Central Strategy Institute
Report-005 | An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS | 04.12.2014

Report–005

04.12.2014

An Interim (Four Months)
Evaluation of the Operations
Against ISIS

Prepared By: (R) Bgen.Dr. Oktay BİNGÖL, Dr. Ali Bilgin VARLIK

Central Strategy Institute
Report-005 | An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS | 04.12.2014

Aim:
This report is prepared on the purpose of presenting a
periodic evaluation of CSI for the reader, about the
continuing operations against ISIS, which completed
the fourth month.
Central Strategy Institute (CSI):
CSI, is an academic consultancy and think-tank organization, which provides
education and counselling on areas of national, regional, global peace and security,
and corporate structuring, risk analysis and strategy development.
Within the framework of its principles, CSI aims to produce genuine and
aggravated knowledge on its area of coverage, and desires to share it with broad

messes. For this purpose, CSI makes analysis about issues on its area of interest,
develops strategies and conducts academic activities.
The main purpose, which is based on the peace and security of humanity, dictates
the principles of the CSI.

Scientific ethics and impartiality are fundamental

principles of our Organization. No matter how reputable, CSI does not support
any political power or belief.

S
Consultative Committee
C I

Assoc.Prof. Sinem Akgül AÇIKMEŞE, Prof. Bülent ARI, (R)Bgen. Dr. Oktay
BİNGÖL, Prof. Mitat ÇELİKPALA, Prof. Çağrı ERHAN, (R) AMB Dr. Ercan ÖZER,
Prof. Abdülkadir VAROĞLU, Dr. Ali Bilgin VARLIK

ii
English version of the Report–005 is translated
by (R) Col. Kudret ERKAN

Central Strategy Institute
Report-005 | An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS | 04.12.2014

CONTENT
Executive Summary
1. Prologue

| 1

| 5

2. Analysis of the U.S. Strategy

| 5

3. To Constitute and Resume Inclusionary International/Regional
Coalition | 8
4. Acquisition of Combat Effectiveness to Iraqi Security Forces
and Peshmerghe | 9
5. Creating Reliable Partners to Fight Against ISIS in Syria | 10
6. Elimination of Tension between the Central Government and
Sunni and Kurdish Groups in Iraq | 10
7. Isolation of ISIS from the Sunni Tribes

| 12

8. Eradication of ISIS’s sources of income

| 13

9. Blocking the Joining of Foreign Fighters | 14
10. Neutralizing ISIS’s Propaganda and Counter Propaganda | 15
11. Limitation and debilitation of ISIS by the Air and Ground
Operations | 16
12. Weak Points in Implementation of the U.S. Strategy
13. Effects and Reflections of Operations against ISIS

| 21
| 22

14. Epilogue | 24
Annexes:
An-1: Countries Participating the Coalition against ISIS

| A-1

An-2: Provided Support to Central Government of Iraq and
Peshmerghe in the U.S. Operations against ISIS | A-2
An-3: ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of the U.S. and Coalition
| A-3

-i-

Central Strategy Institute
Report-005 | An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS | 04.12.2014

This page intentionally left blank

ii

Central Strategy Institute
Report-005 | An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS | 04.12.2014

An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS
Executive Summary
The air operations launched to neutralize ISIS within the contex of the U.S. strategy, have been
continuing for four months. During this period, the outlines of general strategy that the U.S. has tried to
implement, became clearer and the objectives are developed.
As far as main features concerned, the ISIS Strategy of the U.S. is a minimalist, cautious, long-term,
focused on the issue to be perceived as a pertaining problem of the region, by means of activating the
local and regional powers. In this regard, the strategy predicates a multidimensional quality that
contains the diplomatic, political-social, economic, ideological-information and military dimensions and
based on nine pillars;
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

To constitute and resume inclusionary international/regional coalition,
Acquisition of combat effectiveness to Iraqi security forces and Peshmerghe,
Creating reliable partners to fight against ISIS in Syria,
Elimination of tension between the central government and Sunni and Kurdish groups in Iraq,
Isolation of ISIS from the Sunni tribes,

6. Eradication of sources of income of ISIS,
7. Blocking the joining of foreign fighters,
8. Neutralizing ISIS’s propaganda and counter propaganda,
9. Limitation and debilitation of ISIS by the air and ground operations.
The U.S. has aimed to constitute a broad and inclusionary coalition that contains regional
countries, as an important dimension of the implemented strategy. Three international/regional
organizations and 50 countries have participated in the U.S.-led operations. 12 member countries of the
coalition have virtually involved in the air operations. 130 out of 800 air strikes between the August 8
and November 13 have been executed by the coalition partners other than the U.S.
Throughout the period, significant amounts of aid were made to Iraqi security forces and
Peshmerghe. Especially the Peshmerghe forces were almost drowned with weapons, ammunition,
equipment and consultants/educational support by Western countries. A part of the weapons and
equipment sent to Pesmerghe has been passed to the PKK. Also PYD has been receiving implicit and
explicit military aid in Syria from the United States.
In the campaign strategy against ISIS, the U.S. considers important both to reduce the tensions
between the Sunni, Shiite and Kurdish groups in Iraq, and the solution of disputes which are basicly on
the grounds that, the use of natural resources at first and to have more share. The assignments of AlAbadi Cabinet’s ministers were completed on October 18th in Iraq. There are 29 ministers in the cabinet.
Distribution of the ministries has not indicated a positive change in terms of more inclusion of Sunnis in
the Government, but suggests a partial worsening. However, consigning the Ministry of Defence besides
the presidency of the National Assembly has been considered as an important step. Moreover, the
appointment of Halid El-Obeydi, who was in charge in the army during the tenure of Saddam Hussein,
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to the Ministry of Defence staff, can be evaluated as an opening out to Sunni Tribes, fans of Baath Party,
or Army of Nakshibendi.
Al-Abadi has been taking steps in the direction of the correction of relations with the Kurdish
region. Regarding the agreement signed with the Kurdish Regional Government (KRG) in November
2014, a part of Kurdish share accumulated over the years, has been paid (500 million dollars) and in
reply to this, KRG has agreed to include the half of the oil, produced in the region, to the distribution
system of Central Government of Iraq (150 thousand barrels daily).
Within the context of neutralization of ISIS, linked to the abovementioned issues but another
more important subject is how to manage the wide Sunni community in Iraq and Syria in the future.
This basic problem has not yet started to be discussed. Therefore, minor arrangements to the internal
politics of Iraq seem difficult to create permanent effects.
An important part of ISIS’s power comes from the support of the Sunni tribes of Iraq and
liquidated groups on account to the fact that they were fans of Saddam, following the U.S. occupation.
The U.S. is working to ensure that the Sunni Tribes stand side by side with the Central Government of
Iraq. As long as ISIS continues to sustain its power, it becomes successfull to overawe and enforce the
Sunni tribes’ obedience. Unless ISIS is weaken down to certain levels, it is impossible to convince Sunni
tribes again, as being aware of that, the U.S. is keeping the center of gravity in Iraq, and maintaining the
auxilary approach in Syria.
ISIS's sources of income have been reduced substantially as a result of destruction of ISIScontrolled oil facilities with the ongoing air operations for 4 months, and other measures taken. ISIS’s
financial problems are likely to continue to increase in 2015, and to resolve this weakness, organization
may turn to income provider but riskier activities. In this context, it it evaluated that the organization
may appeal to pressurize on local people, kidnapping for ransom, robberies and smuggling more than
it did in the past, however, those kind activities in one hand, may reduce its legitimacy, thereby its
support coming from its basements, on the other hand, increase the casualties due to the risky actions
and this may cause dissolving in itself.
The conducting of ideological struggle and information warfare are considered important, to
isolate the organization from the Sunni community in Iraq and Syria. The more the true face, violence
and attrocities of the ISIS are displayed in the active media channels in the United States, Western
countries and some Arab countries in global, regional and national scale, the more the reaction of
Muslim public opinion increases. The statements of various organizations, opinion leaders, religious
notables and governors in the Islamic World, which condemn ISIS and deny the phenomenon of the
Islamic State and Caliphate, are becoming effective.
While the TV programs and publications were calling attention on visual and written media in
August and September, which were trying to justify ISIS and claiming legitimate as a Sunni resistance,
news began to come forward denouncing the organization, revealing its brutality and violence in
October and November.

-2-

Central Strategy Institute
Report-005 | An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS | 04.12.2014

This change shows an aspect of the global and regional scale effectiveness of the information
warfare with ISIS in the U.S. strategy. An environment in which the United States gradually increases
air efforts, ISIS’s running of local radio and TV channels also includes difficulties. The Supremacy of
The U.S. and her coalition partners on informatics and strategic communication, allowing ISIS no
means except horror and fear and pressure local community to rule.
The air operations against ISIS began on August 8 in Iraq, and have been continuing for about
four months. Totally 964 air strikes have been conducted during the air operations between August 8November 28. 534 of them were aimed to the objectives in Iraq and 432 in Syria. Kobane area is in the
first row with about 260 strikes, and Mosul is in the second with 160 strikes, in both theatres.
Serious impacts of the air and ground operations on ISIS are the case. Total damage of ISIS is
estimated as; nearly 90-100 tanks and humvees, around 700 other vehicles, almost 50 oil refineries, 8090 crew-served heavy weapons and 20-30 ammunition dumps, 60-70 command-control and
accomodation buildings, 40-50 oil facilities and tankers. The causalties of ISIS are estimated between
3.500 and 4.000 which equal almost 15-20 percent of its strenght.
One of the prominent objective types in recent air operations is earth moving machines like
bulldozers, diggers, dump trucks. These targets have started to emerge from mid-October onwards,
and concentrated especially in regions of Mosul and Baiji in Iraq in November. The density of use of
earth moving machines indicates that ISIS has begun to make preparations for defence in the positions
that it could hold, thereby the offensive momentum has been decreasing.
While getting closer to the end of the first four-month period of the operations against ISIS, it can
be said that the co-ordinated offensive capacity of the organization is damaged significantly and the
Iraq-Syria links of the organization has been limited. It is assessed that ISIS may lose the regions it
controls, like Mosul, Fallujah and Ramadi, in the short and medium term, unless the course of the
operations does not change. It is a rational option that in other regions, its forces which stucked in the
cubby holes, may appeal to terrorist activities in suitable opportunities by mingling the local
population.
Theoretically, it is considered as the most dangerous course of action that, ISIS’s capturing
Bagdat with offensive operations by means of aggregating all of the forces situated in Iraq, and with
the reinforcements that it can move from Syria, and establishing a defence here, in accordance with the
principles of the defence in the urban areas. However, this course of action is of low probability in
practice, due to the lack of air power and air defense, loss of a part of its mobility, as well as reinforcing
of Baghdad by Iran and Shiite militias.
ISIS has been paying a heavy price for passing to strategic balance and assault phases, earlier
then it should. ISIS, is not able anymore, to assemble its troops dispersed both countries, and to
shorten its lines, which once extended by the abundance of weapons/equipment, sources of income and
enlisting, due to the melting of its strategic multipliers. The organization is also considered to collapse
completely at a point, which is estimated as the end of 2015 or early 2016.
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However, it is considered possible that ISIS can appeal to the terror acts in Iraq and in
neighboring countries, even in western countries, as long as it loses the offensive and defensive power.
In this context, Turkey comes at the top of the high-risk countries.
The phenomenon of ISIS and conducted counter operations, have been causing important
regional impacts and critical reflections to Turkey. The phenomenon of ISIS has been inviting the
regional actors, primarily Iran, Turkey and Saudi Arabia, to a tight struggle, and activating regional
and local dynamics.
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An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS
1.

Prologue
The air operations launched to neutralize ISIS

within the context of the U.S. strategy have been
continuing for four months. During this period, the
outlines of general strategy that the U.S. has tried to
implement became clearer and the objectives have been
developed.
While

The

U.S.

has

been

continuing

her

political/diplomatic efforts to constitute a broad
coalition and putting forth a regional course of action
by means of providing the support from the regional
countries in this 4-month period, on the other hand, has been trying to take necessary measures to
prevent ISIS’s capturing especially Mosul, Kirkuk and Baghdat. Mosul could not be prevented to be
captured by ISIS, but Kirkuk and Baghdad have been secured by the intensive support that The United
States and Iran has provided.
The U.S. air operations began on 8th of August officially, and have become effective in a short time.
In addition to the weaponry and equipment support provided to the Iraqi security forces and
Peshmerghe by the United States and other coalition countries and Iran, with the reinforcing of military
personnel, known as trainer/consultant to the public but can carry on duties in critical times, ISIS’s
advances have commenced to be stopped and some regions have been recaptured.
In this report, the distinctive characteristics of the U.S. strategy and reached point of the sub items
of it are being enlightened, as well as providing an evaluation of the effectiveness of air and ground
operations on ISIS. The weak points of the U.S. strategy, as well as the regional effects and reflections of
the implementation are also being examined in the report.
In order to keep the text of the report short, important informations are available in three separate
annexes.
2. Analysis of the U.S. Strategy
When evaluating the U.S. strategy, one of the
key points to take into consideration, is the fact that
the U.S. learned important lessons from the
occupation of Afghanistan and Iraq. Thus, failures in
the two mentioned occupations are expressed by the
U.S. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General
Dempsey.
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“The UNITED STATES has learne from the experiences of Iraq and Afghanistan
occupations that there were two general strategies against the threats like ISIS. First of
all, the United States is to fight, defuse the ISIS, control the region and transfer
responsibility to the security forces of Iraq. The second is, to train and equip the Iraqi
security forces and Peshmerghe initially and let them fight, and providing them to have
ownership of the success and failure.”1
The first one is the failed strategy which was implemented with the general outlines in
occupation of Afghanistan and Iraq, moreover, the U.S. was charged for the failure. And at the second
one, it was believed that the U.S. would not be charged even if the success is not guaranteed, and with
this perception, a strategy had been plotted within which Iraqis and regional actors were dominating.
However, this dominance has been emerging in the implementation of the ground operations, rather
than building up and implementation of an overall strategy, while the U.S. continues her role as
planner and supervisor of the general strategy.
On the other hand, global military strategy of the United States clearly reveals that, in fact she
does not have the capacity to perform concurrent ground operations against ISIS, both in Iraq and
Syria. After the four-year review process2 which was held in 2010, the U.S. Armed Forces has been
shaped to be able to perform one large scale and two small operations concurrently in global
dimensions.3 (Occupations of Afghanistan and Iraq are considered to be the large scale).
The U.S. has begun to pull back troops from Afghanistan gradually, in 2014. However, as of 20
November, she has a force of around 24,000 personnel strenght, under the command of ISAF.4 It is
assessed that, together with the personnel who are not under the command of ISAF, nearly 50
thousand U.S. soldiers are maintained in Afghanistan. Moreover, the troops pulled from Iraq at the end
of 2011, has not been completed reorganization, training and rehabilitation yet. Therefore, the United
States physically does not have the capacity to implement a large-scale operation, by means of
deployment of tens of thousands of soldiers against ISIS in Iraq and Syria yet. With the most optimistic
estimation, she will be able to reach such a capacity by the end of 2015.
Even when the U.S. military capacity problem is ceased, the painful lessons learned from the
occupations of Iraq and Afghanistan are expected to continue to shape her cautious attitude. In the
duration of both occupations, the U.S. had lost the support in a short time, of the broad coalition that
she formed, and had largely remained alone especially in terms of the combatant military capabilities.
Another important factor for the United States to follow a minimal strategy against ISIS is the
costs. As often repeated and become classic; “The U.S. burdens the cost of such operations to the Gulf
countries” or “The U.S. ascertains the costs by controlling the natural resources primarily the oil, in the
areas she occupies” rhetorics have not been authenticated exactly, besides, the cost of both operations
to the United States is estimated around $ 2.5 trillion5. Shouldering a similar cost in Iraq and Syria is
not rational for the U.S. on her own, in an environment of economic and financial crisis continues.
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On the other hand the U.S. has been keeping up a tight struggle with Russia over Ukraine, and
working to maintain the balance of power between Afghanistan, Pakistan and India, and reluctant to
move the center of gravity to the Middle East again, which she has been trying to establish within the
Asia and the Pacific.
The abovementioned factors have been shaping the U.S. strategy in tight interaction.
As far as main features concerned, the ISIS Strategy of the U.S. is a minimalist, cautious, long-term
strategy, focused on having locals perceived that the problem pertains to the region, by means of
activating the local and regional powers. In this regard, the strategy predicates a multidimensional
quality that contains the diplomatic, political-social, economic, ideological-information and military
dimensions.
In the diplomatic dimension; providing the legitimacy by means of establishing a broad coalition
and load sharing, facilitation of ideological-information and social struggle, with the participation of
neighbors and the Arab countries, and eradication of financial, personnel and logistical sources of ISIS
are at priority.
In the political dimension; it is intended to provide Central Government of Iraq to follow an
inclusive policy for all of the groups, especially Sunnis; refusal of ISIS by the Sunni tribes of Iraq,
cutting off their support and have them struggle against it.
In the economic dimension; those factors have been coming forward; eradication of sources of
income of ISIS, helping to the Sunni tribes and Peshmerghe in Irak and PYD/PKK in Syria, urgent
financial and humanitarian assistance to displaced people in both countries and refugees in
neighboring regions, and to the countries which accept
refugees.
In

the

ideological-information

operations

dimension; disproving the ISIS’s claims of Caliphate,
representing of Sunnis, and Jihad; exposing the real
face of the organisation by means of bringing up the
practicing of violence to various groups especially
Iraqi Sunnis, are aimed.
In

the

military

dimension;

is

based

on

compression of ISIS in multiple directions and different dimensions together with local and regional
partners. Weakening ISIS by the intensive air operations and cutting its links between Iraq and Syria,
thus generating the convenient conditions for ground operations, which will be started by the Iraqi
security forces and Peshmerghe, concurrently depriving ISIS from the safe haven within Syria, have
taken the precedence. Turkey and Iran's role for the ground operations is out of question, due to
capacities of these countries, their internal problems, conflicting interests and historical-origin
perceptions of the of the Arab world.
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Within the abovementioned general outlines, the U.S. strategy to struggle against ISIS based on
nine pillars; 6
1.
2.
3.
4.
Iraq,
5.

To constitute and resume inclusionary international/regional coalition,
Acquisition of combat effectiveness to Iraqi security forces and Peshmerghe,
Creating reliable partners to fight against ISIS in Syria,
Elimination of tension between the central government and Sunni and Kurdish groups in
Isolation of ISIS from the Sunni tribes,

6. Eradication of ISIS’s sources of income,
7. Blocking the joining of foreign fighters,
8. Neutralizing ISIS’s propaganda and counter propaganda,
9. Limitation and debilitation of ISIS by the air and ground operations.
3.

To constitute and resume inclusionary international/regional coalition
The U.S. has aimed to constitute a broad and inclusionary coalition that contains regional

countries, as an important dimension of the implemented strategy. Three International/regional
organizations and 50 countries have participated in the U.S.-led operations (An-1). The number is
estimated to climb more than 60 in the coming period. But it is hard to say that all members of the
coalition are active and voluntarily supporters. Indeed, only 35 ambassadors of coalition countries
participated in the planning and coordination meeting that the US State Department invited7.
Russia, China and Iran have not reacted negatively, despite not being involved in the coalition. It is
assessed that they will preserve this attitude unless the operations target towards the regime in Syria.
The coalition has no participating countries from Central and South America. Morocco, Egypt and
Somalia, draw attention as the three countries from the Continent of Africa. Among the
international/regional organizations, the Organization of the Islamic Conference and the Gulf
Cooperation Council has not involved in the coalition, although all of the member states of the latter
have participated.
Despite the expressed shortcomings, this coalition which has been constituted in a period of three
months, appears to be successful, considering the participation of 50 countries8 to the coalition for global
war against terrorism initiated by the United States following the 9/11 events. On the other hand the US
has announced that she had the support of 49 countries in invasion of Iraq in 2003. 9 But in reality, only
The United States, United Kingdom, Australia, Poland, Denmark, Spain and Portugal took part in the
coalition actively, for occupation of Iraq.
Among the coalition countries, 12 of them have been joining effectively in the air operations. In
this context, Belgium, Australia, the U.S., Canada, Denmark, France, the Netherlands and the United
Kingdom have been participating in the air operations in Iraq; and the U.S., Bahrain, Jordan, Saudi
Arabia and the United Arab Emirates in Syria.10 The contributions of these countries for the air
operations are gradually increasing. From August 8th until November 13th, 130 out of more than 800 air
raids were executed by coalition partners other than the U.S.11
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Within the framework of this data, the United States can be considered providing at least a "socalled" wide range of support and legitimacy against ISIS. This status is a factor that will affect the
success of the campaign in a positive direction.
4.

Acquisition of combat effectiveness to Iraqi security forces and Peshmerghe
Equipping

of

Iraqi

security

forces

and

Peshmerghe with sufficient weapons and equipment,
as well as reorganization and training are the primary
issues for the U.S. in the fight against ISIS. Indeed, the
the U.S. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General
Dempsey has stated that, when determining the military strategy, the U.S. Armed Forces has relied on
the assumption that the joint operations with Iraqi security forces and Peshmerghe supported by the
U.S. Air Forces, would be enough to cause ISIS to repel, and if this assumption does not come true, the
U.S. Army troops would be placed on the front line.12
Throughout the period, Iraqi security forces and Peshmerghe were provided significant amounts
of aid. Especially the Peshmerghe forces were almost drowned with weapons, ammunition, equipment
and consultants/educational support by Western countries. The USA, Germany, United Kingdom,
Australia, Albania, Czech Republic and Croatia have been precedencing countries to provide aid. In
addition to the hundreds of thousands of small arms and millions of ammunition, guided anti-tank
weapons, long-range artillery, night vision instruments, and personal equipments have drawn attention
among the aids (An-2). The claims of that Turkey has also assigned "Burgundy Berrets" (Special Forces)
for training of Peshmerghe, appears widely in the media.13
Iran also has helped Peshmerghe with large amounts of weapons and equipment since the
beginning of the ISIS attacks.14 Iran's Kurdish parties have also sent forces in order to help Peshmerghe
forces.15 Despite Iran has been helping to Barzani and Talabani forces in Northern Iraq, the center of
gravity locates on the Talabani’s Peshmerghes’ side.16
It is a common ground in the media that, a part of the weapons and equipment sent to Pesmerghe
has been passed to the PYD, the Syria branch of PKK. Taking into consideration that PKK has been
fighting against ISIS in/near Pesmerghe at some points in northern Iraq, the accuracy degree of these
claims are high. In Germany, the claims about the direct weapons and equipment aids to the PKK, and
even debates about preparations made for removing it from the list of terrorist organizations,17 can be
seen worthy to emphasize. PYD which has been fighting against ISIS in Kobane area has received
military aid from the United States explicitly.18
Iraqi security forces are shown relatively less interest. The aids have been primarily made by the
U.S. and the other countries such as Canada, New Zealand, Spain, Denmark, and Norway.
Counsellor/trainer support takes precedence within the aids of the countries excluding the U.S. (An-2).
Especially by the efforts of the U.S. counsellors/trainers a partial recovery can be seen in the Iraqi
security forces.
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It is known that Russia has been providing important military material support to the
government of Iraq in the struggle against ISIS. The majority of the weapons and equipment of the
Iraqi forces are Russian-made, but older generation. Russia, on the one hand providing educational
and consulting support for the use and maintenance of such equipment, on the other hand have began
supplying the new weapons and equipment starting from the Maliki's Government tenure. In this
context, it appears in the media that Russia has run a joint coordination center in Baghdad in close
collaboration with Iran, and has situated 60 staff at here.19
5.

Creating reliable partners to fight against ISIS in Syria
The United States has carried out an important

stage of that goal, by means of providing support to
the security forces of Central Government and
Peshmerghe in Iraq.
As for the Syria, PKK/PYD have started to come
forward as the natural partners, with the siege of ISIS
in Kobane. U.S. weapons and equipment aid to PYD
has been effective in this course. It is a high possibility
that The U.S. has established various communication
channels with PYD for the intelligence and guidance support during the air operations. It should be
considered as a strong assumption that, among the Peshmerghes who were sent to Kobane as
reinforcements, there have been reliable elements which she contacted and trained during the invasion
of Iraq previously. It is also possible to pass some of the "consultant/trainers" stationed in Iraq to
Kobane. However, despite these developments, the demand of the United States for reliable partners in
the fight against ISIS in Syria has not been met yet.
The U.S. has connected the meeting that demand and the more intense and decisive fight against
ISIS in Syria, to the training and equipping the moderate dissident elements. In this context, The
United States has been estimating that there is a need a land component at the 15.000 personnel
strength, and partial progress can be provided by means of training and equipping the 5.400 dissident,
within the frame of the “Train and Equip Program”.20
6.

Elimination of tension between the central government and Sunni and Kurdish groups in Iraq
In the campaign strategy against ISIS, the U.S.

considers important both to reduce the tensions
between the Sunni, Shiite and Kurdish groups in Iraq,
and the solution of disputes which are basicly on the
grounds that, the use of natural resources at first and to
have more share. It is generally admitted that ISIS has
gained strength from the confrontational social ground
which

was

created

by

the

policy

of

Central
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Government of Iraq, based on alienating Sunnis, thus the majority of the Sunni Tribes have been
supporting ISIS since they consider it as a force to protect their rights.
Indeed, U.S. officials have expressed that, neutralizing ISIS in Iraq depends on new Prime Minister
El-Abadi’s terminating of the tension and conflicts between Sunnis and Shiites, if this can not be done
then the U.S. strategy will be destined to fail.21
It is a closely followed topic that whether the Al-Abadi’s Government will approach to Sunnis in a
more inclusive manner or not, comparing with the tenures of Maliki. Al-Abadi Cabinet’s Ministers'
assignments were completed on October 18. There are 29 ministers in the cabinet. It was 40 in Maliki’s
Cabinet. It is estimated that reducing the number of Ministers will cause to take decisions faster. But a
noticeable difference about the more inclusiveness of the Sunnis does not appear. 15 out of 29 ministry
have been given to Shiites, eight to Sunnis, five to Kurds, and one to Christians. Regarding the
percentages, Shiites has taken % 51 of the ministries, while Sunnis % 27, and Kurds % 17. In Maliki
Governments, these numbers were % 52, 30 and 15 respectively.22 Therefore, in terms of inclusion of
Sunnis to the govenment, there is no positive change, on the contrary a reducement is the point at the
issue. However, allocating the Ministry of Defence besides the presidency of the National Assembly is
considered as an important step. Moreover, the appointment23 of Halid El-Obeydi, who was in charge in
the army during the tenure of Saddam Hussein, to the Ministry of Defence staff, can be evaluated as an
opening out to Sunni Tribes, fans of Baath Party, or Army of Nakshibendi.
It is evaluated that Al-Abadi has also been hesitant for the establishment of regional
defense/protection units by Sunni Tribes and in this context, providing weapons, equipment and
financial support for them, and has been hesitating from the reactions of the Shia parties and Shiite
community, and especially afraid of losing the Shiite militia forces who have already been fighting side
by side with the Iraqi security forces against ISIS.
Al-Abadi has been taking steps in the direction of correcting the relations with the Kurdish
region. Regarding the agreement signed with the Kurdish Regional Government (KRG) in November
2014, a part of Kurdish share which accumulated over the years has been paid (500 million dollars),
and in reply to this, KRG has agreed to include the half of the produced oil in their region, to the
distribution system of Central Government of Iraq (150 thousand barrels daily).24
Despite the abovementioned developments significant conflict areas between the groups
continues to exist in Iraq. The major conflict areas can be sequenced as follows;
- Reaching a permanent solution for sharing of oil revenues,
- Establishment of a system that Sunnis can also take a share from oil reserves,
- Determination of the status of Kirkuk,
- Allocation of appropriate proportion to Sunnis regarding with the population ratios in Iraqi
security forces and other government staff,
- Finding solution to the security problems of Sunni tribes and allowing to establish local defense
troops such as Shiites,
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Within the context of neutralizing ISIS, connected with the abovementioned issues but more
important anoteher subject is; how to manage the wide Sunni community in Iraq and Syria in the
future. This basic problem has not yet started to be discussed. Therefore, minor arrangements to the
internal politics of Iraq are considered difficult to create permanent affects.
7.

Isolation of ISIS from the Sunni tribes
An important part of ISIS’s power comes from

the support of the Sunni tribes of Iraq and liquidated
groups on account to the fact that they were fans of
Saddam, following the U.S. occupation. The U.S. is
working to ensure that the Sunni Tribes stand side by
side with the Central Government of Iraq. It seems
hard to say that the steps expressed in article 6. are
successful so far, for cutting off the Sunni tribes’
support to ISIS and to be contained in the Central Government's side.
First of all, as long as ISIS continues to sustain its power, it becomes successfull to overawe and
enforce the Sunni tribes obedience. ISIS uses as a basical tactic that; capturing the members of the Sunni
tribes at the checkpoints who are cooperating with the Government of Iraq or having posts within the
government staff and security units, killing the captured, application of violence and oppression to their
families, and burning their houses.25
On the other hand, within the area it controls, ISIS has been appealing the maximum violence to
the Sunni tribes which participated in the Awakening Movement in cooperation with the United States, in
2006 - 2007.26 In this way ISIS has been oppressing the Sunni tribes and trying to frustrate a significant
dimension of the U.S. strategy. And the U.S., having in mind that it is impossible to convince Sunni
tribes unless weakening ISIS down to certain levels, has been maintaining the operations’ center of
gravity in Iraq, and continuing to secondary approach in Syria. This approach has been persistently and
openly expressing by the U.S. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.27
From the information reflected by the open sources, it is understood that the U.S. has been
following the similar policy of her approach towards Sunni tribes after 2006. Although the details of this
policy cannot be identified, the following statements of the U.S. officials are seen worthy of notice;
“In the broader sense, our strategy is to strengthen a reliable partner in the Government
of Iraq and to help regional actors solving the problems of the 20 million helpless Sunnis,
living between Baghdad and Damascus.”28
It is evaluated that the U.S. has been trying to make use of the Central Government of Iraq and the
Sunni countries of the region to influence the Sunni tribes, unlike she did in 2006.
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8.

Eradication of ISIS’s sources of income
ISIS is supposed to have a large budget to

maintain its existence. The major budget items can be
listed as; the salaries paid to the members of the
organization, payments to the families of those who
were killed in fighting, the treatment and health care
costs of the injured militants, expenditures of
conducted

actions,

providing

of

weapons

and

equipment, necessary spendings to maintain life in the
controlled areas, administration costs of the organs
which has been started to be set up… It is obvious that
the only monthly salaries of the members of the
organization require a budget between 15 and 30 million dollars.29 It is estimated that ISIS requires a
monthly budget of 50-100 million dollars to maintain the existing power and for carrying on public
support in the regions in which it declared Caliphate, in addition to the other expenditures.
ISIS has been facing the risks of losing the militants, depriving of the new militants, declining of
the effectiveness of the actions, the loss of public support, if it fails to find the necessary budget for the
abovementioned expenditures.
Being aware of the dependence for fiscal income of ISIS, an important dimension of the U.S.
strategy is built on the cutting of its sources of income. In this context, one of the primary objectives of
the air operations led by the United States, has been identified as ISIS's oil production facilities,
The figures given about the amount of income that ISIS has been obtaining from the oil are
contradictory. There are sources expressing an income around 2 million Dollars by making production
and trade of 70 thousand barrels of oil per day at the beginning of August30, and other sources are
raising this income to 3 million Dollars.31 Although the figures are different, before the air operations,
talking about 1-3 million dollar daily income appears to be possible, depending on the surge of oil
prices and the amount of production.
It has been revealed that a large number of oil tankers and the mobile production facilities were
hit by the air operations (An-1). ISIS’s oil sales also tend to decrease because of neighbouring countries’
increasing (or obliged to be increasing) border controls. In general, it is estimated that the amount of
production and sales of ISIS decreased 70 percent in the three-month period.32
On the other hand, ISIS has lost a large number of vehicles by the air operations and its mobility
has declined significantly. Therefore it is estimated that ISIS has difficulties to transferring the forces
inter-regionally and establishing checkpoints on the transportation lines. This weakness means the
declining of income collected from the vehicles via grabbing, extortion and tax.
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It is evaluated that the more ISIS’s causalties increase, the more expenditures of it increase, in this
context, the payments made to the families of deceased personnel and the treatment and health care
costs of the injured, may adversely affect the sources of income.
It is estimated that cash flows to the ISIS from outside Iraq, neighbors and from European
countries has been beginning to decrease as a result of strict measures of the source countries. In
addition, the U.S. has been striving to detect and track the individuals and organizations which
provide financial assistance to ISIS and prevent them via the managers of the relevant countries.
Declining sources of income of ISIS did not show the real effect yet, due to the high amount of
cash provided from the banks in Mosul, and other high amounts provided before the beginning of the
U.S.’s tight measures early in July 2014. ISIS's financial problems are likely to increase gradually, and to
fix this weakness the organization may tend to riskier but income provider actions within 2015. In this
context, it it evaluated that the organization may appeal to pressurize on local people, kidnapping for
ransom, robberies and smuggling more than it did in the past, however those kind activities, in one
hand, may reduce its legitimacy, thereby its support coming from its basements, on the other hand,
increase the casualties due to the risky actions and this may cause dissolving in itself.
9.

Blocking the joining of foreign fighters
A large number of foreign terrorists from

various countries have participated in ISIS in global
and regional scale. The quantities given by different
sources vary between 7 and 15 thousand.33 A
significant number of the countries from which the
foreign fighters come in, are involved in the
constituted

coalition.

With

persuasion

and

enforcement of the United States, a number of these
countries have been trying to stop movements of
fighters by taking stringent measures.
More importantly, is increasing border controls of neighbouring countries of Iraq and Syria. It is
assessed that the demands of blocking the entry of the foreign fighters constitutes the most important
agenda item, during the high level US officials’ visits to the regional countries. In addition, since the
ISIS has begun to loose a large number of its militants, it is evaluated that starting of publishing the
ISIS militants whose IDs and nationality have been identified among the killed and wounded, have
forced the managers of the respective countries to take measures.
On the other hand, foreign terrorist numbers seem likely to decline significantly, correspondingly
with a reduction in ISIS’s sources of income as of 2015.
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10.

Neutralizing ISIS’s propaganda and counter propaganda
The execution of ideological struggle and information warfare is considered important to isolate

the organization from the Sunni community in Iraq and Syria. ISIS’s claim of Caliphate has been tried
to be disproved, and it is claimed that ISIS cannot provide a good life, liberty and security to the Iraqi
people. U.S. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff has also pointed the importance of ideological
struggle and information warfare against ISIS.34
The more the true face, violence and attrocities of the ISIS are displayed in the active media
channels in the United States, Western countries and some Arab countries in global, regional and
national scale, the more the reaction of Muslim public opinion increase. The statements of various
organizations, opinion leaders, religious notables and governors in the Islamic World, which condemn
ISIS and deny the phenomenon of the Islamic State and Caliphate are becoming effective. In this
context, some evaluations draw attention.
The Organization of the Islamic Conference has declared that ISIS has had no relationship with
Islam, and offenses which have been done against the people from other religions are considered as
unacceptable crimes.35
Egypt's highest religious authority, Grand Mufti of Al-Azhar has considered ISIS as a threat to
Islam, and a degenerated organization.36 Arab League has vigorously condemned the crimes of ISIS
against humanity.37 President of religious affairs of Turkey stated that ISIS’s proclamation of Caliphate
and its actions are unacceptable.38 The Council of American Islamic Relations has expressed in its
statements on July 7, August 11 and 20 that “ISIS does not represent İslam”.39
Islamic society of North America, the Muslim Council of the United Kingdom, 100 Shi'ite and
Sunni imams in the United Kingdom, High Religious Authority of Saudi Arabia have made statements
denouncing ISIS and rejecting Caliphate, in a similar way.40
Also, an 18-page announcement which refusing Caliphate of ISIS and denouncing its actions, was
released by the distinguished clergy who have been living in Islamic countries and other
Muslim-majority populated countries on September 24, 2014. Announcement was signed by 120
religious clergymen from 24 countries including Turkey. On the other hand, while publications and
programs that try to justify and show ISIS legitimate as a Sunni resistance, have been attracting the
attentions on the newspapers and TV channels in August and September, then the news of denouncing
ISIS and revealing the brutality and violence of the organization began to come forward in October and
November.
This change shows, in an aspect, the effectiveness of the size of the information warfare of the
U.S. strategy in global and regional scale.
In an environment which The United States has been increasing the air efforts gradually, running
the local radio and TV channels also faces difficulties for ISIS. The superiority of strategic
communications and informatics of the United States and her coalition partners allows ISIS no way,
except creating horror and fear and pressure to local people.
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11.

Limitation and debilitation of ISIS by the air and ground operations
a. Air Operations
The air operations against ISIS started on August

8 and have been continuing for almost four months in
Iraq. And in Syria, the operations started on
September 24, cocurrently the siege of Kobane by ISIS
and completed the second month. It can be observed
that the center of gravity of the air operations have
varied depending on the areas and density of the
ISIS’s attacks from the 8th of August to present time.
(An-3)41
While the Mosul region has been the priority for the air operations of the United States in midAugust, in order to rescue the Mosul Dam from ISIS, allocation of air efforts began to be shared among
the targets in Iraq and Syria since September 24, when the air operations began in Syria.
Totally 964 air strikes have been conducted during the air operations between August 8 and
November 28. 534 of them were aimed to the objectives in Iraq and 432 in Syria. Primarily regions have
been sequenced as; Vicinity of Mosul, Baiji, vicinity of Kirkuk, west of Arbil, north and west of
Baghdat, Haditha, Hit, Fallujah, Ramadi in Iraq; and Kobane, Ar-Raqqah, Deir ez-Zor, Hasaka, north
and west of Aleppo in Syria. Kobane area is in the first row with about 260 strike, and Mosul is in the
second with 160 strikes, in both theatres.
An intensive support has been provided to Kobane in October, and nearly all air efforts have
been allocated to Kobane between5-20 October. Air efforts have begun to be balanced again between
Iraq and Syria following the days of airborne delivery of weapons and ammunition by the United
States to PYD on October 19. However Kobane region has been maintaining its first priority position,
within general of Iraq and Syria up to present day.
Ar-Raqqah, Deir ez-Zor and Hasaka also attract attention in Syria. No-fly zone has been
becoming “de facto”reality by means of the air operations conducted by coalition almost every day in
these areas.
It is seen that the air operations in Syria aims to realize two main purposes;
(1) To prevent ISIS reinforcements reaching Kobane,
(2) Separation of ISIS’s forces located in Syria and Iraq by means of controlling Syria-Iraq border
and Syria-Iraq main transport lines, thus preventing the transfer of forces and neutrailizing them by
isolation.
It is expressed in the report of the Central Strategy Institute dated October 08, 2014 and
numbered 0003 that the United States may have agreed indirect/implicitly with the Assad regime for
the air operations carried out in Syria.42 Syrian government’s unresponsive attitude without a serious
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reaction to massive air attacks in October and November has been confirming this claim. The main
reason of this unresponsiveness is that Assad regime benefits from the ISIS’s kept under pressure. The
advancas of Syrian security forces in Aleppo in October and November and both the Free Syrian Army
and Islamic Front’s losing of positions are remarkable indicators. The U.S. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff also stated that Assad has been taking indirectly advantage of the operations carried out
against ISIS in Syria.43
It is seen that the main effort of the air operations within Iraq is aimed at the elimination of ISIS
thread toward Dam and oil reserves of Mosul, Dam and refinery of Baiji, Haditha Dam, Kirkuk region,
and Baghdat. Also targets which are oriented for controlling Syria-Iraq border are choosen.
The air strikes which have had priority to aim at the oil facilities that ISIS has been using in
August and September, seem to be continuing but relatively decreased in October and November. It is
assessed that the main reason of this is the declining of the amount of targets.
Among the selected targets, it has been seen seen that the air defence weapons were a small
number. This shows that ISIS could not engendered an air-defense threat yet and continued to be
sensitive against air attacks. Besides, it is an important indicator that the United States and other
countries participating in the air campaign have not lost any aircraft, through the four-month period.
The operations began with 3-5 air strikes a day on August 8, but this number get started to reach
to 30 a day, as the amount of participating countries escalated to 12. The U.S. who began calculating the
cost of the air campaign from the first day, is considered partially relieved.
Air campaign is continuing without feeling a need to any of the air fields located in Turkey
including İncirlik, as particularly highlighted at the reports of the Central Strategy Institute, titled
“Dimensions of the Possible Campaign Against ISIS: Strategies, Risks, Recommendations"44

and

“Evaluation of the Air Campaign of the U.S. and Coalition Against ISIS”. The U.S. does not have a
pointed demand on this issue in recent months.
b. Ground Operations
While the air operations against ISIS has been continuing, Peshmerghes (inside/in support; PKK
and PJAK) Shiite militia and a small number of Sunni Tribal forces have been fighting on the ground.
And in Syria, direct struggle has been carried out by the PKK/PYD and Peshmerghe forces which
arrived as reinforcements because of the siege of Kobane, and Free Syrian Army (FSA). A brief
summary about the flow of the ground operations are given in the subsequent paragraph.
ISIS's successes have continued until July and mid-August in Iraq. Iraqi security forces which
began to recover with support of the air operations since mid-August have started to provide balance
with the backing of Peshmerghe, Shiite militias, and the PKK.
A joint force, composed of Iraqi security forces, Peshmerghe and Shiite militias succeeded a
breakthrough maneuver towards the siege of ISIS at Amerli residential unit of Salahaddin province on
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August 29-31,45 and afterwards, headed towards ISIS positions in Tikrit with the acquired momentum
and moral.46
On the other hand Iraqi security forces and Sunni tribal militias launched two operations
concurrently between the districts of Hafajiyah and Barwana in Haditha region on September 6-7.
Hamza brigades of the Sunni tribal forces encircled Hafajiyah while Iraqi security forces have been
wiping out Barwana. The U.S. has provided close air support for the operation. Haditha operation
constituted an example as the first joint and combined operation, for the subsequent similar operations
after the rising of ISIS in Iraq.
Peshmerghe launched an advance operation concurrently with the Haditha operation, in the
eastern and southeastern regions of Mosul with the air support of the United States in September 5-7
(For the air operations on September 5-7, see An-1).
Abovementioned operations can be considered as an important turning point for the ground
operations against ISIS. It has been started to be pressurized from the north and south, with the
simultaneous operations.47 U.S. advisors have played a lead role for the planning and the coordination
of such a complicated operation.
Iraqi security forces took the Kirkuk-Baghdad road under control and opened to transportation
on September 17.48
ISIS organized an attack to Adala prison in Baghdad on September 18, however has been
repelled.49 Peshmerghe and the Sunni tribes have organized a joint operation to Iraq-Syria border town
Rabia with the U.S. air support and cleaned the region from ISIS.50
At the beginning of October intense attacks of ISIS has been seen. ISIS captured a portion of the
town of Hit in Anbar province on October 2, approached to Ramadi and has started to threaten
Baghdad from the west. ISIS came nearer as close as 40 km to Baghdad on October 7, and conducted
well-organized operations to take control of the Euphrates River Valley.51
Violent clashes occurred around Kirkuk in Northern Iraq between ISIS and Peshmerghe on
October 11-12, ISIS attacks could be halted with difficulty by PKK-supported Peshmerghe and close air
support of the U.S.52
Iraqi security forces have captured the residential unit Jurf al-Sakhar in the north of Babylon, one
of the regions in which ISIS’s social basement has been the most powerful among others, by conducting
an operation on October 24, and approaced to Anbar. ISIS has kidnapped 250 people from Albu Nimr
tribe, which has been prepared to fight against the organization and given support to Iraqi security
forces, and killed 150 of them on October 30. Two Sunni Tribes have started to struggle with each other
in the region, and 150 youngsters from the Albu Nimr tribe have been killed by Albu Asaf militias.53
In Anbar and Hit provinces, 600 militias from Albu Nimr, Albu Mahal, Karabla tribes, all of
whom were fighting against ISIS, have been started to be armed by the Iraqi security forces on
November 6. A Local Protection Unit which was also called as Peace Brigade of Sadr and consisting of
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3000 Shiite militias, was transferred to the region on November 7 and joint operation of the Shiite
militias and Sunni Tribes against ISIS has started.54
On the other hand, Iraq security forces have continued to win conflicts in Baiji. ISIS-controlled
Baji has begun to be encircled as of November 17.55
ISIS-controlled areas began to decline as of early December. Mosul as the general area, Hawija in
southwest Kirkuk, east of Tikrit, Iraq-Syria border from south of Sinjar and the area remaining in the
west of Haditha are under ISIS control. It has been controlling the center of Mosul and Mosul-Baghdad
Highway down to Baiji in the 50 km south. Rest of the Mosul-Baghdad Highway is also unsecure.
Baghdad-Jordan and Baghdad-Syria transport lines are largely under the control of ISIS.
Kirkuk is totally captured by Peshmerghe. Peshmerghe has been seen in tendency to advance to
the southwest of Arbil, south of Mosul and Kanakin in the south east. There is no area which is
controlled by Turkomans.
As a result of the clashes carried out on the ground, ISIS forces began to be isolated between the
north of Baghdad-Kirkuk- Haditha areas, and small cubbies have been formed. In the coming period,
completely capturing of these cubbies by Iraqi security forces, Peshmerghe, Shia militias and with a
small-probability, Sunni tribes; embroiling of ISIS troops into the local community after being
dissolved and appeal terrorist acts with the ascending violence, but with a smaller dimension, are
considered quite possible.
c. The Effects of the Campaign and ISIS's Losses
At this stage it is impossible to determine the
effects of the campaigne on ISIS statistical and
mathematically. The United States is also not able to
assess the damage accurately, and just hit targets are
given in CENTCOM’s reports.
However, it is possible to make a casualty and
damage assessment in the air operations within a
specific

interval

of

credence,

by

taking

into

consideration the effects of the air strike, and the
amounts of the personnel which might have been situated in each of the targets, if the numbers and
types of the hit targets accepted as correct data.
ISIS’s causalties and damages between August 8 and October 7 were calculated in the
abovementioned approach in the report of the Central Strategy Institute, titled as “Evaluation of the
Air Campaign of the U.S. and Coalition against ISIS”.56 It is evaluated that 35-40 tanks, 30-35 Humvees
and around 500 other vehicles (armored and/or weaponized vehicles, trucks and others) of ISIS have
been destroyed or damaged, 20-30 oil refineries were hit, 5-10 ammunition depots and around 40-50
crew-served heavy weapons were destroyed in this period. ISIS’s causalties have been calculated
around 1.500-2.000.
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Additional 700 air strikes have been carried out between October 7 and November 28. This
number is almost twice as much of the previous period. ISIS also has had significant losses in the
ground operations outlined above. Thereby total damage of ISIS is estimated as; nearly 90-100 tanks
and humvees, around 700 other vehicles, almost 50 oil refineries, 80-90 crew-served heavy weapons
and 20-30 ammunition dumps, 60-70 command-control and accomodation buildings, 40-50 oil facilities
and tankers.
Large losses of ISIS expressed with the double-digit rates within the operations in the last
periods, have been reflected in the press. It is claimed that total 1,200 people have lost their lives in
Kobane/Syria during the two-month conflict, and at least 712 of those were ISIS militants who were
shot by PYD in the clashes.57

Table-1 Types of Hit Targets in the Air Operations
(8 August - 28November 2014)
Type of target

Total

Tank
Armoured Vehicle
(including Humvees
Earth Movers
Other Vehicles
Artillery/Mortar
Position of weapon

Type of target

30
70

Position/Bunker

25
700
60
40

Check Point
Group of Militants
Oil facility/Refinery
Ammonition Depot

Building/barracks

Total

110
70
70
60
40-50
20-30

Taking into account of the hit targets during the air operations, ISIS’s causalties are evaluated in
the range of 3,500-5,000, and this amount corresponds to 15-20 percent of its personnel. The target
types which were hit primarily during the air operations are presented in Table-1. 58
The primary objectives of the United States have continued to remain on ISIS's mobility, heavy
weapons and the sources of income.
A high-profile target type at Table-1, is earth moving machines such as bulldozer, digger, and
dump truck. These targets have started to emerge from mid-October onwards, and especially
concentrated in Mosul and Baiji regions in Iraq in November. The intensively use of these machinery
shows that ISIS has begun preparations for the defence in the positions which it could hold, thereby its
momentum of offens has started to decline.
Information about that ISIS leader Al-Baghdadi has wounded heavily in the U.S. air strikes
around Fallujah and died afterwards, appeared in media coverage.59 Such claims have been echoed in
early September but proved not right. U.S. officials avoid making any comment regarding the killing of
Al-Baghdadi, and the issue has not been confirmed by ISIS.
When approaching the end of the first four-month period of operations against ISIS, it is possible
to say that the organisation's co-ordinated offensive capacity is significantly damaged, and Syria-Iraq
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link has been limited. It is evaluated that ISIS could lose the regions which it controls, such as Mosul,
Fallujah and Ramadi in the short and medium term, unless the flow of the operation has not been
changed. In other regions, it is a rational option for the ISIS forces which were squeezed in cubbies, to
appeal terrorist acts in suitable opportunities by means of embroiling the local community.
Theoretically, it is considered as the most dangerous course of action that, ISIS’s capturing
Bagdat with offensive operations by means of aggregating all of the forces situated in Iraq, and with
the reinforcements that it can bring from Syria, and establishing a defence here, in accordance with the
principles of the defence in the urban areas. However, this course of action is of low probability in
practice, due to the lack of air power and air defense, loss of a part of its mobility, as well as reinforcing
of Baghdad by Iran and Shiite militias.
Despite an important loss around Kobane/Syria, ISIS has been able to protect its power. Together
with the training of moderate opponents by the U.S., it is estimated that ISIS will suffer heavy
casualties when the ground operation is launched also in Syria, in 2015.
ISIS has been paying a heavy price for passing to strategic balance and the assault phases earlier
then it should. ISIS is no longer able to shorten its lines which extended at one time with the abundance
of weapons/equipment, sources of income, and enlisted personnel; and assemble its troops dispersed
both countries; since its strategic multipliers begin to melt.
Completely collapse at a point is also considered possible. This point is estimated as the end of
2015, or early 2016.
However, as it loses its offensive and defensive power, it is seen possible that ISIS could appeal
terrorist acts inside Iraq and/or in neighbouring countries, and even in western countries. In this
context, Turkey comes at the top of the high-risk countries.
12.

Weak Points in Implementation of the U.S. Strategy
The U.S. strategy is an approach based on her

own capacity, risk assessments, her priorities in other
regions and lessons learned from the occupations of
Afghanistan and Iraq. The USA believes that ISIS is
not a problem of her but a problem of the region and
expects the regional countries to understand this fact
and make efforts in this direction.
At this point begins the problem regarding the countries in the region. None of the countries of
the region alone have the capacity to solve the ISIS problem. Regional powers Iran, Turkey and Saudi
Arabia's acting together is not considered possible yet, except limited issues. Egypt is outside of the
process since she is busy with the rebuilding of the state of her own for now. Iraq has lost the quality of
being a regional power aftermath of 2003. While the Gulf Countries (other than Saudi Arabia) do not
have an important capacity except for their financial power, Qatar differs from Saudi Arabia in
policies.
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The U.S.’s rapprochement with Iran explicitly, and her continuing cooperation with Syria
implicitly, have been worrying the countries (especially Saudi Arabia) that make up their policy over
the dismissal of Assad. The United States on the one hand, maintaining the fight against ISIS, on the
other hand, has been working to fix the security concerns of the regional countries. And this bedevils
her to implement a more effective strategy against ISIS.
On the other hand, the United States is to convince Russia. Therefore she feels the need for
balancing the impact of campaign against ISIS on Assad's regime.
Obama administration could not satisfy the public opinion about ISIS strategy inside the US.
Republicans has not been considering the strategy as decisive, and have been expecting a harder and
comprehensive approach. Republicans’ majority at the House of Representatives and in the Senate,
puts the Obama administration on the spot, and the two-headed U.S. decision-making system affect the
implementation of the strategy negatively.
The United States has failed creating reliable partners for the ground operations when necessary,
and ultimately. She is to rely on Iraqi security forces and Peshmerghe.
13.

Effects and Reflections of the Operations against ISIS
Phenomenon of ISIS and conducted counter operations have been causing important regional

impacts and critical reflections to Turkey. A separate report is being prepared on the subject. However
it is considered beneficial to touch the main points.
ISIS differs from the other radical Islamist organizations, in regard to the controlling a particular
piece of territory, and comprising the capacity and intention for expanding it. This character of ISIS
contains a potential which can alter balances of power in its vicinity, particularly in Iraq and Syria.
Therefore, it has been inviting the regional actors mainly Iran, Turkey and Saudi Arabia to a tight
struggle and triggering regional and local dynamics.
Assad regime benefits the phenomenon of ISIS and counter campaign in Syria. On the one hand
the U.S.-Syria rapprochement could be started by allowing the campaign and sharing intelligence with
the U.S, on the other hand, Assad administration has been gaining strength against opponents. Besides
the lengthening the Assad regime’s life, his winning the victory is a scenario, considered worthy to
discuss. These possibilities affect Turkey exceedingly.
In this context a new wave of immigration, maybe counted with millions especially from the
region of Aleppo, comprises serious risks which would
exceed the capacity of Turkey and affect her internal
dynamics. The risks have been increased further since
Turkey's safe zone/ buffer zone demands are not met in the
international environment.
The clashes and controversies between KDP, PUK,
PYD/ PKK and the Goran movement have softened in both
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Northern Iraq and northeastern Syria because of the increasing threat of ISIS during this period and
directed toward the partial cooperation.
However, unwillingness of KDP to send help although PYD has been stranded against ISIS in
Kobane and faced the risk of total destruction, and the efforts of PYD to create a perception of being
reluctant for the acceptance of the Peshmerghe, illustrates the depth of the conflict between the
Kurdish groups.
As the political situation dictated in Syria in 2012, PKK has found the opportunity to withdraw a
number of its elements from Turkey and Iran without suffering casualties, and to seize the areas which
Assad regime evacuated, by means of reinforcing the northeast Syria, while remaining undisturbed at
its bases in Kandil. This strategy is consistent and successful in its own right. On the other hand, this is
interesting in terms of showing the main goal of PKK within the “resolution process”. As long as the
crisis continue in Iraq and Syria, PKK’s standing away from a real peace is not surprising. The mild
messages of the United States towards PKK and her start to establish relationship with the PYD have
been emerging as another important factor which increase the self-confidence of the PKK.
Peshmerghe’s involving as one of the partners in the strategy against ISIS and PKK’s existence
inside/near Peshmerghe in conjunction with PJAK in Iraq, and the roles of "victimhood", "righteous
resistance", "heroism” and “Savior" which all built upon PYD/PKK's struggle afterwards the ISIS’s
siege of Kobane in Syria comprise important effects for the resolution process.
PKK now believes that “it is the most reliable partner of the United States in the fight against
ISIS”, and the attitudes and practices of the U.S. officials also support this idea. Removal of the PKK
from the list of terrorist organizations of the U.S., even Turkey also necessitate for doing the same, has
been discussing seriously.
On the other hand, PKK has significantly increased the number of personnel with the new
participants particularly due to the Kobane crisis. Now, the assumption of “PKK's possessing of 3,0005,000 terrorists” must be met with caution. PKK has largely benefited from the direct (those dropped to
PYD from the air in Kobane) and indirect (those passed to PKK from the aids to Peshmerghe) military
aids by the U.S. and other countries. It is claimed that currently the total personnel strength of
PKK/PYD has reached 40-50 thousand.60 It is seen remarkable that the quantity expressed here, has
overlapped the quantity in the Ocalan’s threat61 that leaked to press as “Minutes of Imrali” in March
2013, which was mentioning that PKK was to start a "people's war" with 50 thousand, in case the
demands were not met.
Within the current regional environment, another
notable matter is that disarming the PKK has been
separated as the “domestic” and “abroad” in the scope of
the "resolution process", thus tried to be inapplicable in
practice,
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The U.S.-Iran rapprochement sits at the top of the changes caused by ISIS. Iran has been coming
out of the ISIS crisis with getting stronger, and her influence on Assad regime in Syria and Shiites and
Kurds in Iraq has been increasing.
Saudi Arabia perceives threat from the U.S.-Iran rapprochement. It has been discussed that Saudi
Arabia and Gulf countries as well as with other Sunni countries such as Morocco and Jordan can
reestablish a new security structure by solving interior disputes themselves. In this context, the
scenarios about transforming the Gulf Cooperation Council into a political and/or military structure as
“Peninsula Shield Force” similar to NATO, an “Arabic NATO” in a sense, have been taking the
priority.
These types of scenarios and diverse set of dynamics are pointing to a new struggle for balance of
power in the Middle East, in this context; Turkey, Iran and Saudi Arabia have been standing out as
fundamental actors, within the partial cooperation opportunities and serious conflict environment.
14.

Epilogue
The four-month interim report scorecards of the strategy which built under the leadership of the

United States against ISIS, consists of weak, average and good results in terms of herself and its
partners. Scorecard is shown in Table 2 below. The weak areas in the scorecard contribute to ISIS’s
power, durability and the chaos created by it.
The three areas seen as “weak areas” in the table actually constitute the weakest points of the U.S.
strategy. The success of the struggle has been getting harder unless the conflict areas between the
Central Government and the Sunni / Kurdish groups in Iraq are eliminated, and the isolation of ISIS
from the Sunni tribes is achieved.
On the other hand, to overcome the difficulty of finding partners against ISIS in Syria is not
considered possible in short term. Under these circumstances, despite the weakening of ISIS
increasingly by the air and ground operations, it is assessed likely to be a force that continues to
influence the regional dynamics in the short and medium term.
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Table 2. : Evaluation of Encountering Strategy

Against ISIS
S.
Nu

1

2
3
4

5
6
7
8
9

ABD’nin IŞİD ile Mücadele Stratejisi Unsurları
To constitute and resume inclusionary international/regional
coalition
Acquisition of combat effectiveness to Iraqi security forces and
Peshmerghe
Creating reliable partners to fight against ISIS in Syria
Elimination of tension between the central government and
Sunni and Kurdish groups in Iraq
Isolation of ISIS from the Sunni tribes
Eradication of ISIS’s sources of income
Blocking the joining of foreign fighters
Neutralizing ISIS’s propaganda and counter propaganda
Limitation and debilitation of ISIS by the air and ground
operations

Durum
Good

Fair
Poor
Poor

Poor
Fair
Fair
Fair
Good

Annexes:
An-1: Countries Participating the Coalition Against ISIS
An-2: Provided Support to Central Government of Iraq and Peshmerghe in the U.S. Operations Against
ISIS
An-3: ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of the U.S. and Coalition
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An-1: Countries Participating the Coalition against ISIS 62

1

Region
Middle East

2

Europa

3
4

North America
Central and South
America
Asia-Pacific

5
6
7

Africa
İnternational/Regional
Organizations

Countries
Bahrain, The United Arab Emirates, Iraq, Qatar, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Saudi Arabia, Oman, Jordan
Germany, Albania, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Finland,
France, Georgia, United Kingdom, Ukraine, Turkey, Spain,
Sweden, Slovakia, Slovenia, Serbia, Romania, Poland,
Portugal, Norway, Latvia, Macedonia, Moldova, Montenegro,
Netherlands, Luxembourg, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Kosovo,
Lithuania, Ireland, Italy, Estonia, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech
Republic, Denmark
USA, Canada
Taiwan, Singapore, South Korea, New Zealand, Japan,
Australia
Morocco, Egypt, Somalia
Arab League, NATO, The European Union

An-2: Provided Support to Central Government of Iraq and Peshmerghe in the U.S. Operations
against ISIS
Country
Provided Support to Peshmerghe
1
USA
Started supplying ammunition and sending weapons and equipment to
Peshmerghe directly, as of August 5.63
On the same days, the United States has sent anti-tank weapons and long-range
artillery to destroy the U.S. originated tanks and armored vehicles which
were captured by ISIS.64
2
United
Has been supplying weapons and ammunition to Peshmerghe from the air in
Kingdom
Northern Iraq. For this purpose, She carries out activities by the logistics
team located in Northern Iraq.65
3
Germany
Has sent trainers to train Peshmerghe.66 Germany has also provided rifles,
machine guns, guided anti tank weapons, night-vision weapons, armored
vehicles, radios and personal military equipment. Ammunition of the
weapons has also been given. In this context, 10,000 hand grenades and 3
million infantry rifle and machine gun ammunition are noteworthy.67
4
Australia
Has been helping Peshmerghe with sending weapons and ammunition by the
RAAF's C-17 and C-130J cargo planes.68
Also 200 special forces personnel help Peshmerghe as military advisors.69
5

Croatia

Has been supplying weapons and ammunition. Croatia's help is considered
important because of that the Peshmerghe troops are based on the Russian
originated weapons and equipment.70
A-1
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An-2: Provided Support to Central Government of Iraq and Peshmerghe in the U.S. Operations
against ISIS (continued)
Country

Provided Support to Iraqi Security Forces

1

USA

USA began sending military and specially trained staff to Iraq under the
name of "consultant" as from June 2014. Raised her military personnel
from 180 to 480 in Baghdad. These personnel have been employed to
protect the U.S. staff and facilities, and Baghdad airport. This number has
started to increase in July and August.
Additional 1600 personnel (special forces, Marine Corps) have been
initiated to be sent in September. Half of this personnel is in the role of
securityand the other half is "consultant" and “trainer”.71
The number of the U.S. consultants and trainers was started to be raised
to three thousand since November 2014.72
100 Special Forces personnel have been sent to Baghdad as military
advisors and trainers.73

2

Canada

3

Denmark

4
5

New Zealand
Spain

6

Norway

Sent 10 personnel, and declared to send additional personnel.75.
Provided air transportation support, base facilities, weapons and
ammunition.76
Has sent 120 consultants and trainers.77

Other
countries

Germany and Italy have been known to provide the material support.
However, the quantity is unknown.

Has sent 120 consultants and trainers.74

An-3 : ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of U.S. and Coalition78
Participants
Date
of Air
Hit ISIS Targets
Operations
In Syria: A position around Kobane, an assembly area; A group of
Coalition
militants at the vicinity of Haley.
In Iraq: Five shelters, four vehicles, an earth moving machine, a
position, five groups of militants around Kirkuk; five vehicles, a
26-28
heavy weapon, two groups of militants around Mosul; a group of
November
Coalition
militants at the vicinity of Ramadi; seven vehicles around Rutbah; a
group of militants at the vicinity of Fallujah; a position, an armoured
vehicle near Al Qaim; a group of militants, a vehicle and a building
around Baiji.
In Syria: A position, five groups of militants four assembly areas, six
Coalition
positions around Kobane.
24-26
In Iraq: An earth moving machine, two vehicles, three buildings, a
November
group of militants around Mosul; a tank, a Humvee, a vehicle in the
Coalition
north of Sinjar; a check point in the northeast of Ramadi; two vehicles
in the west of Baiji.

A-2

Central Strategy Institute
Report-005 | An Interim (Four Months) Evaluation of Operations against ISIS | 04.12.2014

An-3 : ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of U.S. and Coalition (Continued)

Date

21-24
November

Participants
of Air
Operations
USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab

Coalition

USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab

19-21
November

Coalition

USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab
17-19
November
Coalition

USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab

14-17
November

Coalition

Hit ISIS Targets
In Syria: Seven combat positions, three assembly areas, in Kobane; a
headquarters building around Ar-Raqqah.
In Iraq: A check point, three Humvees, a group of militants, a heavy
weapon around Mosul; a mortar, an artillery piece, two vehicles, a
building, a group of militants near Al Asad; a building, three vehicles,
a Humvee around Baghdad; two vehicles in Ramadi, a mortar around
Telafar, a position in Fallujah, a vehicle near the Hit.
In Syria: Four assembly areas, two buildings, two vehicles around
Kobane; a barracks around Ar-Raqqah.
In Iraq: Four buildings, a shelter, two vehicles, five small groups of
militants, a checkpoint near Baiji. Two barracks, a shelter, a
warehouse, a guard team, eight armored vehicles at the parking lot, a
truck, two small groups of militants near Sinjar. Five shelters, two
vehicles, a small group of militants in the west of Kirkuk. Four
vehicles, a building, three small groups of militant near El Asad. A
guard tower, a vehicle, two small groups of militants near Mosul. A
vehicle, a small group of militants, an armored vehicle, a building
near Ramadi. ISIS-controlled airport in Telafar.
In Syria: Three combat positions, an assembly area, three buildings,
and three groups of militants in Kobane. An oil collecting point in the
south of Hasaka. An assembly area of Khorasan group in the
northwestern part of Haram.
In Iraq: Two positions, seven assembly areas, a mortar, two earth
moving machines around Kirkuk. Five groups of militants, Handmade explosive production site, a mortar, an artillery piece, three
vehicles, a building. Three groups of militants, a building, a vehicle
around Baiji. A militant group near Fallujah.
In Syria: Eight positions, four assembly areas, a militant group around
Kobane. An oil collecting plant, a tank near Deir-ez-zor.
In Iraq: Nine trucks, three earth moving machines, a tactical vehicle,
near Rutbah. Two vehicles and two earth moving machines around
Fallujah. An earth moving machine, a group of militants in southeast
of Mosul Dam.
Two group of militants, a vehicle, a position in western Mosul. A
militant group, two tanks around Kirkuk. A vehicle in the southwest
of Al Qaim. A militant group in Telafar. Three groups of militants, a
tank, a vehicle, four positions around Baiji.
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An-3 : ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of U.S. and Coalition (Continued)

Date

Participants
of Air
Operations
USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab

12-14
November
Coalition

10-12
November

USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab

Coalition
USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab
7-10
November
Coalition

USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab
5-7
November

Coalition
USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab

3-5
November

Coalition

Hit ISIS Targets
In Syria: 10 groups of militants, 10 positions, a building, two
vehicles, a motorcycle around Kobane; a training camp in the east
of Ar-Raqqah, an oil collecting facility in the east of Deir-ez-zor;
members of the Horasan group in the west of Aleppo.
In Iraq: Four groups of militants and a vehicle in the south of
Kirkuk; two groups of militants, a heavy machine gun, a shelter, a
vehicle in the west of Kirkuk; three vehicles in the west of Baiji;
thirteen vehicles, two earth moving machines near Rutbah; two
groups of militant, a vehicle near Baiji; a group of militant near
Fallujah; a group of militant in the east of Mosul.
In Syria: Eight groups of militants, three positions, a logistics
facility, near Kobane; an oil collection point in the south of Hasaka,
another oil collection point and a group of militants, a vehicle in the
northeast of Deir-ez-zor.
In Iraq: A group of militants around Kirkuk, three groups of
militants two buildings, a sniper position, two vehicles, a mortar
and an artillery piece near Baiji.
In Syria: A vehicle, five groups of militants, an ammunitions depot,
a command and control facility, seven positions near Kobane; two
oil distribution points in the southeast of Deir-ez-zor.
In Iraq: Three group of militants, a sniper position, two vehicles
around Baiji, two groups of militants, an air defense gun in Fallujah,
a convoy consists of 11 armored vehicles near Mosul; an armored
vehicle, two control points in Al Qaim; two Humvees in the 40 km
southwest of Haditha; a group of militants around Ramadi; a check
point in Rutbah.
In Syria: Three groups of militants, seven positions, an artillery
piece in Kobane; weapon storage around Tel Abyad.
In Iraq: Two earth moving machines around Fallujah; a group of
militants and a building near Baiji; a vehicle around Ramadi; A
group of militants, two vehicles in the southeast of Fallujah four
vehicles in the northwest Haditha.
In Syria: A group of militants, two positions, an earth moving
machine around Kobane; a mortar in the north of Sinjar.
In Iraq: Two buildings around Mosul; Two groups of militants, a
vehicle, a shelter and an air-defense gun around Baiji; a group of
militants, a vehicle around Fallujah; a vehicle, a checkpoint around
Ramadi; a group of militants, an armored vehicle in the north of
Sinjar.
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An-3 : ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of U.S. and Coalition (Continued)
Participants
Date
of Air
Hit ISIS Targets
Operations
USA,UAE,
In Syria: A position, a group of militants, two buildings in Kobane;
Saudi Arab
a building in Deir-ez-zor.
2-3
In Iraq: A position, a group of militants, a vehicle around Baiji; a
November
Coalition
group of militants, six earth moving machines around Fallujah; five
vehicles around Rutbah.
USA,UAE,
In Syria: Five groups of militants, three vehicles in Kobane; a tank,
Saudi Arab
two vehicles in Deir-ez-zor.
1-2
November
In Iraq: A group of militants around Baiji; a group of militants in
Coalition
the southeast of Fallujah.
USA,UAE,
In Syria: Four positions, a building in Kobane.
Saudi Arab
30-31
In Iraq: A group of militants around Fallujah; a group of militants
October
Coalition
near Baiji; a checkpoint, a vehicle around Al Qaim; a group of
militants, three buildings in the north of Tikrit.
In Syria: Two groups of militants, seven positions, five buildings
USA,UAE,
around Kobane; headquarters building in Deir-ez-zor; a building in
Saudi Arab
29-30
Ar-Raqqah.
October
In Iraq: A group of militants, a vehicle in Baiji; a checkpoint in the
Coalition
west of Ramadi.
USA
In Syria: An artillery piece in Kobane.
In Iraq: Two groups of militants, two buildings, two positions
24-25
around Baiji; five groups of militants, a building, six positions, four
October
Coalition
assembly area in the southeast of Mosul Dam; two groups of
militants, a vehicle, a position near Fallujah;
USA
In Syria: Three groups of militants, a vehicle in Kobane.
In Iraq: Two vehicles, a mortar in the southwest of Mosul Dam; two
23-24
groups of militants, a vehicle, a training facility in the south of the
October
Coalition
refinery of Baiji; two groups of militants, three vehicles near
Fallujah; five buildings near Zumar.
USA,UAE,
In Syria: A position, a vehicle, a command facility around Kobane;
Saudi Arab
an oil tank in the east of Deir-ez-zor.
22-23
In Iraq: Four groups of militants, a vehicle in the south of Mosul
October
Coalition
Dam; a position in the south of Baiji Dam; a building, a group of
militants, a training facility around Fallujah.
In Syria: A position, two vehicles, a building, a logistics facility
USA
around Kobane.
21-22
October
In Iraq: A group of militants, a mortar, three vehicles, a large
Coalition
number of positions around Mosul Dam.
USA
In Syria: A position, a building, a group of militants near Kobane.
20-21
In Iraq: A position in the south of Baiji; a position in the southeast of
October
Coalition
the Mosul Dam; close air support to Iraqi security forces in the
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19-20
October

USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab
USA, France,
United King.

south of Fallujah.
In Syria: A position, a mortar, a vehicle, weapons and equipment
package which the USA aircrafts dropped to PYD and captured by
ISIS around Kobane. Also weapons and equipment packages were
dropped to PYD by U.S. aircrafts.
In Iraq: A group of militants, three vehicles in the southeast of
Fallujah; a group of militants, two buildings, three vehicles, seven
boats in the south of Baiji.

An-3 : ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of U.S. and Coalition (Continued)

Date

Participants
of Air
Operations

USA
17-18
October
USA

16-17
October
15-16
October

USA
USA
USA
USA

14-15
October

13/14
October

USA
USA, Saudi
Arab

12/13
October

USA, Saudi
Arab

11/12
October

USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab
USA,
United
Kingdom

Hit ISIS Targets
In Syria: Two positions in Kobane; a mobile oil refinery in Deir-ez-zor;
an oil collection point and production equipment in the east of
Dhiban,
a mobile oil collection point in the northeast of Khusham; a mobile oil
collection point in the east of Sharra.
In Iraq: Two groups militants, an armored vehicle, a heavy weapon, a
machine gun, a building, three guard teams in the west of Baiji; a
building, a machine gun, a Humvee, three groups of militants in the
west of Mosul Dam.
In Syria: Three buildings, five positions, two vehicles in Kobane; oil
tanks and production equipment around Shadi.
In Iraq: An artillery piece, an ammunition depot a group of militants,
a vehicle in the west of Baiji.
In Syria: 19 buildings, two command post, three positions, three
sniper positions, an assembly area, a heavy machine gun in Kobane.
In Syria: A large number of positions, 16 buildings in Kobane.
In Iraq: An armoured vehicle, a guard post at the vicinity of Haditha
Dam; a building, a Humvee, a machine gun, an artillery piece around
Baiji.
In Syria: 10 assembly areas, three buildings, an armored vehicle, two
vehicles, two mortars and artillery piece in Kobane; mobile oil refinery
in Deir-ez-zor.
In Iraq: An armored vehicle and a vehicle in the southwest of Kirkuk.
In Syria: Three groups of militants, two assembly areas, a heavy
machine gun, five buildings in Kobane; a barracks in the northwest of
Ar-Raqqah.
In Syria: An armored vehicle in the northwest of Ar-Raqqah; a
position and an assembly area in Kobane.
In Iraq: Two armored vehicles in the southwest of Hit; a checkpoint a
group of militants, in the southwest of Kirkuk; an armored vehicle in
the northwest of Ramadi.
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USA
10/11
October

USA,
Netherlands
USA

09/10
October

USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab
USA

09
October

In Syria: A position, a command and control facility, a building, two
groups of militant, three vehicles in Kobane.
In Iraq: A group of militants, an armored vehicle in the north of
Telafar;
two groups of militants in the northwest of Hit.
Supply materials were dropped from the air by the U.S. aircrafts for
Iraqi security forces in Baiji region (36 containers).
In Syria: Two training facilities, three vehicles, two groups of
militants, one tank in Kobane; an armored vehicle in Deir-ez-zor; a
group of militants in Hasaka.
In Iraq: A group of militants, a building in Northwest Baghdad.
In Syria: Four buildings, a tank, a heavy machine gun, a combat
position, two small units around Kobane.
In Iraq: An armored vehicle, a shelter, an ammunition depot, two
small units in the south of Sinjar.

An-3 : ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of U.S. and Coalition (Continued)

Date

06-07
October

05-06
October

04-05
October

02-03
October
01-02
October

Participants
of Air
Operations

Hit ISIS Targets

In Syria: A variety of facilities and an assembly area in the west of
Hasaka; assembly area in the northeast of Deir-ez-zor; five vehicles, a
tank, a position near Kobane.
In Iraq: Four vehicles near Sinjar.
In Syria: A tank near the Takba airport in the west of Ar-Raqqah; two
USA
positions in the south of Kobane; a tank in the southeast of Deir-ezzor.
USA, Belgium In Iraq: Two small units, two mortars a concrete position in the
United King. northeast of Fallujah; a building in the west of Ramadi.
In Syria: Two tanks, a bulldozer, a vehicle in the northwest of AlUSA
Mayadin; a large unit, six weapon positions in the northwest of ArRaqqah.
In Iraq: Two mortars, ISIS troops in the northeast of Fallujah; two
USA
Humvees in the southeast of town of Hit; a Humvee in the northeast
of Sinjar.
In Syria: A base area in the south of Hasaka; two tanks in the
USA, UAE,
southeast of Deir-ez-zor; two modular oil refinery and a training
Saudi Arab.
camp in the north of Ar-Raqqah; A facility in the northeast of Aleppo.
In Iraq: Two armored vehicles in the north of Sinjar; a group of
USA
militants in the northeast of Fallujah.
In Syria: A checkpoint in Kobane; two tanks in the northwest of Sinjar
USA,BAE
and in the west of Ar-Raqqah; various facilities in the east of Aleppo.
USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab
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USA and
United
Kingdom

30
September01 October

USA
USA and
United
Kingdom

USA
29-30
September
USA

In Iraq: Four vehicles (two of them armored) in the northwest of
Baghdad; three Humvees (one destroyed, two damaged), five
vehicles (four of them armoured) and a building in the northwestern
part of Mosul; a vehicle was destroyed in the east of Fallujah; a
vehicle and a building in the west of Ramadi; a vehicle in the
northeast of Sinjar.
In Syria: A tank, an armored vehicle and an artillery piece near
Kobane.
In Iraq: Two armored vehicles, a building and two positions in the
northwest of Mosul; an armored car near Haditha Dam; two armored
vehicles in Northwest Baghdad.
In Syria: Two armored vehicles near Deir-ez-zor; an artillery piece, a
tank, three armed vehicles, two facilities, a surveillance point, four
positions near Sinjar; two artillery pieces, two rockets, at the hamlet
of El Duvud, close to the border with Turkey; four buildings in the
northeast of Aleppo.
In Iraq: Seven vehicles (one armored) in northwest Iraq; a position
and a vehicle near Mosul Dam; a vehicle in the northwest of
Baghdad; a checkpoint in the west of Falluja.

An-3 : ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of U.S. and Coalition (Continued)

Date

28-29
September

Participants
of Air
Operations
USA, UAE
and Jordan
USA

25-26
September
24-25
September
24
September
19
September
18-19
September

USA
USA
USA
USA,UAE,
Saudi Arab.
France
USA

Hit ISIS Targets
In Syria: A vehicle, an air defense artillery gun carrier in Deir-ez-zor; a
small airport and military base under the control of ISIS near Aleppo,
various facilities near Ar-Raqqah, logistics warehouses, vehicle
collection point in Manbij district.
In Iraq: Two vehicles around Kirkuk, Two vehicles near Mount Sinjar.
In Iraq: Three Humvees, four vehicle around Kirkuk; a bunker, a
command and control facility and four vehicles around Baghdad.
In Syria: Five tanks in south and southeast of Deir-ez-zor.
In Iraq: Positions and a vehicle in the west of Arbil; a tank, a Humvee,
three vehicles and positions in the South of Kirkuk; a Humvee, four
checkpoints, a position, two guard towers, and a command post in the
west of Baghdad.
In Syria: 12 modular oil refineries around Al-Mayadin Hasaka, and
Abu Kamal; a vehicle in Deir-ez-zor.
In Iraq: A position in the north of Mosul.
In Iraq: A supply boat and ISIS elements on the Euphrates in the west
of Baghdad.
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17-18
September

USA

16-17
September

USA

15-16
September
14-15
September
11-12
September
10-11
September
10
September
8-9
September
6
September

USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA
USA

In Iraq: A vehicle, two buildings and a camping area in the southeast
of Mosul; an ammunition depot in the southeast of Baghdad.
In Iraq: A vehicle in the northwest of Haditha Dam; two vehicles in
the northwest of Arbil; positions and camps in the southwest of
Baghdad and a supply boat on the Euphrates.
In Iraq: A vehicle and a position in the northwest of Arbil; a vehicle, a
small unit, a supply boat in the southwest of Baghdad.
In Iraq: Six vehicles near Sinjar; a position in the southwest of Baghdad
In Iraq: A tank, a Humvee, five vehicles and a checkpoint near Mosul
Dam.
In Iraq: Two machine guns and a concrete position near Mosul Dam.
In Iraq: A vehicle near Arbil.
In Iraq: 14 vehicles, two air defense weapons around Haditha Dam
In Iraq: Five Humvees, a vehicle, a check point and a position near
Haditha Dam; a Humvee near Mosul Dam.

An-3 : ISIS Targets Hit in the Air Operations of U.S. and Coalition (Continued)

Date
5-6
September
4-5
September
3-4
September
8-31
August

Participants
of Air
Operations
USA
USA
USA
USA

Hit ISIS Targets
In Iraq: Five Humvees, an APC, three trucks, a machine gun.
In Iraq: An observation point, a Humvee, two vehicles, three mortars
around Mosul Dam and Arbil
In Iraq: Two vehicles, an observation point around Mosul Dam.
In Iraq: A total of about 120 air strikes have been contucted, and the
targets were generally selected in Baghdad, Kirkuk, Mosul, Arbil and
Sinjar regions.
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