The latest News Around Us in Aug_12
Afghan "resistance 2.0" taking shape to challenge Taliban rule
CBSNews
While the Taliban's dramatic takeover of Afghanistan was met with little resistance,
clear signs of defiance were appearing on Thursday.
In an op-ed published in The Washington Post, the son of Afghanistan's most famed
anti-Taliban fighter claimed to have the forces to mount an effective resistance, but he
called on the United States to supply arms and ammunition to his militia.
"I write from the Panjshir Valley today, ready to follow in my father's footsteps, with
mujahideen fighters who are prepared to once again take on the Taliban," Ahmad
Massoud said, adding that "America can still be a great arsenal of democracy" by
supporting his fighters.

Provided by CBS News Ahmad Massoud is seen at his home in Panjshir Valley,
Afghanistan, September 5, 2019. / Credit: REZA/Getty
In Moscow, Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov said Thursday that a Taliban
resistance was forming in Afghanistan led by ousted Frist Vice President Amrullah
Saleh and Massoud.
"The Taliban doesn't control the whole territory of Afghanistan," Lavrov told
reporters.
On the political front, the Taliban continued to edge toward establishing a
government, meeting with senior Afghan figures from the past two decades.
Taliban negotiator Anas Haqqani met with Hamid Karzai, the first Western-backed
leader of Afghanistan after the Taliban's ouster in 2001, and Abdullah Abdullah, who
had led the government's peace council, the militant group said on Twitter.
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Saleh and Massoud were prepared for the coming fight. On Tuesday, after President
Ashraf Ghani fled abroad, Saleh made it clear that he was staying in Afghanistan,
and he declared himself the "legitimate caretaker president" of the country.
When he was still part of the serving government in May, Saleh told CBS News'
Charlie D'Agata that the U.S. was wrong to have entered into negotiations with the
Taliban in the first place, saying the group could not be trusted. He indicated then
that if the militants were "waiting for a moment of surrender from the Afghan people,
it won't come."
Many of the country's security forces did walk away from their posts without a fight in
the face of the Taliban's rapid return to power, but Saleh and Massoud appeared set
to challenge the notion that the entire country would fold as easily.
Massoud and his followers have been preparing for a possible all-out civil war for
months, even as they hoped the situation wouldn't get that bad.

Provided by CBS News Afghans "ready to fight" Taliban if necessary... 01:32

"I'll fight for it, and I'm ready to give my life for it," he told D'Agata in May. His
father gave his life for it: Ahmad Shah Massoud was a renowned guerrilla
commander who led the resistance against the Taliban occupation in the 1990's.
The senior Massoud was assassinated just two days before September 11, 2001. The
Taliban knew the U.S. would retaliate for the terror attacks, and the anti-Taliban
commander would have been too dangerous an ally to allow the Americans.

Provided by CBS News Ahmad Shah Massoud, commander of the anti-Soviet and
anti-Taliban Northern Alliance militia, is seen on the battlefield north of Kabul,
Afghanistan, in an October 27, 1996 file photo. / Credit: Patrick
ROBERT/Sygma/Getty
His son told CBS News in May that he and others were ready to take up arms in what
some had already started calling "Resistance 2.0."
"Armed groups against international terrorism," he told D'Agata. "They are ready. If
the situation goes towards a war, we will announce it, and we will be ready."
"It will be people ready to fight," he said. "It will be an organized resistance against
the Taliban."

The Taliban have declared the 'Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan,' the same name it
used when it brutally ruled the country in the 1990s
Sinéad Baker (sbaker@businessinsider.com) - Business Insider

Allauddin Khan/AP Taliban fighters seizing territory across Afghanistan. Allauddin
Khan/AP
The Taliban declared the "Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan" on Thursday, marking a
nail in the coffin of the US-backed Afghan government.
Zabihullah Mujahid tweeted the declaration and the new name on Thursday.
The group used the name for the country when it ruled it between 1996 and 2001,
before it was taken from power by US-led forces.

It was then known for its oppressive regime, including for its treatment of women.
Only a few countries recognized that regime at the time, including Pakistan, Saudi
Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, and Turkmenistan, as Insider's Jake Lahut has
reported.

Analysis: Biden's presidency is under scrutiny as never before over Afghan chaos
Stephen Collinson - CNN

President Joe Biden is struggling against an intensifying examination of his
judgment, competence and even his empathy over the chaotic US exit from
Afghanistan. And each attempt the administration makes to quell a furor that's
tarnishing America's image only provokes more questions about its failures of
planning and execution.

Anna Moneymaker/Getty Images WASHINGTON, DC - AUGUST 18: U.S. President
Joe Biden arrives to deliver remarks on the COVID-19 response and the vaccination
program in the East Room of the White House on August 18, 2021 in Washington, DC.
During his remarks, President Biden announced that he is ordering the United States
Department of Health and Human Services to require nursing homes to have
vaccinated staff in order for them to receive Medicare and Medicaid funding. The
President also announced that Americans would be able to receive a third booster
shot against Covid-19. (Photo by Anna Moneymaker/Getty Images)
A defiant Biden on Wednesday rejected criticism of his leadership, as he battled the
most significant self-inflicted drama of a term that he won by promising proficient
government and to level with voters.
"I don't think it was a failure," the President said in an interview with George
Stephanopoulos of ABC News, referring to a US pullout that sparked scenes of
desperate Afghans clinging to, and falling to their deaths from, US evacuation planes.
The President had repeatedly pledged the withdrawal from the country's longest war
would be orderly, deliberate and safe and that there were no circumstances that
Afghanistan would suddenly fall to the Taliban.
But in the ABC News interview he changed tack, saying there was no way the US
could have left without "chaos ensuing" and that such scenes were always baked into
the decision to get all troops out this year.
In one part of the interview, Biden said that he didn't trust the Taliban but argued that
the militia was cooperating with the US evacuation.

"I'm not sure I would have predicted nor would you or anyone else, that when we
decided to leave that they'd provide safe passage for Americans to get out," the
President.
In the chaos at Kabul airport, however, it is far from clear that the Taliban is
cooperating. While hundreds have people have been getting through, CNN's Clarissa
Ward in Kabul reported Thursday that there was no process, only mayhem of Afghans
who worked for the US and are seeking exit visas because they fear for their -- and
their families' -- lives. Some lucky people got through Taliban checkpoints but many
others were turned back or beaten, Ward said.
Biden is failing to adequately explain why he so badly failed to predict the swift
collapse of the Afghan state. And his credibility has been sullied because his confident
downplaying of the risks of the withdrawal has been repeatedly confounded by events.
Seven months into his term, Biden no longer gets credit simply for not being Donald
Trump.
The President spoke to ABC News after details emerged from a high-level Pentagon
briefing that appeared to confirm the US never had sufficient troops left in
Afghanistan to facilitate the orderly, deliberate withdrawal Biden had promised. And
the deeply awkward session in which Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin and the nation's
top military officer, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Gen. Mark Milley, spoke to
reporters also left open the grave possibility that the US military would be unable to
rescue all American citizens and potential Afghan refugees before it departs for good.
Biden's defensiveness, imprecision and apparent changes of position hardly project
confidence or competence during an extraordinarily sensitive crisis on hostile foreign
soil. Anytime a commander in chief does not appear in control or is in denial of
obvious developments is a moment that threatens to inflict political damage.
A changed presidency
The atmospherics around a White House that was on a roll have shifted in a matter of
days.
Just over a week ago, Biden was taking a victory lap for his unlikely feat of passing a
bipartisan infrastructure deal in the Senate and also ramming a $3.5 trillion spending
framework through the chamber.
As the pandemic rebounds, his July Fourth partial declaration of independence over
the virus looks like a "Mission Accomplished" moment, even if the reluctance of
millions of Americans to get vaccinated has fueled its spread.
He has given Republican foes their clearest opening of a presidency in which he has
been a hard political target. It may well be, if the rest of the evacuation goes smoothly,
that Americans will buy Biden's argument that the chaos and collapse of Afghanistan
proves the US should have left long ago.
But the GOP is seeking to bolster impressions of incompetence by hammering Biden
over the pandemic, rising inflation and record southern border crossing attempts to
foster a narrative of political decay. In close elections like next year's midterms,

unflattering impressions that take hold among voters can be disastrous. Biden's
appeal lies in his candor and competence. Both are taking a hit.
The President's image abroad is also taking a beating. His goal of reviving US
relations with allies after declaring "America is back" following the Trump
administration have been complicated by dismay over the possibility that interpreters
and other workers who helped US troops over 20 years could be left behind to face
reprisals from the Taliban.
Questions Biden must answer
Despite Biden's efforts to portray the current situation as a simple choice between
staying in Afghanistan and fighting a never-ending war, the President is not being
held to account for the mistakes of the three previous administrations, whose missteps
turned the war into an American failure.
The Trump administration especially left Biden with some tough choices in a strategy
that left the US with a skeleton garrison and poisoned relations with Kabul by
negotiating with the Taliban behind the government's back.
The issue is not even over the President's decision to leave a war that long ago lost
public support.
Instead, he is being asked to answer for things that were in his power to influence: the
poorly planned evacuation effort, the failure to speed up visa processing for
thousands of Afghans and the missed opportunity to get US citizens out earlier.
As that pressure mounts, the President raised the possibility in the ABC News
interview that the effort could stretch beyond August 31, his previous deadline.
"We're going to do everything in our power to get all Americans out and our allies
out," Biden said.
The operation at Kabul airport is cranking up, with hundreds of people leaving on
flights from the US armed forces and those of other nations. But CNN reported that
some of those hoping to leave were being stopped at Taliban checkpoints, reflecting
the extent to which US evacuations rely on the forbearance of an enemy force.
At the Pentagon news conference, Milley and Austin inadvertently revealed the
deficiencies of the US evacuation.
They said there were insufficient forces at the airport to keep its perimeter secure and
to venture behind enemy lines to collect Americans or allied Afghans as they shelter
from the Taliban in Kabul and elsewhere.
"We don't have the capability to go out and collect up large numbers of people,"
Austin said.
Austin also said US forces would try to "deconflict" the situation with the Taliban to
"create passageways for them to get to the airfield." But he also admitted he didn't
have enough forces to do much more.

"I don't have the capability to go out and extend operations currently into Kabul," he
said.
Milley revealed that a lack of resources was also behind the decision to shutter the
vast former US base at Bagram airfield further out of Kabul, in comments that
implicitly confirmed that the forces were never in place to assure Biden's vow for an
orderly withdrawal.
"If we were to keep both Bagram and the embassy going, that would be a significant
number of military forces that would have exceeded what we had," he said.
"So we had to collapse one or the other, and a decision was made."
Both Milley and Austin, a retired general, appeared deeply uncomfortable at the news
conference.
"This is a war that I fought in and led. I know the country. I know the people. And I
know those who fought alongside me," Austin said.
"We have a moral obligation to help those who helped us," he added. "I feel the
urgency deeply."
With the Taliban celebrating an extraordinary victory over the United States, they
may lack an incentive to orchestrate clashes with US forces confined to the airport.
But the extent of the group's patience is unclear. And there are no guarantees its
extremists will not hunt down Afghans it sees as US collaborators before they can
escape to the airport.
This position of powerlessness, in which the US is at the whim of a ragtag militia, is
hard for many Americans to accept, especially those who served in uniform.
Rep. Adam Kinzinger, an Illinois Republican, had harsh words for the position in
which the United States now finds itself in Kabul.
"Now we are in a position where we are disgracefully begging the Taliban for
permission to save Americans," Kinzinger told CNN's Jake Tapper.
An 'America First' moment
Events of the last few days have done more than damage Biden's reputation for
competency. They have also exposed as never before the cold-eyed calculation behind
a foreign policy that includes some elements of the "America First" approach of
Trump.
On Tuesday, Biden's national security adviser, Jake Sullivan, said it was
heartbreaking that Afghan women and girls would now face repression under the
Taliban. But he indicated the President chose that option over more US blood being
shed in Afghanistan.
All presidents face impossible choices. And Biden is honoring his duty to protect
Americans. But his chosen course and failure to speed up processing of Afghan

refugees months ago, despite warnings from veterans and members of Congress, call
into question his commitment to civilians who trusted the US.
Biden's harsh criticism of the Afghan Army has been particularly poorly received
abroad and may damage his ability to wield US soft power.
The President argued with reason last week that US forces should not have to fight a
war that Afghan soldiers refuse to wage. But in blaming Afghans he ignored savage
losses of life among armed and police forces built with US dollars, which far exceed
US casualties.
His stance fueled anger in Britain's House of Commons on Wednesday, in a debate in
which Prime Minister Boris Johnson faced a backlash because of his association with
the US President.
Tom Tugendhat, a member who served with the British Army in Afghanistan,
lambasted the US President's comments.
"To see their commander in chief call into question the courage of men I fought with,
to claim they ran. It's shameful," Tugendhat said. "Those who have never fought for
the colors they fly should be careful about criticizing those who have."

Seeking Global Recognition, Taliban Take a New Approach: Making Nice
Max Fisher - New York Times
The Taliban may occupy Afghanistan’s border crossings and government offices, but
what they control falls far short of a fully functioning country.

Jim Huylebroek for The New York Times An armored personnel carrier driven by
Taliban fighters in Kabul on Monday. The group needs to persuade foreign powers to
send aid and lift sanctions if it is to reconstitute the bare essentials of a government.

Services like water, electricity and trash pickup are faltering as state employees hide
out at home. Ministries overseeing everything from diplomacy to public health have
become little more than idle office buildings. The central bank sits effectively empty,
with Washington having frozen Afghan government reserves held in U.S. bank
accounts.

Jim Huylebroek for The New York Times A roadside market on Wednesday in
Kabul. The Taliban is mounting a public relations push to win over adversaries at
home and abroad.
And the group faces a parallel threat: that Afghans, foreign governments and even
interested security or intelligence services might not fully accept their rule,
undermining their ability to consolidate power.

Jim Huylebroek for The New York Times Afghan reporters at a Taliban news
conference on Tuesday in Kabul. The group claims it will respect women’s rights and
media freedoms, but its record runs contrary to such vows.
But to the Taliban, these problems all share at least one possible solution: making
nice.

“Animosities have come to an end and we would like to live peacefully, without
internal or external enemies,” Zabihullah Mujahid, the Taliban’s chief spokesman,
told a gathering of reporters on Tuesday.
The group would respect women’s rights, media freedoms and the sanctity of foreign
embassies, he promised. It would grant amnesty to Afghans who worked with the
American-backed government. It would not shelter international terrorists, as it had
during its prior stint in power, from 1996 to 2001.

Jim Huylebroek for The New York Times People trying to flee Afghanistan lined up
outside the international airport in Kabul on Wednesday.
The public relations push marks a new chapter in the Taliban’s struggle, one nearly
as high-stakes as any on the battlefield.
They need to persuade foreign powers to send aid and lift sanctions if they are to
reconstitute the bare essentials of a government, much less begin to rebuild a country
devastated by 42 years of war.
The group could also use foreign recognition to shore up its legitimacy at home,
coaxing civil servants and everyday citizens to accept its rule. And, as the Taliban
learned in 2001 when an American-led invasion expelled them from power, their
reputation as a global pariah can be a grave liability.

Jim Huylebroek for The New York Times People in Kabul greeting Taliban fighters in
an Afghan police pickup truck this week.
The result is head-spinning scenes like Mr. Mujahid’s press event, with hardened
fighters toiling to appease the very foreign powers they dedicated their lives to
expelling, and trying to smooth over the hard-line ideology that animates their
movement.
It is also a strategy pursued by almost every modern rebel group to take power.
Victorious insurgents badly need “international legitimacy, support and aid” in order
to cement their rule, the civil war scholar Monica Duffy Toft has written.
This can take decades. The Communist rebels who overtook mainland China in 1949
did not win United Nations recognition until 1971. Washington followed only in 1979
as part of a Cold War realignment years in the making. Both were victories nearly as
hard-won as the civil war that brought them to power.
But recognition now comes primarily through demonstrating respect for political and
human rights, as well as serving the great powers’ security interests.
When Ugandan rebels accused of chilling human rights abuses occupied the capital
in 1986, they quickly promised moderation, including amnesty for those who had
supported the old order.
Their actual record fell short of their democratic promises. But they averted the
world’s worst fears by a wide enough margin to win diplomatic recognition and
foreign aid, cementing their hold on power. The rebel government was even seen as a
model of reform for a few years in the 1990s, though it is now widely considered a
dictatorship.
In 1994, ethnic Tutsi militias took control of Rwanda amid a genocide of their fellow
Tutsis. Despite expectations of retaliatory killings, the rebels formed a pan-ethnic
unity government and implemented a reconciliation process that is still considered a
global model.

Rwanda’s celebrated post-genocide democracy eventually hardened into
authoritarianism. But it remains reliant enough on foreign support to uphold at least
some of its early promises, including responsiveness to Western demands.
Still, not all promises are upheld. And the Taliban have been here before: On first
taking power in 1996, the group sought global acceptance by pledging moderation at
home and conciliation abroad.
But the Taliban’s efforts toward those goals were halting at best, hampered by
inexperience, internal divisions and ideological fervor. The group harbored Al Qaeda
and imposed brutal restrictions on women and minorities, angering foreign powers.
In 1997, it sent emissaries to New York to request a seat at the United Nations. But
the delegation solicited the U.N. secretary-general, not realizing that recognition
comes through a vote of the body’s member states. Only Pakistan, the United Arab
Emirates and Saudi Arabia ever recognized Taliban rule as legitimate.
Regardless of whether today’s Taliban leaders have moderated ideologically, their
grasp of diplomatic matters and concern with global standing appears to have
deepened substantially.
“The quest for diplomatic and political recognition has been a constant in the
Taliban’s struggle” to regain power, Barnett R. Rubin, an Afghanistan scholar, wrote
this spring.
The group’s negotiators have repeatedly emphasized a desire for normal relations
with Washington and other foreign powers, describing it as a priority. They appear to
now better understand those countries’ demands and, as at Mr. Mujahid’s press event,
how to at least pay lip service to them.
Analysts stress that, if the Taliban’s promises are real, it is almost certainly out of
pragmatic self-interest, with any ideological shift a secondary factor.
If this is the case, then foreign governments can expect the Taliban to keep their word
as long as the outside world makes it worth their while, but no longer.
Yearslong insurgencies tend to give rise to hard-liners, but also, the civil war scholar
Terrence Lyons has written, to internal discipline. In a study of rebel governments, Dr.
Lyons found that they were naturally inclined to authoritarianism but able to deliver a
degree of democracy when they perceived it as within their interests.
Fears that the Taliban will go back on their word, perhaps as soon as the Americans
complete their withdrawal, are widespread in Afghanistan. After promising
moderation in 1996, the group converted Kabul’s central soccer stadium into an
arena for public executions and amputations.
Bait-and-switches are not unheard-of, especially when aimed at domestic audiences
with less power to hold the leaders to account. After seizing power in China, Mao
Zedong invited intellectuals, students and others to publicly critique his new

government. But he later jailed or killed, in huge numbers, those who had taken up his
offer.
Still, rebel governments in small, aid-dependent countries like Uganda and Rwanda
have proven careful not to cross their foreign patrons.
Though both have backslid on matters of democracy and human rights, this came as
Western powers de-emphasized both issues, instead prioritizing counterterrorism and
other aims.
The Taliban have shown hints of understanding this calculus, highlighting
their battlesagainst the small Islamic State affiliate in the country.
During the past years of peace talks, the group seemed to have internalized a hard
lesson, Dr. Rubin, the Afghanistan scholar, concluded. However resoundingly the
Taliban prevail on the battlefield, they will always be the weaker party in matters of
global diplomacy, playing on the Americans’ terms.
“The Taliban believe (rightly) that they can outwait military pressure brought to bear
by the United States and NATO; they can never outwait the United States’
unwillingness to give aid,” he wrote.
The insurgents now oversee one of the world’s poorest and most isolated states.
Whether they see upholding their promises as within their interests likely hinges not
only on their beliefs and personal sincerity, but on the incentives that the outside
world creates for them.
‘Rage': Contempt for US spreads to UK after Biden's Afghanistan disaster
Joel Gehrke - Examiner
President Joe Biden’s decision to withdraw forces from Afghanistan over the
objections of other NATO allies has enraged officials in the United Kingdom, stoking
distrust and contempt for American foreign policy leadership.
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“Now this is a harsh lesson for all of us,” senior British lawmaker Tom Tugendhat,
who is chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee in the House of Commons, told
Parliament.
“We can set out a vision, clearly articulate it, for reinvigorating our European NATO
partners to make sure that we are not dependent on a single ally, on the decision of a
single leader, but that we can work together with Japan and Australia, with France
and Germany, with partners large and small, and make sure that we hold the line
together.”
Those sentiments could reinforce France’s desire for “strategic autonomy” from the
United States. French and British foreign policy cooperation has been impeded by
acrimonious disputes over the U.K.’s exit from the European Union, but those
controversies seem to pale at the moment in comparison to Tugendhat’s
self-described “anger, grief, and rage” over Biden’s decision and his barely
restrained contempt for the American president’s justification for the chaotic exit.
“To see [the U.S. military’s] commander in chief call into question the courage of
men I fought with, to claim that they ran — it’s shameful,” said Tugendhat, a former
British army intelligence officer who deployed to Afghanistan alongside U.S. forces.
“Those who have never fought for the colors they fly should be careful about
criticizing those who have.”
Biden excoriated the Afghan military earlier this week in an attempt to rebut
criticisms of his attempt to withdraw, following a hectic weekend in which U.S. and
European diplomats raced to the Kabul airport to meet incoming U.S. troops while
the Taliban entered the capital city.
“The Afghan military collapsed, sometimes without trying to fight,” Biden said. “If
anything, the developments of the past week reinforced that ending U.S. military
involvement in Afghanistan now was the right decision.”
S. forces withdrew so rapidly after Biden’s late April decision to exit the country that
the Afghan air force was left with a scant supply of the precision-guided bombs that
previously had been regarded as a key weapon against the Taliban, while the NATO
coalition’s withdrawal entailed the removal of most of the Western air support.
Alliance anger over Biden’s withdrawal erupted into public view in recent days, as
European officials underscored that Biden pulled U.S. forces out of the country over
the objections of most other NATO allies, who lack the ability to deploy to
Afghanistan in the absence of the U.S.
“I think that what has happened shows that Europe needs to develop this famous
‘strategic autonomy' in order to be ready to face challenges that affect us eventually,”
European Union High Rep. Josep Borrell, a former Spanish politician who now leads
the bloc’s diplomatic corps, told reporters Tuesday.
French President Emmanuel Macron has pined for such independence from U.S.
decision-making, particularly during former President Donald Trump’s tenure. That

impulse met with opposition on the eastern flank of NATO, where political leaders
regard the U.S. as the lynchpin of security from Russian assault.
“During the course of 20 years, we have adjusted our presence together, and earlier
this year, all 30 allies agreed to the decision to end the mission,” a Lithuanian
Foreign Affairs Ministry spokeswoman told the Washington Examiner. “As we face
new geopolitical reality in Afghanistan, it is very important to maintain strong
transatlantic unity and solidarity.”
NATO Secretary General Jens Stoltenberg has scheduled an emergency meeting of
the transatlantic alliance’s top diplomats for this Friday. “It'll take some days and
weeks to settle the emotions,” a central European official told the Washington
Examiner.

Biden snapped at a reporter when
asked about Afghans clinging to US
Air Force planes out of Kabul
Sinéad Baker (sbaker@businessinsider.com) - Business Insider
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President Joe Biden snapped at a reporter who asked him about the footage of
people in Afghanistan clinging to the outside of planes in a bid to escape the country.
In an interview aired Tuesday, ABC's George Stephanopoulos asked Biden about the
chaotic and wildly criticized withdrawal and the Taliban's takeover of the country.
In response, Biden defended the way the withdrawal unfolded, doubling down on his
earlier claims that the Afghan military was not willing to fight the Taliban.
Stephanopoulos then asked: "But we've all seen the pictures. We've seen those
hundreds of people packed into a C-17. We've seen Afghans falling - "
Biden then interrupted him, saying "That was four days ago, five days ago." The
footage was widely shared Sunday and Monday.
Stephanopoulos asked: "What did you think when you first saw those pictures?"
Biden responded: "What I thought was we have to gain control of this. We have to
move this more quickly. We have to move in a way which we can take control of that
airport. And we did."
People were seen climbing the jet bridge to force their way onto a plane, and another
video showed people clinging to the outside of a C-17 plane in desperation as it
moved down the runway.

The US military obliterated a missile frigate, showing off how it could sink enemy
ships in a war
Ryan Pickrell (rpickrell@businessinsider.com) - Business Insider

US Navy The US military attacked, destroyed, and sank the ex-USS Ingraham, a
decommissioned guided-missile frigate, on Aug. 15, 2021. US Navy

The US armed forces destroyed and sank a warship this weekend amid a massive
military exercise, demonstrating how the joint force could destroy enemy ships in a
high-end fight.
The ex-USS Ingraham, a US Navy guided-missile frigate that was decommissioned in
2015 after over 25 years of service, was blown apart during a sinking exercise
(SINKEX) in the Hawaiian Islands Operating Area on Sunday, Pacific Fleet said
Tuesday.

US Navy photo by Mass Communication Specialist 1st Class Danny Kelley The
ex-USS Ingraham during the Aug. 15, 2021 SINKEX. US Navy photo by Mass
Communication Specialist 1st Class Danny Kelley
The Ingraham was the last Oliver Hazard Perry-class guided-missile frigate the US
ever built and the fourth ship to bear the name. Its predecessor, an Allen M.
Summer-class destroyer, was sold to Greece and sunk as a target during a military
exercise in 2001.
"Lethal combat power was effectively applied to a variety of maritime threats over the
last two weeks in a simulated environment as part of the Navy's Large-Scale Exercise
and expertly demonstrated Sunday with live ordnance," Vice Adm. Steve Koehler, the
3rd fleet commander, said of the latest sinking exercise.
He said that "the precise and coordinated strikes from the Navy and our joint
teammates resulted in the rapid destruction and sinking of the target ship," adding
that the strikes "exemplify our ability to decisively apply force in the maritime
battlespace."
SINKEXs are not uncommon for the US military, which sees them as valuable training
should the US need to engage an adversary with a naval force, such as the Chinese
military and its growing fleet, which is already the largest in the world.

Pacfic Fleet did not provide a lot of details on the exercise in its press release, but
photos from the SINKEX offer some insight into the weapons that were brought to
bear on the warship.

US Marine Corps photo by Lance Cpl. Dillon Buck Marines fire Naval Strike Missile
from the Pacific Missile Range Facility Barking Sands during Aug. 15, 2021 SINKEX.
US Marine Corps photo by Lance Cpl. Dillon Buck
The exercise involved the Navy-Marine Expeditionary Ship Interdiction System
(NMESIS), which uses a ground-based vehicle equipped with Naval Strike Missile
launchers to fire on enemy naval assets. The missile in the photo was fired from a
position over 100 nautical miles from the warship.

US Navy photo by Mass Communication Specialist 3rd Class Erin Zorich US Navy
F/A-18 Super Hornets launch from the USS Carl Vinson US Navy photo by Mass
Communication Specialist 3rd Class Erin Zorich
F/A-18 Super Hornets from the USS Carl Vinson, which recently became the first US
aircraft carrier to deploy with F-35C Lightning II Joint Strike Fighters, participated

in the exercise. The Navy released photos of its personnel arming the aircraft with
weapons for the exercise.

US Navy photo by Mass Communication Specialist 3rd Class Jeffrey Kempton US
Navy sailors arming an F/A-18 Super Hornet for the Aug. 15, 2021 SINKEX US Navy
photo by Mass Communication Specialist 3rd Class Jeffrey Kempton
The attack on the ex-USS Ingraham also involved at least one P-8A Poseidon, a
anti-submarine and maritime patrol aircraft and the Los Angeles-class fast-attack
submarine USS Chicago, which helped coordinate the launch of a UGM-84 anti-ship
Harpoon missile during the exercise.

US Navy photo by Mass Communication Specialist 2nd Class Greg Hall Sailors
aboard the submarine USS Chicago coordinate the launch of a Harpoon anti-ship
missile during the Aug. 15, 2021 SINKEX. US Navy photo by Mass Communication
Specialist 2nd Class Greg Hall

Pacific Fleet said in its statement on the SINKEX that the ship used in the sinking
exercise was prepared in accordance with relevant environmental regulations. It was
sunk in an area located at least 50 nautical miles offshore and where the water was at
least 6,000 feet deep.

Hurricane Grace: Severe storm strikes Mexico's Yucatan
Michael Guy & Travis Caldwell - CNN
After striking Haiti and impacting other Caribbean islands this week as a tropical
storm, Category 1 Hurricane Grace hit the Yucatan Peninsula in Mexico on Thursday
morning.

CNN Weather Hurricane Grace hit Mexico's Yucatan Peninsula on Thursday
morning.
The storm made landfall near Tulum, to the south of Cancun, around 4:45 a.m. CT,
according to the National Hurricane Center.
Grace was bringing strong winds and heavy rain to much of the eastern coast of the
Yucatan, including Cancun, Cozumel and Punta Herrero, the NHC said.
The area has been under a hurricane warning since Tuesday due to Grace becoming
better organized as it moved west, battering Jamaica and the Cayman Islands.
Peak wind gusts measured so far at Playa del Carmen were at 85 mph, with 80 mph
winds measured at Cancun. Sustained winds reached up to 75 mph as of 7 a.m. CT,
making Grace a Category 1 hurricane on the Saffir-Simpson scale.
Central and northern portions of the Yucatan Peninsula may get 4 to 12 inches of rain,
which could lead to flash and urban flooding, the NHC said.

Swells across the area could cause life-threatening surf and rip current conditions,
according to the NHC.
The current track of the storm has it exiting into the Bay of Campeche as a tropical
storm after losing some strength over the Yucatan. It is then forecast to regain
intensity over open waters and will threaten the Mexican mainland by Friday night
into Saturday, potentially again as a Category 1 hurricane.
Hotels and businesses brace for the storm
At least 125 tourists were evacuated from hotels and taken to shelters ahead of
Grace's landfall, Quintana Roo state Gov. Carlos Joaquín González said late
Wednesday.
"In Tulum, hotels have been evacuated, and the tourists taken to different hotel
shelters," González said on Twitter.
Work-related activities in Quintana Roo have been suspended and local leaders asked
businesses to shut down temporarily and for people to be in their homes or in shelters
overnight.
"Crossings from Cancún to Isla Mujeres were suspended; all ports are already closed
to navigation. Waves of up to 4 meters high are expected," González said.
The local government issued a red alert representing the "highest risk" for eight
municipalities, including: Felipe Carrillo Puerto, Tulum, Solidaridad, Puerto
Morelos, Benito Juárez, Lázaro Cárdenas, Isla Mujeres and Cozumel.

More U.S. forces deployed to Haiti as death toll tops 2,000
Vladimir Duthiers - CBS News
Haiti faced another grim day on Wednesday as search and rescue teams found more
bodies in the rubble, bringing the death toll to more than 2,000 people. Rescue and
recovery efforts have been slowed by Tropical Storm Grace, and have been hampered
by the fact that the earthquake destroyed roads leading to some of the hardest-hit
areas.
Tropical Storm Grace Hits Haiti After 7.2 Quake. At least 2,189 people have died,
12,268 have been hospitalized with injuries, and 332 are still missing, the Haiti Office
of Civil Protection wrote on Twitter late Wednesday.
Jerry Chandler, the head of Haiti's Civil Protection Agency, told Reuters that at
least 600,000 people are in need of humanitarian assistance, and 135,000 families
are displaced.
More U.S. forces have now been deployed to the country — the Navy warship USS
Arlington, which carries more than 600 military personnel, will arrive Friday.

"It's a heavily damaged area and I think the need is going to be great," said
Lieutenant Colonel Cory Murtaugh of the Marine Corps.

Provided by CBS News A bulldozer clears the rubble of a building that collapsed in
the earthquake in Brefet, a neighborhood of Les Cayes, Haiti, on August 17, 2021. /
Credit: Reginald Louissaint Jr. /AFP via Getty Images
CBS News visited a hospital in Les Cayes, a city very close to the epicenter of the
quake, and saw the U.S. Coast Guard bringing thousands of pounds of supplies. The
Coast Guard has also rescued dozens of injured people.
"We have all kinds of rescue equipment," one Coast Guard rescue worker said.
"We have over 80 rescuers in this area."
But desperation is growing as many of the hospitals are overwhelmed, forcing some
patients to be treated outside — including a woman and her newborn child.
A young boy with a broken leg was lucky to get a bed at the Hôpital OFATMA des
Cayes.
"I am doing okay," the boy said.

Provided by CBS News Firefighters take a break during search efforts of survivors in
a collapsed building after a 7.2-magnitude earthquake struck Haiti and as tropical
storm Grace moves over Jamaica on August 17, 2021, in Les Cayes, Haiti. / Credit:
Richard Pierrin / Getty
CBS News traveled Wednesday with World Central Kitchen, a humanitarian group
that prepared thousands of meals and delivered them to people who haven't eaten in
days.
"We know that they are really hungry," one worker said. "They lost their houses, they
lost everything. So for sure the most important thing for them right now is to eat to
stay alive."

