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NATO dislikes the use of Private Security Forces in Afghanistan

Abbot 4/30/10; Sebastian Abbot-Member of the Associated Press; Reckless Private Security Companies Anger Afghans

Reckless behavior of private companies protecting  NATO convoys angers Afghans;  http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory?id=10519940 ; Accessed 7/21/10 [Ben]

Private Afghan security guards  protecting NATO supply convoys in southern Kandahar province regularly fire wildly into villages they pass, hindering coalition efforts to build local support ahead of this summer’s planned offensive in the area, U.S. and Afghan officials say.The guards shoot into the villages to intimidate any potential militants, the officials say, but also cause the kind of civilian casualties that the top U.S. commander in Afghanistan has tried repeatedly to stop.“Especially as they go through the populated areas, they tend to squeeze the trigger first and ask questions later,” said Capt. Matt Quiggle, a member of the U.S. Army’s 5th Stryker brigade tasked with patrolling Highway One, which connects Afghanistan’s major cities.The troops say they have complained to senior coalition officials and have even detained some guards to lecture them about their conduct, but the problem has continued.Many suspect there has been little response because the security companies are owned by or connected to some of the province’s most powerful figures.“The government doesn’t care about us,” said Sher Mohammed, whose 25-year-old brother, Suleiman, was shot and killed in mid-March by gunmen protecting a NATO convoy as it traveled through the Maiwand district of Kandahar. “Strong people in Kandahar control the companies and they don’t care about the poor people.”Mohammed said two other of his relatives had been wounded in similar incidents in the past eight months, one a 12-year-old boy. He and many others have traveled to Maiwand’s district center, Hutal, to complain to the local governor, Obaidullah Bawari.“This is a big problem not only in Maiwand but all over Kandahar,” said Bawari. “They create problems for everyone by shooting at innocent people for no reason.”Public anger is directed at the Afghan government and coalition forces, making it more difficult for the U.S. and others to convince locals that they should look to them for protection rather than the Taliban, said Lt. Col. Dave Abrahams, deputy commander of a Stryker battalion that patrols the stretch of Highway One where Suleiman was shot.“The irresponsible actions of these companies” are jeopardizing NATO’s attempts to gain the support of local villagers, Abrahams wrote in an e-mail to his superiors late last year.“They are armed, wearing uniforms, escorting U.S. convoys, and indiscriminately shooting into villages,” said Abrahams, deputy commander of the 2nd Battalion, 1st Infantry Regiment, 5th Stryker Brigade, 2nd Infantry Division
NATO has banned multiple PSC’s from operations in Afghanistan
Filkins 6/6/10; Dexter Filkins: foreign correspondent for The New York Times; Convoy Guards in Afghanistan Face an Inquiry; http://www.nytimes.com/2010/06/07/world/asia/07convoys.html ; Accessed 7/21/10
For months, reports have abounded here that the Afghan mercenaries who escort American and other NATO convoys through the badlands have been bribing Taliban insurgents to let them pass. Then came a series of events last month that suggested all-out collusion with the insurgents. After a pair of bloody confrontations with Afghan civilians, two of the biggest private security companies — Watan Risk Management and Compass Security — were banned from escorting NATO convoys on the highway between Kabul and Kandahar. The ban took effect on May 14. At 10:30 a.m. that day, a NATO supply convoy rolling through the area came under attack. An Afghan driver and a soldier were killed, and a truck was overturned and burned. Within two weeks, with more than 1,000 trucks sitting stalled on the highway, the Afghan government granted Watan and Compass permission to resume.
Public and Military support for PMS’s is eroding

Hillhouse 2007 ;  R J Hillhouse A former professor and Fulbright fellow, Dr. Hillhouse earned her Ph.D. in political science at the University of Michigan ; http://www.thespywhobilledme.com/the_spy_who_billed_me/2007/10/nato-to-outsour.html ; 10/26/07/ Accessed: 7/21/10
NATO is planning on outsourcing air support for southern Afghanistan, an area of some of the most intense fighting.  The alliance is intending to contract for some twenty helicopters. According to the Financial Times Deutschland air support is being outsourced due to widespread domestic opposition in member countries to the deployment of more troops.  The US has pioneered wide-scale military outsourcing as a force multiplier and for, well, let's just say it, plausible deniability in some situations.  However, this is 
of broadening US public opposition to military outsourcing.This summer Germany, France, Turkey, Spain and Greece all declined NATO requests for more helicopters to be sent to Afghanistan to fight the Taliban.  Recent polls in Germany have indicated that two thirds of the population are against a renewal of the German commitment to Afghanistan.  (Regardless, the Bundestag renewed the mandate last Friday, although Defense Minister Franz Josef Jung continues to refuse to send German troops to the more dangerous south.) Similarly, a majority of the Dutch are against further engagement of their troops in Afghanistan.  (The Netherlands, UK and Canada are active in southern Afghanistan where some of the heaviest fighting has been.)Some member states have used Russian and Ukrainian contractors for airlift of equipment and supplies to Afghanistan, but military services that could involve combat have never before been outsourced by NATO. According to the Financial Times Dtld. article, some unnamed NATO generals are questioning the use of contractors because of command and control issues and well as whether contractor could be ordered into deadly situations.  
NATO commander says the use of PMC’s needs to stop
Hardach et al.  4/16/10 ; (Reporting by Sophie Hardach; Additional reporting by Mohammed Abbas in London; Editing by Simon Cameron-Moore; reporters for reuters.com; http://in.reuters.com/article/idINIndia-47764020100416 ; 
The use of private contractors to support military and security operations in conflict zones had gone too far, General Stanley McChrystal, the commander of American and NATO forces in Afghanistan, said on Friday; Accessed 7/21/10) [Ben]
Last month, the United States said it was looking into accusations of a rogue unit using contractors to help hunt militants in Afghanistan.It also pledged to review allegations of misconduct by the firm formerly known as Blackwater.Asked about the role of contractors after a speech at a military academy in Paris, McChrystal voiced criticism."About contractors, the use of contractors -- I think we've gone too far," he said. "I think in some cases we thought it would save money, I think it doesn't save money."I actually think that it would be better to reduce the number of contractors involved, increase the number of military if necessary."He said a greater number of Afghan contractors should be used to replace foreign ones. In March, the Pentagon announced a review of information operations in U.S. war efforts, following accusations that a U.S. Defense Department employee had channeled funds towards an unofficial spy operation with contractors from private security companies. The same month, the Pentagon said U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates would review allegations of misconduct in a subcontract to provide weapons training for the Afghan National Army awarded to Blackwater, which has changed its name to Xe. In January, two U.S. security guards working for Paravant LLC, a unit of Xe, were arrested in Afghanistan on charges they murdered two Afghans in Kabul and wounded a third. McChrystal was cautious about his forces' future progress. "On the surface, it will get worse before it gets better," he said in his speech. "What that means is there'll be more people killed, more people wounded." Last year was the deadliest in Afghanistan for civilians and for foreign troops since U.S.-led forces invaded the country in 2001 to oust Taliban militants. There are now some 120,000 foreign troops in the land-locked country. "We need to show, as soon as possible, and this year, progress. People need to see the light at the end of the tunnel. We can't go through another year, two years, three years, without showing progress," NATO spokesman James Appathurai told reporters in London. U.S. President Barack Obama is sending 30,000 troops more to Afghanistan this year to try to turn the tide against the Taliban insurgents, and it will be important to show progress ahead of mid-term congressional elections in November.
NATO secretary general says that PMC’s should not be used in NATO operations
Anders Fogh Rasmussen the Secretary General of Nato, Oct 22,2009 ; ''New Challenges - Better Capabilities'' Speech by NATO Secretary General Anders Fogh Rasmussen at the Bratislava Security Conference; http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natolive/opinions_58248.htm ; Accessed 7/21/10 [Ben]
First about what you called privatization of security and more specifically the use of what you called private military companies. Well, basically I do believe that NATO operations should be conducted by what we might call official military units led by our responsible governments, so this will be my clear point of departure. Having said that, I will not exclude the possibility that private security companies as such can be used for specific security tasks, protection of facilities, protection of people in certain areas. So I would not completely exclude the possibility of using private companies, but of course, we have to strike the right balance and basically our military operations should be conducted by our military.
Irreprehensible PMC behavior damages NATO credibility among Afghan citizens
Abbot 4/30/10; Sebastian Abbot-Member of the Associated Press; Reckless Private Security Companies Anger Afghans

Reckless behavior of private companies protecting  NATO convoys angers Afghans;  http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory?id=10519940 ; Accessed 7/21/10 [Ben]

They are armed, wearing uniforms, escorting U.S. convoys, and indiscriminately shooting into villages," said Abrahams, deputy commander of the 2nd Battalion, 1st Infantry Regiment, 5th Stryker Brigade, 2nd Infantry Division.But some private guards deny they act improperly."The NATO force trusts us," said Jalad Khan, who works for a private security company that helps move NATO supplies in Kandahar province, adding that NATO hires and trains them.He insisted indiscriminate gunfire happened rarely — if ever. "Mostly we take action only after someone attacks us, or if NATO forces start firing," Khan said.Some villagers also accuse the private guards of shooting at them when they are actually defending the convoy from thieves or armed people who appear to be threatening.The top U.S. commander in Afghanistan, Gen. Stanley McChrystal, has repeatedly stressed that avoiding civilian casualties must be a primary focus of coalition forces and their allies if they want to win over the people.Local support in Kandahar is particularly critical as the U.S. plans to pour thousands of additional troops into the province in the coming months to wrestle it from the Taliban militants.Abrahams, the deputy battalion commander, tried to address the problem in November by stopping two convoys as they passed his base."We basically detained their entire security force, and I sat down to talk to their leaders to tell them not to shoot without reason and basically threatened" to take away their certification to work for NATO, said Abrahams. "But we haven't been able to make good on it, which is part of our frustration."Many of the gunmen have little or no training and many are also high on either heroin or hashish, Afghan and U.S. officials said.
NATO uses Afghani private security provided by Afghani warlords (Aff card)
Porter 09 ; Gareth Porter- International Press Service; US, NATO Forces Rely on Afghan Warlords for Security; http://original.antiwar.com/porter/2009/10/29/us-nato-forces-rely-on-afghan-warlords-for-security; Accessed 7/22/10

The revelation by the New York Times Wednesday that Ahmed Wali Karzai, the brother of Afghan President Hamid Karzai, has long been on the payroll of the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency is only the tip of a much bigger iceberg of the  heavy dependence by U.S. and NATO counterinsurgency forces on Afghan warlords for security, according to a recently published report and investigations by Australian and Canadian journalists.U.S. and other NATO military contingents operating in the provinces of Afghanistan’s predominantly Pashtun south and east have been hiring private militias controlled by Afghan warlords, according to these sources, to provide security for their forward operating bases and other bases and to guard convoys.Gen. Stanley A. McChrystal has acknowledged that U.S. and NATO ties with warlords have been a cause of popular Afghan alienation from foreign military forces. But the policy is not likely to be reversed anytime soon, because U.S. and NATO officials still have no alternative to the security services the warlords provide.A report published by the Center on International Cooperation at New York University in September notes that U.S. and NATO contingents have frequently hired security providers that are covertly owned by warlords who have "ready-made" private militias which compete with state institutions for power.The report cites examples of major warlords or their relatives or allies who have been contracted for security services in four provinces.
NATO commanders see PMC’s unethical

Taylor 06 ; Richard Norton-Taylor, writer for the Guardian UK; The Guardian UK, retrieved from http://www.worldproutassembly.org/archives/2006/07/afghanistan_clo.html ; 7/22/06 ; accessed 7/22/10
Nato commander's view in stark contrast to ministers'. Forces short of equipment and 'running out of time'.

The most senior British military commander in Afghanistan yesterday described the situation in the country as "close to anarchy" with feuding foreign agencies and unethical private security companies compounding problems caused by local corruption.The stark warning came from Lieutenant General David Richards, head of Nato's international security force in Afghanistan, who warned that western forces there were short of equipment and were "running out of time" if they were going to meet the expectations of the Afghan people.The assumption within Nato countries had been that the environment in Afghanistan after the defeat of the Taliban in 2002 would be benign, Gen Richards said. "That is clearly not the case," he said yesterday. He referred to disputes between tribes crossing the border with Pakistan, and divisions between religious and secular factions cynically manipulated by "anarcho-warlords".Corrupt local officials were fuelling the problem and Nato's provincial reconstruction teams in Afghanistan were sending out conflicting signals, Gen Richards told a conference at the Royal United Services Institute in London. "The situation is close to anarchy," he said, referring in particular to what he called "the lack of unity between different agencies".He described "poorly regulated private security companies" as unethical and "all too ready to discharge firearms". Nato forces in Afghanistan were short of equipment, notably aircraft, but also of medical evacuation systems and life-saving equipment

NATO PMC’s use NATO money to bribe Taliban

Filkins 6/6/10; Dexter Filkins: foreign correspondent for The New York Times; Convoy Guards in Afghanistan Face an Inquiry; http://www.nytimes.com/2010/06/07/world/asia/07convoys.html ; Accessed 7/22/10

Although the investigation is not complete, the officials suspect that at least some of these security companies -- many of which have ties to top Afghan officials -- are using American money to bribe the Taliban. The officials suspect that the security companies may also engage in fake fighting to increase the sense of risk on the roads, and that they may sometimes stage attacks against competitors.The suspicions raise fundamental questions about the conduct of operations here, since the convoys, and the supplies they deliver, are the lifeblood of the war effort.''We're funding both sides of the war,'' a NATO official in Kabul said. The official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because the investigation was incomplete, said he believed millions of dollars were making their way to the Taliban.
PMC’s employed by NATO are little more then gangs with guns
''People think the insurgency and the government are separate, and that is just not always the case,'' another NATO official in Kabul said. ''What we are finding is that they are often bound up together.'' The security companys, which appear to operate under little supervision, have sometimes wreaked havoc on Afghan civilians. Some of the private security companies have been known to attack villages on routes where convoys have come under fire, Western officials here say. Records show there are 52 government-registered security companies, with 24,000 gunmen, most of them Afghans. But many, if not most, of the security companies are not registered at all, do not advertise themselves and do not necessarily restrain their gunmen with training or rules of engagement. Some appear to be little more than gangs with guns. In the city of Kandahar alone, at least 23 armed groups -- ostensibly security companies not registered with the government -- are operating under virtually no government control, Western and Afghan officials saidOn Kandahar's chaotic streets, armed men can often be seen roaming about without any uniforms or identification. 
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