The latest News Around Us in July_03
Europe picks through rubble from deluge as death toll soars
AFP
Troops and firefighters scrambled through the night Saturday to find victims of the
devastation left by the worst floods to hit western Europe in decades, which have
already left more than 150 people dead and dozens more missing.

Bernd Lauter Streets in towns like Germany's Schuld are choked with debris from the
sudden floods.
Western Germany has suffered the most brutal impact of the deluge that also
pummelled Belgium, Luxembourg and the Netherlands, leaving streets and homes
submerged in muddy water and isolating entire communities.
With the death toll in Germany at 133 three days into the disaster, rescuers said far
more bodies were likely to be found in sodden cellars and collapsed homes as the
clean-up gets under way in earnest.

Gal ROMA Timeline of deadliest floods in Europe in the last 20 years.

A burst dam in the Heinsberg district 65 kilometres (40 miles) southwest of
Duesseldorf overnight prompted the emergency evacuation of hundreds of residents.

SEBASTIEN BOZON The town of Erftstadt was badly damaged by a landslide
triggered by the floods.
In Germany's worst-hit regions of North Rhine-Westphalia and Rhineland-Palatinate,
residents who fled the deluge were gradually returning to their homes and scenes of
desolation.
"Within minutes, a wave was in the house," said baker Cornelia Schloesser of the
torrents that arrived overnight Wednesday in the town of Schuld, carrying her
century-old family business with them.

Remko de Waal Brommelen in the Netherlands was flooded after a levee of the
Juliana Canal broke.

"It's all been a nightmare for 48 hours, we're going round in circles here but we can't
do anything," she said, surveying the heaps of twisted metal, broken glass and wood
that have piled up at her former storefront.

CHRISTOF STACHE Residents of Bad Neuenahr-Ahrweiler, western Germany, have
returned home to scenes of devastation after the worst floods in years.
- Immense task In some affected areas, firefighters, local officials and soldiers, some driving tanks,
have begun the colossal work of clearing the piles of debris clogging the streets.
"The task is immense," admitted Tim Kurzbach, mayor of Solingen, a city in the south
of the Ruhr area.
The real scale of the disaster is only now becoming clear, with damaged buildings
being assessed, some of which will have to be demolished, and efforts under way to
restore gas, electricity and telephone services.

CHRISTOF STACHE Western Germany faces a massive clean up from the floods
which have killed at least 108 people, with another 20 dead in Belgium.

The disruption to communication networks has complicated efforts to assess the
number still missing, and most roads in the submerged Ahr Valley are out of service.
"We have to assume we will find further victims," said Carolin Weitzel, mayor of
Erftstadt in North Rhine-Westphalia, which experienced a terrifying landslide
triggered by the floods.
Roger Lewentz, interior minister for Rhineland-Palatinate, told local media up to 60
people were believed to be missing. More than 600 were injured.
The government has said it is working to set up a special aid fund, with the cost of
damage expected to reach several billion euros (dollars).
Chancellor Angela Merkel, who returned Friday from a trip to Washington
overshadowed by the disaster, vowed to provide "short and long-term support from
the government" to stricken municipalities.
She has not yet travelled to the scene from the capital Berlin, but her spokesman said
Friday she was in close contact with regional leaders about "a visit soon to the scene
of the catastrophe".
- Focus on climate change With at least 133 dead, the devastating floods have put climate change back at the
centre of Germany's election campaign ahead of a September 26 poll marking the end
of Merkel's 16 years in power.

Sebastien SAUGUES Homes and bridges destroyed after fatal floods sweep Germany.
Germany "must prepare much better" in future, Interior Minister Horst Seehofer said,
adding that "this extreme weather is a consequence of climate change".
Armin Laschet from Merkel's Christian Democratic Union, the front runner to
succeed her after the election, spoke of "a disaster of historic proportions" for his
state of North Rhine-Westphalia and for Rhineland-Palatinate.

Greens candidate Annalena Baerbock broke off her summer holiday to head to the
afflicted area while the Social Democrats' flag bearer, Finance Minister Olaf Scholz,
promised "unbureaucratic aid".
News magazine Der Spiegel said the link between global warming and extreme
weather events like the massive rainfall in recent days that caused the floods would
train a spotlight on the candidates' response to climate change.

Provided by AFP Disastrous flooding flipped cars and forced people to wade across
underwater streets after heaving rain pummelled the Belgian city of Verviers.
Belgium has counted over a dozen deaths from the floods, whilst the floods cut out
electricity in the Wallonia region on the border with Germany. The army has been
sent to many of the country’s provinces to aid with the rescue effort.
"There will be affirmations in the coming days that it's not an issue for the campaign
but of course it is," it said, noting the expected rising frequency of natural disasters
due to the climate emergency.
"People want to know how politicians will lead them through something like this."
In neighbouring Belgium, the death toll jumped to 20 with more than 21,000 people
left without electricity in one region.
Luxembourg and the Netherlands were also hammered by heavy rains, inundating
many areas and forcing thousands to be evacuated in the city of Maastricht.
Luxembourg Prime Minister Xavier Bettel pledged an initial package of 50 million
euros ($59 million) in immediate aid to citizens who suffered losses in the floods.
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Oregon wildfire forms 'fire clouds' that pose danger below
Gillian Flaccus - Associated Press

PORTLAND, Ore. (AP) — Smoke and heat from a massive wildfire in southeastern
Oregon are creating giant “fire clouds” over the blaze — dangerous columns of
smoke and ash that can reach up to 6 miles (10 kilometers) in the sky and are visible
from more than 100 miles (160 kilometers) away.

Provided by Associated Press
In this photo taken with a drone provided by the Bootleg Fire Incident Command, a
pyrocumulus cloud, also known as a fire cloud, is seen over the Bootleg Fire in
southern Oregon on Wednesday, July 14, 2021.
Smoke and heat from a massive wildfire in southeastern Oregon are creating "fire
clouds" over the blaze — dangerous columns of smoke and ash that can reach up to
30,000 feet (9,144 meters) and are visible for more than 100 miles (160 kilometers)
away.
Authorities have put these clouds at the top of the list of the extreme fire behavior they
are seeing on the Bootleg Fire, the largest wildfire burning in the U.S. (Bootleg Fire
Incident Command via AP)
Authorities have put these clouds at the top of the list of the extreme fire behavior they
are seeing on the Bootleg Fire, the largest wildfire burning in the U.S. The inferno
grew Friday to about 75 square miles (194 square kilometers) larger than the size of
New York City and was raging through a part of the U.S. West that is enduring a
historic drought.

Provided by Associated Press
In this photo provided by the Oregon Office of State Fire Marshall, flames and smoke
rise from the Bootleg fire in southern Oregon on Wednesday, July 14, 2021. The
largest fire in the U.S. on Wednesday was burning in southern Oregon, to the
northeast of the wildfire that ravaged a tribal community less than a year ago.
The lightning-caused Bootleg fire was encroaching on the traditional territory of the
Klamath Tribes, which still have treaty rights to hunt and fish on the land, and
sending huge, churning plumes of smoke into the sky visible for miles. (John
Hendricks/Oregon Office of State Fire Marshal via AP)
The fire was so dangerous late Thursday and into Friday that authorities pulled out
crews. Meteorologists this week also spotted a bigger, more extreme form of fire
clouds — ones that can create their own weather, including “fire tornadoes."

Provided by Associated Press

In this photo provided by the Bootleg Fire Incident Command, columns of smoke from
the Bootleg Fire rise behind a water tender in southern Oregon on Friday, July 16,
2021.
Firefighters scrambled Friday to control a raging inferno in southeastern Oregon
that's spreading miles a day in windy conditions, one of numerous wildfires across the
U.S. West that are straining resources.
The Bootleg Fire, the largest wildfire burning in the U.S., has torched more than 377
square miles (976 square kilometers), and crews had little control of it. (Lisa
Chambers/Bootleg Fire Incident Command via AP)
Extreme fire behavior, including the formation of more fire clouds, was expected to
persist Friday and worsen into the weekend.
WHAT ARE ‘FIRE CLOUDS?’
Pyrocumulus clouds — literally translated as “fire clouds" — look like giant,
dirty-colored thunderheads that sit atop a massive column of smoke coming up from a
wildfire. Often the top of the smoke column flattens out to take the shape of an anvil.
In Oregon, fire authorities say the clouds are forming between 3 p.m. and 5 p.m. each
day as the sun penetrates the smoke layer and heats the ground below, creating an
updraft of hot air.
On this fire, crews are seeing the biggest and most dangerous clouds over a section of
wilderness that's made up mostly of dead trees, which burn instantly and with a lot of
heat.

Provided by Associated Press
In this photo provided by the Bootleg Fire Incident Command, smoke from the
Bootleg Fire rises behind the town of Bonanza, Ore., on Thursday, July 15, 2021.

For four days in a row, the Bootleg Fire has generated multiple fire clouds that rise
nearly 6 miles (10 kilometers) into the atmosphere and are “easily visible from 100 to
120 air miles away” (160 to 193 kilometers), authorities said Friday. The conditions
that create the clouds were expected to worsen over the weekend.
What’s the science behind these clouds?
When air over the fire becomes super-heated, it rises in a large column. As the air
with more moisture rises, it rushes up the smoke column into the atmosphere, and the
moisture condenses into droplets. That's what creates the “fire clouds” that look
much like the thunderheads seen before a big thunderstorm.
These clouds, however, hold more than just water. Ash and particles from the fire also
get swept into them, giving them a dark gray, ominous look.
Is there something even more dangerous than a ‘Fire Cloud’?
Yes. When a pyrocumulus cloud forms over a fire, meteorologists begin to watch
carefully for its big brother, the pyrocumulonimbus cloud.
NASA has called the latter the “fire-breathing dragon of clouds” because they are so
hot and big that they create their own weather.
In a worst-case scenario, fire crews on the ground could see one of the monster
clouds spawn a “fire tornado," generate its own dry lightning and hail — but no rain
— and create dangerous hot winds below. They can also send particulate matter from
the smoke column up to 10 miles (16 kilometers) above Earth's surface.
So far, most of the clouds on the Bootleg Fire have been the less-intense fire clouds,
but the National Weather Service on Wednesday spotted a pyrocumulonimbus cloud
forming on what it called “terrifying” satellite imagery.
“Please send positive thoughts and well wishes to the firefighters. ... It’s a tough time
for them right now,” the weather service said in a tweet.
How dangerous are these clouds?
Both types of fire clouds pose serious risks for firefighters. Multiple pyrocumulus
clouds have been spotted for four consecutive days, and one of them on the southern
flank of the fire partially collapsed Thursday, causing dangerous winds and embers to
fall on crews. That prompted the emergency evacuation of all firefighters and
dirt-moving equipment from that part of the fire line. Authorities say there have been
no reported injuries.
“We’re expecting those exact same conditions to develop today and even worsen into
the weekend,” fire spokeswoman Holly Krake said Friday.
Where else have these clouds formed?
These types of fire-induced clouds are becoming more common as climate change
lengthens and intensifies the wildfire season across the U.S. West and in other places,
including Australia.

Experts with the U.S. Naval Research Laboratory said in a news release Friday that
they are seeing a “record number” of these fire-induced clouds in North America this
summer, including in Oregon, Montana and British Columbia.
For example, a wildfire in British Columbia last month that leveled an entire town
also generated a pyrocumulonimbus cloud.
Blazes in California in 2020 and in the years before have created multiple
pyrocumulus clouds, with the Creek Fire in the Fresno area generating a mighty
pyrocumulonimbus cloud last fall.
Australia's bush fire siege in January 2020 also produced pyrocumulonimbus clouds
that threatened to produce a fire tornado.

Russia to unveil new fighter jet at Moscow's air show
Vlademir Isachenkov - Associated Press
MOSCOW (AP) — Russian aircraft makers say they will present a prospective new
fighter jet at a Moscow air show that opens next week.

Provided by Associated Press Hidden under tarpaulin, a prospective Russian fighter
jet is being towed to a parking spot before its presentation at the Moscow
international air show in Zhukovsky outside Moscow, Russia, Thursday, July 15,
2021.
Russian aircraft makers say they will present a prospective new fighter jet at a
Moscow air show that opens next week. The new warplane hidden under tarpaulin
was photographed being towed to a parking spot across the airfield in Zhukovsky
outside Moscow.

The new warplane hidden under tarpaulin was photographed being towed to a
parking spot across an airfield in Zhukovsky, outside Moscow, where the MAKS-2021
International Aviation and Space Salon opens Tuesday. Russian President Vladimir
Putin is set to visit the show's opening.
Russian media reports said that the new jet has been built by the Sukhoi aircraft
maker in a program of development of a light tactical fighter.
Unlike Russia's latest Su-57 two-engine stealth fighter, the new aircraft is smaller and
has one engine.
The Su-57 has been built to match the U.S. F-22 Raptor stealth fighter, but unlike the
American aicraft that has been in service since 2005 its serial production is just
starting and a new engine intended to give it the capability to cruise at supersonic
speed is still under development.
The new warplane's name is unknown, and there is no information about its capability
and deployment prospects.
The prospective Russian fighter jet appears intended to compete with the U.S. F-35
Lightning II fighter, which entered service in 2015. Russia hopes to eventually offer
the new aircraft to foreign customers.
Rostec, the state corporation that includes Russian aircraft makers, said the
“fundamentally new military aircraft” will be unveiled Tuesday at the Moscow air
show.
“Russia is one of the few countries in the world with full-cycle capacities for
producing advanced aircraft systems, as well as a recognized trendsetter in the
creation of combat aircraft,” it said.
Following the Rostec announcement, Russian plane spotters rushed to Zhukovsky to
take pictures of the new plane — an eerie parallel with Cold War times when Western
spies tried to get a glimpse of the latest Soviet warplanes at the tightly-guarded
airfield that served as the country’s top military aircraft test facility.
In a bid to raise public interest before the presentation, Rostec published a picture of
the new plane covered by tarpaulin with “wanna see me naked?” written under it. It
also posted a brief video featuring excited foreign customers and the jet's vague
shadow over the water.
Another teaser photo posted on Rostec's Facebook account Saturday showed what
appeared to be a reflection of a British type 45 destroyer in the new Russian
warplane's optical sensor with an inscription “See you.” “Black tarpaulin looks
enticing, but details are always more interesting,” Rostec said.
A British type 45 destroyer, HMS Defender, was involved in the June 23 incident in
the Black Sea when Russia said one of its warships fired warning shots and a

warplane dropped bombs in the path of the Defender to chase it away from an area
near Crimea that Moscow claims as its territorial waters.
Britain, which like most other nations didn’t recognize Russia’s 2014 annexation of
Crimea, insisted the Defender wasn’t fired upon and said it was sailing in Ukrainian
waters.

Provided by Associated Press
Hidden under tarpaulin, a prospective Russian fighter jet is seen being towed to a
parking spot before its presentation at the Moscow international air show in
Zhukovsky outside Moscow, Russia, Thursday, July 15, 2021.
Russian aircraft makers say they will present a prospective new fighter jet at a
Moscow air show that opens next week. The new warplane hidden under tarpaulin
was photographed being towed to a parking spot across the airfield in Zhukovsky
outside Moscow.
Putin has charged that the incident with the Defender wouldn’t have triggered a
global conflict even if Russia had sunk the British vessel because the West knows it
can’t win such a war, a bold statement that appeared to indicate his resolve to raise
the stakes should a similar incident happen again.
The Kremlin has made modernization of the country's armed forces a top priority
amid a bitter strain in relations with the West, which have sunk to post-Cold War
lows after Moscow's 2014 annexation of Ukraine's Crimean Peninsula, accusations of
Russian interference in elections, hacking attacks and other irritants.

Analysis: How Afghan war showed limits of US military power
Robert Burns - AP National Security Writer

Provided by Associated Press FILE - In this Dec. 23, 2009, file photo United States
Marines from the 2nd Battalion 2nd Marines "Warlords" and Afghan National Army
soldiers walk in formation during an operation in the Garmsir district of the volatile
Helmand province, southern Afghanistan. (AP Photo/Kevin Frayer, File)
WASHINGTON (AP) — It took only two months for U.S. invaders to topple the
Taliban in Afghanistan in 2001, a seemingly tidy success against a government that
had given refuge to 9/11 mastermind Osama bin Laden.
Twenty years later, the United States is withdrawing — visions of victory long
vanished and an ascendant Taliban arguably within reach of restoring their rule.
Afghanistan proved to be a lesson in the limits of America's military power.
It demonstrated the seeming paradox that it is possible to win the battles and still lose
the war. Or at least that a technologically superior force can kill more efficiently than
its enemy yet fail to achieve a final result resembling victory.
It showed that in the 21st century, it takes more than a conquering army, even one as
well armed as America's, to convert the overthrow of a government, even one as
tenuous as the Taliban's, into a lasting success.
It showed that it takes, at a minimum, an understanding of local politics, history and
culture that the Americans were slow to acquire.

Provided by Associated Press Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin, left, greets U.S.
Army Gen. Scott Miller, the former top U.S. commander in Afghanistan, upon his
return Wednesday, July 14, 2021, at Andrews Air Force Base, Md. (AP Photo/Alex
Brandon, Pool)
The United States underestimated how much its presence as an occupier fueled
Taliban motivation to fight and limited the Kabul government's ability to unite.
Although bin Laden eventually was killed and his AL-Qaida network blunted as an
international threat, Afghans are still caught in a cycle of violence and misrule with
no end in sight.
In his book, “The American War in Afghanistan, A History,” Carter Malkasian, a
former adviser to senior U.S. military leaders in Afghanistan and Washington, says
one reason for the futility of the American effort was the influence of Islam and
resistance to foreign occupation. Those were factors, he says, that were not well
understood by the Americans.
“The very presence of Americans in Afghanistan trod on what it meant to be Afghan,”
he wrote.
“It prodded men and women to defend their honor, their religion, and their home. It
dared young men to fight. It animated the Taliban. It sapped the will of Afghan
soldiers and police.”
The U.S. military may have missed opportunities to stabilize Afghanistan in the early
years after ousting the Taliban, which had run the country as an international pariah
since 1996.
But the bigger question is whether the military, after its initial success, was miscast in
the lead role of transporting Afghanistan from chaos to stability.
The U.S. military does not fight wars entirely on its own terms. It operates through
civilian direction. Although civilian leaders may be accused of having overreached

with visions of building Afghanistan into a democracy capable of defending itself, the
military eventually embraced that goal.
Claims by senior military officers of having “turned a corner” toward success in
Afghanistan were repeated so regularly that critics wondered whether the military
was going in circles.
“But it warmed to the task,” he said, and the United States became further entangled
as it pursued a military strategy not informed by realistic policy debates in
Washington about what outcome was achievable and at what cost.
By numbers alone, the costs were enormous. Tens of thousands of Afghan government
forces and civilians were killed. The United States lost more than 2,440 troops, and
the allies lost more than 1,100.
The U.S. spent hundreds of billions, and even after the withdrawal, the Biden
administration plans to ask Congress to spend billions more in support of Afghan
soldiers — even to continue paying their salaries.
The war, conceived in the traumatic aftermath of the hijacked plane attacks that killed
nearly 3,000 people on 9/11, devolved from the triumphant moment of ousting the
Taliban from Kabul to nearly a decade of revived insurgency, starting in 2005. The
killing of bin Laden in 2011 seemed like an opportunity to wind down the war, but it
dragged on.
Experts disagree on the central reason the U.S. failed to stop a Taliban resurgence
after its initial losses, but a contributing factor was a decision by President George W.
Bush to invade Iraq in 2003. Within a few years that war became so all-consuming
that Afghanistan was officially relegated to a secondary priority.
“Making it a sideshow was a fatal choice,” Eikenberry said.
A full decade after bin Laden's demise, President Joe Biden decided that continuing
the war was senseless. He announced in April that he was ending it, arguing that
waiting for an ideal moment to leave was a formula for never leaving, and citing the
pullout commitment the Trump administration had made to the Taliban in 2020. The
last troops are to depart by Aug. 31.
Biden argued that the central purpose of starting the war — to crush al-Qaida and to
prevent Afghanistan from again being a breeding ground for another attack on the
United States — had been achieved, leaving no reason to further risk U.S. troops.
The risk that remains is a collapse of the Afghan government and a return of extremist
threats, although Biden has promised to keep a U.S. diplomatic presence in Kabul
and to push for a peace settlement.
On the day American forces began the war, Oct. 7, 2001, then-Defense Secretary
Donald Rumsfeld suggested it would be open-ended, but no one anticipated it turning
into the longest war in U.S. history.

“While our raids today focus on the Taliban and the foreign terrorists in Afghanistan,
our aim remains much broader,” he told reporters.
“Our objective is to defeat those who use terrorism and those who house or support
them.” He made clear that this was a global war on terrorism, not just a fight in
Afghanistan.
Yet even as talk of a war on terrorism faded, the war in Afghanistan persisted, long
after victory fell out of reach.
“In the end, we prosecuted the war in Afghanistan because we could,” Eikenberry
said. “With no peer competitor, a volunteer force, and deficit spending, we had the
luxury strategically and politically of fighting a forever war.”
(EDITOR'S NOTE — AP National Security Writer Robert Burns has covered the war
from Washington and Afghanistan since it began in 2001.)

Jihadis expand control to new Burkina Faso fronts
Sam Mednick - Associated Press
BANFORA, Burkina Faso (AP) — Florent Coulibaly, a soldier in Burkina Faso’s
army, says he hasn't been sleeping well for the past few months as he is often roused
at 3 a.m. to fight jihadi rebels.

Provided by Associated Press Children play on a water pump in an internally
displaced camp in Gaoa, Burkina Faso, April 22, 2021.
Until recently life was peaceful in western Burkina Faso's Comoe province, but an
increase in attacks by extremist groups in the country's west has put the military on

edge. Burkina Faso is experiencing an increase in extremist violence by groups linked
to al-Qaida and the Islamic State.
“It tires us. It gives us a lot of work. It scares us, too,” said Coulibaly, 27.
“We don’t know where (the jihadis) are going to come from. They see us, but we don’t
see them. They know us, but we don’t know them.”
Over the past six months, his battalion has doubled its patrols from once a week to
twice, but Coulibaly says the men are ill-equipped, overworked and worry the area
could be overrun by jihadis.
Burkina Faso is experiencing an increase in extremist violence by groups linked to
al-Qaida and the Islamic State group. Last month, at least 11 police officers were
killed when their patrol was ambushed in the north. The country also experienced its
deadliest violence in years when at least 132 civilians were killed in an attack in its
Sahel region.
The jihadi rebels are also expanding their reach within Burkina Faso. Extremist
violence centered in the country’s north and east has spread into the west and
southwest areas near Mali and Ivory Coast, bringing residents and security forces in
those areas to brace for more conflict.
The move into western Burkina Faso makes strategic sense for the groups who can
use it as a base to extend their operations in West Africa. The thick vegetation gives
them cover and the area can give them territorial control over the smuggling route
between Gulf of Guinea countries and Mali.
Attacks in three regions of Burkina Faso’s south and southwest quadrupled from four
to 17 between 2018 and 2019, according to the Armed Conflict Location and Event
Data Project. There were nine attacks last year — a reduction that analysts attribute
to increased military operations as well as the expansion of violence across the
border in neighboring Ivory Coast.
In June, a soldier was killed in northeastern Ivory Coast on the border with Burkina
Faso, and in March there was an attack by 60 gunmen on two security outposts in
Ivory Coast, killing three people.
“This attack confirmed the intention of armed groups to target the north of coastal
countries. This is likely a new phase in the groups’ strategy to expand into these
areas,” said Florent Geel, deputy director-general for Pro-mediation, an
international organization focused on mediation.
During a trip in April to the towns of Banfora and Gaoua in the west and southwest,
as well as one village near the border with Ivory Coast, local defense groups and
security forces told The Associated Press they didn’t have the manpower to stem the
violence and felt like it was just a matter of time until the area was inundated by
jihadis. Civilians also say they’ve started living in fear.

Last year, for the first time, jihadis posted notes on classroom doors warning students
and teachers to stay away, said a 35-year-old primary teacher in a village in Comoe
province who didn't want to be named for fear of his safety. While his village hasn’t
been attacked, it has become militarized with checkpoints stoking paranoia among
residents.
“The situation is deteriorating .. In the past you could leave (the village) at midnight
with your motorbike ... But today you are not going to take the risk ... When you’re
sleeping you’re on the lookout, when you hear a strange noise you startle, but before
it wasn’t like that,” he said.
Large numbers of teachers, including himself, are asking to transfer from less secure
villages, which are easier for jihadis to attack, into larger towns like Banfora, he
said.
Burkina Faso’s army is also trying to work with the Ivorian military by conducting
joint patrols and sharing intelligence, but during at least one clash with jihadis, the
Ivorian soldiers refused to fight, the military said.
Some areas have no security presence and rely on local defense groups to stave off
extremists. In Gaoua, a group of Dozos — traditional hunters who operate across the
region — said they’re often the first to arrive when there is an attack, with the army
showing up three hours later or not at all.
“It’s discouraging,” said Noufe Sansan, a Dozos chief. Pointing to a text message on
his phone that he received from a security officer informing him that there are more
than 60 extremists hiding in a nearby forest, he said news of attacks in the once
peaceful area have become almost daily.
The Dozos are trying to strengthen their forces and alert the community of the
potential for future violence, but want help from the government. Two years ago, they
asked for 24 motorbikes to increase mobility to better respond to attacks, but have yet
to receive anything, he said.
Meanwhile, civilians who escaped the volatility in the north in hopes of rebuilding
their lives in more peaceful parts of the country, say they’re fed up from fleeing.
Seated on the ground in Niangoloko village, 15 kilometers (nine miles) from Ivory
Coast’s border, Saydou Gamsore described how he fled his home last year because of
the extremist violence and said if he’s attacked again, he’d rather die than keep
moving.
“We are tired of running away,” said the 76-year-old. “Even if it means death … I
will stay here."

The US should rethink its military presence across the Middle East
Tyler Koteskey - Washington Examiner

After nearly 20 years, the last U.S. troops have finally left Bagram Airfield, America’s
hub of operations in Afghanistan. President Joe Biden was right to bring our troops
home — the war in Afghanistan no longer served our core interests and was opposed
by the vast majority of Americans.
As we end America’s longest war and consider our deployments elsewhere during
the Global Force Posture Review, the president should recognize the declining
importance of the Middle East to American interests and scale back our military
presence.

Provided by Washington Examiner
Despite the $6.4 trillion we’ve spent in the Middle East in the past two decades and
the more than 7,000 U.S. service members we’ve lost, America has few vital interests
in the region. These include preventing major disruptions to global energy supplies,
preventing the rise of a regional hegemon, and countering terrorism. None of these
objectives require us to continue our mission in Iraq or to keep tens of thousands of
troops on bases across the Middle East. In some cases, our large troop presence
undermines those interests.
The Middle East was far more important to the United States during the Cold War,
when we were heavily dependent on the region’s oil and more vulnerable to global
supply shocks.
During the Carter administration, the U.S. created the Rapid Deployment Force (the
forerunner of U.S. Central Command) to be capable of quick, offshore intervention
should oil supplies be threatened.
Even when the stakes were much higher, the U.S. relied on offshore balancing rather
than the extensive network of permanent bases and tens of thousands of ground troops
we’ve stationed in the decades since.

By contrast, the U.S. is now the world’s top oil producer. Comparatively, the Middle
East matters so little to our energy supplies that we import more oil from Mexico than
Saudi Arabia.
Though major disruptions could still damage the global economy, oil markets are
historically adept at reacting to supply shocks, and tools such as the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve leave America well-equipped to weather such storms.
One possible source of major Middle Eastern oil disruption, a Saudi Arabian civil
war, is actually a higher risk with large U.S. troop deployments in the Middle East
that could alienate religious conservatives. We learned this tragically after the Gulf
War, when keeping troops in Saudi Arabia contributed to al Qaeda's rise.
The Strait of Hormuz is another important global oil bottleneck, but no regional
power has the military capability or financial incentive to attempt to close it for an
extended period. The U.S. military and regional partners would be more than capable
of defeating any attempt to do so with offshore naval and air assets rather than
ground troops. Diplomatic efforts, such as renegotiating a nuclear agreement with
Iran, are ultimately more important for reducing this risk.
More broadly, no power in the Middle East can plausibly dominate the region in the
near future. Saudi Arabia, Iran, and Turkey are well equipped to balance each other
should any threaten to become a hegemon. By doing more abroad with diplomacy and
less with our military, the U.S. can better incentivize Middle Eastern countries to stop
riding on our security and start working together more — we’ve seen this begin to
unfold with increased public cooperation between the Gulf States and Israel against
Iran.
Finally, large U.S. troop deployments in the Middle East are ineffective at countering
terrorism. The harrowing experience of 9/11 taught us that robust coordination
between law enforcement, intelligence agencies, and our allies is far more important
to foiling terrorist plots than having troops deployed in Middle Eastern countries.
What’s more, decades of troop deployments in the Middle East and U.S. support for
reckless partners who commit clear human rights violations (such as in Saudi
Arabia’s war in Yemen) spur local resentment and aid terrorist recruitment.
Policymakers have acknowledged this for decades. Our deployments to dangerous
countries such as Syria and Iraq don’t advance any of our core interests in the region
but do make our troops easier targets for those seeking to do them harm.
Should terrorists emerge in the Middle East with both the intent and capability to
strike the U.S., they can be eliminated in ad hoc counter-terrorism raids. America’s
globally unparalleled over-the-horizon strike capabilities allow it to target threats
anywhere in the world. Operating from a fraction of our current bases in the Middle
East or from offshore assets such as aircraft carriers, we can continue to protect
ourselves.

As we reflect on the end of an unnecessarily long and costly war in Afghanistan, let’s
recommit ourselves to our national interests elsewhere and bring our troops home
from the Middle East.
Tyler Koteskey is a senior foreign policy analyst at Concerned Veterans for America.

