafindan kaleme
alinan ve klasik nitelikte sayilan “Savas Sanati” isimli eserde ise bekaya
veya yikima uzanan yol olarak betimlenen savasin devlet igin hayati 6nem
tasidigt belirtilmistir. Daha yakin donemlere geldigimizde Machiavelli
“Prens” isimli eserinde savasi, llkenin tiim kaynaklarinin, giiciiniin,
zekasmin ve cesaretinin smandigi canli bir varlik olarak tanimlamigtir.
General Carl Von Clausewitz ise 1832 yilinda yaymlanan “Savas Uzerine”
adli eseri ile savagin amaci ve yontemi iizerine teorik bir anlayis
gelistirmistir. General, eserinde savasi “diismana irademizi kabule zorlamak
icin bir kuvvet kullanma eylemi” seklinde kisaca tanimladiktan sonra
savasin dogasindaki fiziksel kuvveti de “diismana irademizi zorla kabul
ettirme amacimn aract" seklinde belirtmistir. Devaminda diismana
irademizi zorla kabul ettirme ihtiyacini doguran asil nedenin politik
oldugunu, savasin politik bir hareket olmamasi1 durumunda sadece “mutlak
bir siddet gosterisinden ibaret” olacagini vurgulamistir.

Gliniimiizde ise savas ile baris arasindaki ayirimin bulaniklastigini
iddia eden William S. Lind, Keith Nightengale, John Schmitt ve Joseph
Sutton “Savasin Degisen Yiizii: Dérdiincii Nesil Savasa Dogru” baglikli
makalelerinde, yeni savaglar kapsaminda adlandirilan “4 iincii Nesil Savas”
kavramini, yeni savaglarin muharebe sahalari digina tasarak asimetrik
ozelliklere sahip askeri, yar1 askeri ve bazen de sivil gayretler biitiinii olarak
tanimlamaktadirlar. Giiniimiizde gelinen nokta itibari ile yeni teorisyenlerin
de ifadelerinden anlasilacagi lizere “savas” kelimesinin, asimetrik, siber,
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post modern, kirli, ortiilii, psikolojik, bilgi, hibrit vb. kavramlar ile birlikte
anilmaya basladig1 goriilmektedir.

Ozellikle Soguk Savas sonrasinda yakin dénemde Bati giivenlik
doktrini, ileri teknolojinin saglamis oldugu imkanlar ile 6liimciilliikleri artan
ve asimetrik etki olusturabilen diizensiz silahl1 gruplari muharebe sahasinin
yeni tehditleri olarak nitelendirmistir. Diizensiz silahli gruplarmn asimetrik
savasta temel hedefi, farkli ara¢ ve teknikleri kullanarak hasmina tahmin
edilenin ¢ok tizerinde zarar vermek olmaktadir.

Kavramsal Cerceve

Devletlerin silahli kuvvetlerinin kars1 karsiya geldigi konvansiyonel
savaslardan kacinmak maksadiyla islevsellik kazandigi diistiniilen Hibrit
savas yaklasgiminda temel strateji, devlet-dis1 aktorler veya devletler
tarafindan yeni doktrin ve organizasyon tiirleri olusturmak, techizat
gelistirmek, nihayetinde catigmaya asimetrik ve yaratici bir yaklasim
getirerek catisma siiresini uzatmaktir. Hakkinda farkli yaklasimlar ortaya
konulmasina ve giderek daha fazla ilgi ¢cekmesine ragmen hibrit savasin
tanim1  ve kullanilmast konusunda heniiz tam bir dislince birligi
saglanamamustir (Toptas, 2015: 3).

Nitekim modern muharebe sahasinda karsilasilan tehditlerin gesitli
aktorlerin, taktiklerin ve yaklagimlarin basit kombinasyonlarindan ¢ok daha
fazlast oldugunu vurgulayan Hoffman (2009:3 9), savaslar1 diizenli veya
diizensiz gibi kategorilestirmeler yoluyla belirlemenin zor olacagini, ayni
savas alaminda diizenli ve diizensiz bilesenlerin birbirlerinden ayirt
edilemeyecek kadar i¢ ice gegtigini One slirmiistiir. Bu nedenle Hoffman’a
gore giiniimiiz savaglari hem basit hem de sofistike teknolojilerin yenilikgi
sekillerde kullanilmasi yoluyla geleneksel ve diizensiz taktiklerin birlikte
kullanilarak ademi merkeziyetgi planlama ve yiritme ile devlet disi
aktorlerin karma bir karisimi seklinde karakterize edilmektedir. Tim
bunlarin yani sira 21’°inci ylizyilda asker disi unsurlarin savas alanlarindaki
etkisinin oldukga yiikseldigi goriilmektedir (Yalginkaya ve Tiirkes, 2008:
84).

Teorik olarak ¢esitli yerlerde dillendirilen hibrit taktiklerin
uygulanmas1t Rusya’nin Ukrayna’ya miidahalesinde ¢ok net bir sekilde
goriilmektedir. S6z konusu Ukrayna Krizinde Rusya milli ordusu ve
istihbarat birimlerinin yam sira yerel glivenlik giicleri, Rusya yanlis1 6zel
askeri sirketler, paramiliter gili¢ler, hiikiimet dis1 kuruluslar ile internet,
sosyal medya, halkla iliskiler, algi yonetimi vb.nin koordineli olarak
kullanildig1 bir hibrit miicadele stratejisi izlenmistir. Ayrica Rusya’nin
uyguladigi Hibrit harekat yontemleri ile arzu ettigi politik hedeflerine
ekonomik anlamda daha az harcama yaparak ulastigimi soylemek yanlis
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olmayacaktir.
Hibrit Savas1 Eski Savaslardan Farkh Kilan Yapisal Ozellikler

21’inci ylizyilda savas ve barig arasindaki ayrim bulaniklagsmistir.
Her cagin kendine 6zgl harp tarzlari, sinirlayict kosullar1 bulundugu goz
Online alindiginda hibrit savas tanimlamalari savasa etki eden bircok
hususun uyumlu birlikteligi sonucunda, zamanin ruhuna uygun olarak
ortaya cikan yeni bir ses, farkli bir renk ve alisilmadik bir tat olarak
algilanmahidir (Toptas, 2015:3). Cogunun “yeni” olarak tanimlanmasi
mimkiin olmayan hibrit tehditlerin biri hari¢ 6ncekilerden farki
bulunmamaktadir. Bu istisna, sanal veya dijital alandir (Treverton vd.,
2018: 9) .

Akademik literatiir incelendiginde hibrit savas kavraminin daha ¢ok
Rusya’nin Ukrayna’da uyguladigi faaliyetlerle 6zdeslestigi goriilmektedir
(Ozer, 2018:50). Rusya Genelkurmay Baskan1 General Valery Gerasimov
tarafindan yazilan ve Gerasimov Doktrini olarak adlandirabilecegimiz bu
yaklasimda, 6zel kuvvetlerin yaninda silahli diizensiz giiclerin ve 6zel askeri
sirketlerin harekat alaninda kullanimi ile birlikte karsilasilan yeni aktorler
olarak one ¢ikmalari 6nem kazanmaktadir. Nitekim Ukrayna’da hibrit savas
stratejisinin alt1 safhada uygulandigini tanimlayan Connell ve Evans (2015)
tarafindan hazirlanan raporda; bu uygulamalarin basarisi i¢in konvansiyonel
savaglardan daha ucuz ve etkili bir yontem olan ve icerisinde askeri ve
askerl olmayan gii¢lerin yer aldigi hibrit savas teknigi kullanildig:
vurgulanmaktadir. Buna gore;

e Birinci sathada, Ukrayna igerisinde protesto ve direnis
eylemleri baslatilarak Ukrayna icerisinde kaos ortami yaratilmis ve
miidahale i¢in uygun ortamin alt yapis1 hazirlanmstir.

e Ikinci safhada Rusya, hedef iilkenin ydnetimini zayiflatmak
ve sindirmek maksadiyla ekonomik ve diplomatik anlamda Ukrayna’ya
bask1 uygulamstir.

e Uciincii safhada Rusya, iizerlerinde aidiyet isaret
bulunmayan gruplar1 c¢atisma ortami yaratmak ve etnik Rus azinligi
ayaklandirmak maksadiyla sahaya siirmiistiir. Putin'e gore tiim {iniformalar1
ve donanimlari diikkkanlardan satin almarak yerli halk tarafindan
olusturulan, ancak gergekte Rus Ozel Kuvvetleri Spetsnaz’m “kiiciik yesil
adamlar” olarak tabir edilen bu birimlerin, Ukrayna’da Rus milliyetgisi
paramiliter gruplar1 egittikleri, silah ve miihimmat destegi sagladiklari,
toplumu provoke ederek i¢ savas ortamina zemin hazirladiklart artik bilinen
bir gergektir.
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e Dordiincii satha, Rusya’nin hedef iilkenin hiikiimet yapisi,
savunma ve giivenlik birimlerini etkisiz hale getirmek maksadiyla
miidahaleye baglamasidir.

e Besinci safhada, tim bu uygulamalarin diger devletler
nezdinde kabul gormesi i¢in bilgi harbi baslatmistir.

e Altinct ve son sathada ise, Rusya tansiyonu ve catigsmalari
azaltict tedbirlerle hedef iilkedeki kazanimlarini saglamlastirmay1 ve hedef
ilke yonetimini etkisi altina almay1 basarmstir.

Bu tespitlerden sonra ¢alismanin bundan sonraki boliimiinde gri
bolge tanimlamasindan hareketle savaslarin yeni karakteristigi ve
oyuncular1 goz Oniine alinarak “Hibrit Savas”1 “Eski Savaslar’dan farkli
kilan yapisal ozellikler ortaya konulmaya ¢alisilacaktir.

Savaslarin Yeni Karakteristigi

Sun Tzu’nun benimsedigi dolayli yaklasim, konvansiyonel harp
kabiliyetleri birbirinden olduk¢a farkli hasimlar arasinda harbin miimkiin
oldugunu ileri stirmekte; daha giiclii konvansiyonel kuvvetlere sahip olan
tarafin kazanacagi varsayimma dayanmamakta ve bugiin asimetrik veya
hibrit savas olarak adlandirdigimiz harbin temellerini ortaya koymaktadir
(Yildiz, 2018: 48).

Giliniimiizde hibrit savas kavraminin  genellikle Rusya’nin
Ukrayna’da uygulamis oldugu faaliyetlerle 6zdeslestiren teorisyenler, Rusya
Federasyonunun 2014'te Ukrayna’ya miidahalesini tanimlamak igin siklikla
“Gri bolge” ifadesini kullanmaktadir (Stoker ve Whiteside, 2020: 23). Sz
konusu gri bolgenin siyasi hedeflere ulagsmak maksadiyla askeri
seceneklerin uygun olmadigi veya cesitli nedenlerle uygunsuz goriildigi
alana karsilik geldigi goriilmektedir (Votel vd., 2016: 102). Bu 6zellikleri
ile gri bolge stratejisi; kurallar1 olmayan ve sinirlart belirlenememis bir
tehdit ve taktik ile hibrit savas anlayisini, barigla birlikte her an
stirdiiriilebilir bir ¢cerceve igerisine yerlestirmektedir.
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Sekil 1: Gri Bolge nin Karakteristik Yapist*

Savaslarin Yeni Oyuncular:

Birlesmis Milletler antlasmasinin VII. maddesine gore devletlerin
mesru miidafaa kapsami diginda “kuvvet kullanim1” veya “kuvvet kullanma
tehdidi” yasaklanmistir. Diger taraftan uluslararasi kurumlar nezdinde hibrit
savasa sahip oldugu Ozellikler nedeniyle “kuvvet kullanim1” tanimi
verilememektedir. Dolayisiyla hibrit savas konseptiyle saldirt diizenleyen
devlet, hedef devleti zayiflatmak ve yok etmek i¢cin mevcut uluslararasi
hukuktaki yasal yetersizlikten/bosluktan yararlanmaktadir (Sari, 2019: 184).

Genel olarak ifade etmek gerekirse, hibrit savasta kullanilan taktikler
savagin maliyetini azaltir ve savasi ucuzlastirir. Catisma teknikleri ¢ok daha
zay1f devlet veya devlet dis1 aktorlerin avantajli bir konum elde etmek i¢in
dolayli yaklagimlari kullanmasina izin verir. Oyuncular arasinda Paramiliter
Giicler (PMG) ve Ozel Askeri Giivenlik Sirketleri (OAGS) dikkat ¢eken iki
onemli aktor olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Ozel giivenlik sirketlerinin yasal
statlisii, operatif ve taktik kontrolii gibi konularda cesitli fikir ayriliklar:
mevcuttur. Buna ragmen diinya iizerinde yasanan ¢ok sayida catisma
ortaminin varligi, birgok iilkenin askeri kuvvetlerle miidahale konusundaki
tereddiidii, modern askeri sistemlerin karmasikligi gibi nedenlerle o6zel
askeri giivenlik sirketlerinin harekat alanlarindaki rolii her gecen giin daha
da artmaktadir.

! McCarthy, Michael C.; Venable, Brett H. and Moyer, Matthew A. “The Gray Zone”,
Strategic Studies Institute, US Army War College, (2019:5).
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SONUC VE DEGERLENDIRME

Kuramsal temel perspektifinde irdelenmesi gereken hibrit hareket
tarzlarina neden basvuruldugu sorusunun cevaplanmasidir. Birinci neden
olarak ilk akla gelen husus uluslararasi sistemin temel aktorleri olan
devletlerin politik hedeflerini elde etmek maksadiyla artik dogrudan askeri
gii¢ kullaniminin yetersiz kaldigini, ayrica ¢ok maliyetli oldugunu ve her
zaman istenilen sonucu elde edemeyeceklerini anlamis olmalaridir.

Ukrayna orneginden de goriildiigii lizere hibrit harekat ortaminda
yumusak giic vasitalart sert giic olmaksizin etkisiz kalmistir. Rusya,
Ukrayna’da siyasi amaglarina ulagsmak i¢in konvansiyonel askeri giiciinii
kullanmaya her zaman hazir oldugunu defalarca gostermis, ezici bir tehdit
olarak askeri giicii izledigi stratejide merkezi bir rol oynamaistir.

Hibrit stratejinin bir dizi 6zelligi arasinda dikkate alinmasi gereken
bazi endise verici durumlar mevcuttur: Baris ve savas durumu arasindaki gri
bolgelerde harekatin icra edilmesi, sivil giiglerin kullanilmasi, asimetrik ve
dolayli yontemlere basvurulmasi.

Tarihte ve giinlimiizdeki 6rneklerinden goriilecegi lizere gelecekte de
harekat ortamimin tek boyutlu olmayacagi, gelisen teknolojik imkanlar ile
birlikte GNH unsurlarinin, PMG’nin, OAGS’lerinin, terdristlerin ve sug
orgiitlerinin ayni harekat alaninda birlikte bulunacagi anlagilmaktadir. Bahsi
gecen unsurlar arasinda sagladiklar etki, inkar edilebilir olmalar1, hukuki
bosluklardan yararlanabilmeleri, esnek yapilari ve siiratle istenilen hedeflere
yonlendirilebilmeleri nedeniyle harekat alaninda 6nem agisindan en biiyiik
paya sahip olarak karsimiza ¢ikan ikisinin PMG ve OAGS’leri oldugu
sOylenebilir. Fakat ancak ve ancak konvansiyonel nitelikli askeri birliklerin
desteginde bu unsurlarin bagari oranmnmn artacaginin ihtimal dahilinde
oldugu unutulmamalidir.

Hibrit harekat konseptinin uygulanmasi sadece devlet dis1 aktdrler
ile sinirh degildir. Devletler kuvvet kullanimi kapsaminda mevcut hukuk
kurallarinin ~ etrafindan  dolasabilmek maksadiyla hibrit yontemlere
bagvurmaktadir.

Hibrit harekat stratejisi, hedef lilkede kuvvet kullanimi vasitasiyla
catigma ortaminin siirekliligini saglamak, hedef iilkeyi yipratmak ve
istenilen ~ siyasi hedeflere ulasmaktir. Hibrit harekat devletlere
konvansiyonel savasta yasayacaklari insan zayiatin1 verdirmeden ve maddi
kayba ugramadan gii¢lerini en etkin sekilde kullanma se¢enegi sunmaktadir.
Belirgin bir agirlik merkezi olmayan hibrit harekat konsepti ile devletler
siyasi c¢ikarlarina ulastiginda catismalar1 sonlandirmaktadir. Bu yonii ile
hibrit harekat konvansiyonel savaslarin yerini almamakla birlikte sagladigi
olanaklar nedeniyle devletler ve devlet dis1 aktorler agisindan 6nemli bir
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kuvvet carpani olarak kullanilmaktadir. Ayrica hibrit ortamda harekatta,
konvansiyonel savaslarda basvurulan bir¢ok usul, yontem ve taktik
kullanilmaya devam etmektedir. Hibrit harekatin oyun sahasi olan gri
bolgeden ¢ikildigi anda konvansiyonel savasin baslayacaginin her zaman
ihtimal dahilinde oldugu asla goz ard1 edilmemelidir.

Savagin dogasmin ge¢cmiste oldugu gibi giinlimiizde de sabit
kalmaya devam ettigini, harekat alanlarinda farkli usul, teknik ve
yontemlere bagvurulmasi nedenlerinin savaslarin karakterindeki degisimden
kaynaklandigini, savasin karakterindeki degisimin de 21’inci ylizyilin sivil
ve askeri karar vericileri oniine ¢ok daha fazla karmasik ve belirsiz yap1
ortaya cikardigini sdyleyebiliriz. Bu karmasik ve belirsiz yapi igerisinde
tilkelerin  giivenlik  yaklagimlarimin  da  dogasinin  sabit  tutulurken
karakterinin yeni harekat ortamma adapte edilmesi ve degisimle basa
cikabilmelerinin saglanmasi gerekmektedir. Ratz’a (2015: 93) gore, bilgili,
bilingli, tutarli ve iyi yonetilen bir toplum, hibrit savas tehdidine karsi en iyi
savunmadir.

Savasin dogasinda, bagvurana hukuki sorumluluk yiiklemesi, devlet
tekelinde bulunmasi, kuvvet kullanimi icermesi ve politik maksat gilitmesi
olgular1 bulunmaktadir. Bu nitelikleri tasimayan eylemlerin “savas” olarak
adlandirilmamasi gerekmektedir. Ayrica literatiirde karisikliga sebebiyet
vermemek maksadiyla savas Oncesinde, esnasinda veya sonrasinda
bagvurulan yontemler veya askerl giicin kullanimin1  igermeyen
uygulamalar “savas” kelimesinin 6n eki olarak kullanilmamasinin, ayrica
bahse konu “savag” terimi yerine muharebe etme yontem ve bigimini
anlatan “harekat” sozciliglinlin 6n ekten sonra kullanilmasinin savas
kavramina iligkin terminolojideki bulanikligin ortadan kalkmasina katkida
bulunacag1 degerlendirilmektedir. Ornedin “hibrit savas” tabiri yerine
“hibrit harekat” veya “hibrit harekat ortami” tabirleri uygun tamlamalar
olarak bizlere kullanim se¢enegi sunmaktadir.
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EXTENDED SUMMARY

Reexamining the Concept of “Hybrid Wars” from the “New Wars”
Perspective

Introduction

William S. Lind, Keith Nightengale, John Schmitt, and Joseph
Sutton, in their article “The Changing Face of War: Into the Fourth
Generation”, defined “4M Generation Warfare” as the new wars with
military, paramilitary, and sometimes civilian unity of efforts as well as
asymmetric characteristics by going beyond the zones of conflict.

At this stage, more and more theorists use the concept of “war” is
alongside the other terms such as “asymmetric, cyber, post-modern, dirty,
covert, psychologic, information, hybrid etc.

Conceptual Framework

The main strategy in the hybrid warfare approach, which is thought
to have gained functionality as states tried to avoid wars against one another
conventionally, is to prolong the conflict by bringing creative and
asymmetric approaches such as creating new types of state and non-state
actors, doctrines, organizations, and enhancing the equipment they use.
Although there are many approaches to the topic, there is still no consensus
on the definition and the use of Hybrid Warfare (Toptas, 2015:3).

Indeed, Hoffman (2009:39), emphasizing that the threats faced in
modern battlefield are more than simple combinations of tactics, actors, and
approaches, put forward that it is hard to categorize the wars as conventional
and unconventional as they are so intertwined that is cannot be
distinguished. Therefore, according to Hoffman, modern wars are
characterized by exercising regular and irregular tactics simultaneously and
decentralized in planning and execution mixed with non-state actors through
the use of both simple and sophisticated technologies in innovative ways.
Besides, it is seen that the effect of non-military actors on the battlefield
have risen significantly in the 21" century (Yalcinkaya ve Tiirkes, 2008:84).

Structural features make ""Hybrid War" different from ""Old Wars"

Gradually, the difference between war and peace has become blurred
in the 21™ century. Taking into account that each era has its own tactics and
restricting conditions, the depiction of hybrid warfare should be perceived
as a new conceptualization, reflecting the coherent synergy of many aspects
affecting the war in accordance with the spirit of the time (Toptas, 2015:3).

In the academic literature, the term “Hybrid warfare” is mostly
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identified with Russian activities in Ukraine (Ozer, 2018:50). The
Gerasimov Doctrine, which was formulated by the Russian Chief of the
General Staff General Valery Gerasimov, highlights the importance of using
para-military companies, special forces, and armed irregular forces.

In this scope, structural characteristics that make “Hybrid Warfare”
different from “Old Wars” will be put forward, having regards to the new
characteristics and players of the wars, with reference to the definition of the
gray zone. Considering that future armed conflicts or unarmed means of
pressure will be used in this perspective, evaluations have been made to
examine the operation strategy of the Russian Federation in the Ukraine
Crisis and the hybrid tactics used. During the implementation of the hybrid
strategy, it can be said that there are some alarming situations that should be
taken into account due to the fact that the operation is carried out in the gray
areas between peace and war, the use of civilian forces, and asymmetric and
indirect methods are used. However, many methods and tactics that are used
in conventional warfare are continued to be used in a hybrid operation
environment. Therefore, it should never be neglected that conventional
warfare is always in the realm of possibility alongside hybrid operations.

New Characteristics of War

Sun Tzu and his Indirect Approach, which is based on the idea that a
war is possible between adversaries who have considerably different
conventional capabilities, and the one with greater conventional power
would triumph over the other lays down the foundations of the asymmetric
or hybrid warfare as we know today (Y1ldiz, 2018:48).

Many theorists of international security, mostly identifying the
“Hybrid Warfare” with the activities applied by the Russians in the Ukraine,
frequently use the term “Gray Zone” to define the Russians intervention to
Ukraine in 2014 (Stoker ve Whiteside, 2020:23). It is conferred that the
term corresponds to the area where military options are not suitable in order
to reach political goals (Votel ve dig, 2016:102).

All in all, most of the tactics used in Hybrid Warfare decrease the
cost of war and enable the weak sates as well as non-state actors to adopt
indirect approach in order to have an advantageous position in any conflict.
Among the actors, para-military forces and private military companies step
forward as two import actors. There are various disagreements of opinion on
the legal status and operative as well as tactical control of the private
military companies. Nevertheless, their role in the battlefield is increasing
because of states’ reluctance in military intervention and complexity of
modern military systems.

What should be examined from theoretical perspective is to provide
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answer to the question why it is resorted to the Hybrid Warfare. The first
thing that comes to mind is the security concerns of states, which are the
main actors of the international system. Most of the states tend to assume
that the direct use of military force is no longer sufficient to achieve their
political goals, and also it is very costly and cannot always achieve the
desired results.

Especially the loss of human and material resources in today's wars
put pressure on the choices of states. Therefore, states are voluntarily
dragged into operational areas beyond the battlefield because requirements
of the indirect deterrence and the low cost it provides.

As can be seen from the example of Ukraine, soft power instruments
are ineffective without using hard power in the hybrid operation
environments. Russia has repeatedly demonstrated its readiness to use its
conventional military power to achieve its political goals in Ukraine,
playing a central role in the strategy it pursues as an overwhelming threat.

If the security problem will continue to be among the vital needs of
states, the real question to be asked is "Is the era of conventional war over?"
instead, it should be "Can we bear the cost of assuming that there will be no
such war in the future?”. In this context, it should never be underestimated
that when the red lines of the adversary country are targeted, the conflicts
could turn into a conventional war.

CONCLUSION

Among a number of features of the hybrid strategy, there are some
worrisome situations that need to be considered: the execution of the
operation in the gray areas between peace and war, the use of civilian
forces, and the use of asymmetric and indirect methods.

As can be seen from historical and present examples, it is understood
that the operating environment will not be one-dimensional in the future,
and with the developing technological possibilities, irregular warfare
elements, paramilitary forces, private military companies, terrorists and
criminal organizations will coexist in the same area of operation. Among the
aforementioned elements, it can be said that the two of them, which have
the greatest share in terms of importance in the field of operation, are the
paramilitary forces and private military companies, due to their deniability,
their ability to take advantage of legal gaps, their flexible structures and
their rapid orientation to the desired targets. However, it should not be
forgotten that it is possible that the success rate of these elements will
increase only with the support of conventional military units.

The implementation of the hybrid operation concept is not limited to
non-state actors. States resort to hybrid methods in order to circumvent
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existing legal rules within the scope of the use of force.

The hybrid operation strategy is to ensure the continuity of the
conflict environment through the use of force in the target country, to wear
down the target country and to reach the desired political goals. States' use
of hybrid techniques offers them the option of using their power in the most
effective way without causing human casualties and financial losses that
they would suffer in conventional warfare. With the hybrid operation
concept, which does not have a prominent center of gravity, states end
conflicts when they reach their political interests.

In this respect, although hybrid operations do not replace
conventional wars, it is used as an important force multiplier for states and
non-state actors due to the opportunities it provides. In this respect,
although hybrid operations do not replace conventional wars, it is used as an
important force multiplier for states and non-state actors due to the
opportunities it provides. In addition, many methods, methods and tactics
used in conventional wars continue to be used in operations in a hybrid
environment. It should never be overlooked that it is always possible that
conventional warfare will begin once the gray zone, which is the playing
field of the hybrid operation, is exited.

As a result, the nature of war continues to remain constant today as it
was in the past. The reasons for using different methods, techniques and
methods in the operation areas are due to the change in the character of
wars, and the change in the character of the war brings much more complex
and uncertain structure to the civil and military decision-makers of the 21st
century. Within this complex and uncertain structure, the nature of the
security approaches of the countries must be kept constant, while their
character should be adapted to the new operational environment and they
must be able to cope with change.

In the nature of the war, there were the facts of legal liability on the
applicant, state monopoly, involvement of the use of force, and political
purposefulness. Actions that do not have these qualities should not be called
"war". In addition, in order not to cause confusion in the literature, the
methods used before, during or after the war or the practices that do not
involve the use of military power should not considered as "war", rather it
should be used before the word "operation”, which describes the method
and form of combat instead of the term "war". It is considered that its use
will contribute to the clarification of blurriness in terminology regarding the
concept of war. For example, instead of the term "hybrid warfare", the terms
"hybrid operation™ or "hybrid operation environment” offer us the option to
use them as more appropriate concepts.



