
























































































































































No Honor Among Thieves

One element that may play into the
hands of authorities, aside from the
lack of a broad-based popular support
for the ASG among separatist Muslims,
is the factional fighting among ASG ele-
ments themselves. Their divisions tran-
scend a mere lack of unity, with one
major element headed by “Commander
Robot” (Ghalib Andang) and Mujib
Susukan, and the other by Khadafy
Janjalani and Abu Sabaya (Aldam
Titao), pioneer of the high-stakes ran-
som gambit. Yet another faction is led
by “Commander Global,” less pro-
saically known to his mamma as
Nadjimi Sabdula. The several factions
in the Sulu Islands have their own war-
lords, followers, territories and special
interests, and have often squabbled.

The Philippine government has put
a price of $2 million each on the heads
of the ASG leaders, and who is to say it
might not pay off? The dramatic rescue
of four Western hostages from the jun-
gles of Jolo by retired Col. Ernesto
Pacuno, nicknamed “Dragon,” and his
associate, another officer called
“Dragonito,” serves to illustrate: In the
company of Abu Sayyaf members to

- ensure safe passage to where the
hostages were held — and carrying
some $4 million in Muamar Khadafy’s
cash — the group was ambushed by a
rival Abu Sayyaf factions and two peo-
ple were killed. Luckily, Dragon had
changed his vehicle at the last minute,
and he escaped with the ransom.

Within days the released hostages
were being paraded at the Tripoli home
of Muamar Khadafy in Libya as proof of
his wholesome demeanor and right to
be a player on the world stage (i.e.
Europe, buy my oil). According to
German sources, the Libyans had been
enlisted to help through the kind
offices of former Chancelor Helmut
Kohl’s secret service coordinator Bernd
Schmidtbauer, as there were three
German nationals among the hostages.
Safely in Tripoli, Risto Vahanen, of
Finland, admitted to a TV reporter that
the female hostages had been raped by
“Robot” (Ghalib Andang) — especially
ironic since these warriors for Allah
had earlier beheaded an American
hostage for “infidelity,” because they
kidnapped him in the company of a
woman not his wife.

The same day the ransomed
hostages were on display in Libya, ASG
kidnapped three more hostages from
another Malayan resort and beat feet in
a fast boat they had bought with 1.25
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beholden to the protectee.

REQUIREMENT ,
FOR A HEAVYWEIGHT

If you are perceived worth a ransom, you are at risk in the Philippines, where
kidnapping for ransom, once a cottage industry, is now a growth industry the
likes of which is seldom seen outside Bogota. ; .

Kidnappers still mostly target Tsinoy businessmen or executives of Taiwanese

“or Singapore companies, but the smaller freebooters will often take what
‘(whom) they can get. Traditionally, Chinese businessmen affluent enough to be
targets are surrounded by a bevvy of heavies, which vary from gentlemen from
Pinkerton or Kroll to burly thugs possibly related by marriage or otherwise

r, these traditional bodyguards have not
always been able to secure their charges, and the new genre of kidnapper is less
likely to back-off merely because he meets some resistance.
~ 'Word on the streets of Manila is that an expanding cadre of former SAS,
Company men, former Israeli military and similar fight-em-to-the-cobblestones
' types are getting all the business they can handle. T
~ One growth industry often leads to another.

When it gets down and dirty, howeve:

—-EH.

million pesos of the ransom money. The
Philippine Navy gave chase, but their
poor equipment was no match for the
ASG’s powerful twin-engine craft.

If a whiff of $4 million is more than
competing ASG factions can stand,
does this not translate to only two rival
leaders at $2 million each?

Extending The U.S. War On Terrorism

As Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld
noted recently, “the United States has a
long relationship with the Philip-
pines.” As a former colony and ally,
mutual treaty obligations between the
United States and the Philippines will
no doubt outweigh independence con-
siderations and Philippine constitu-
tional restraints on foreign troops
operating on their soil. The equipment
and training packages evidenced by the
materiel and troop movements are tan-
gible evidence of the $4.2 billion secu-
rity assistance package to the Phil-
ippines, approved by the U.S. in the
wake of 11 September. Last year the
Philippines had received 100 surplus
trucks and a C-130 transport and, in a
separate development, received half a
dozen surplus UH-1H Hueys. In addi-
tion, since the kidnapping of U.S. citi-
zens by ASG is considered to be an
international crime, the FBI has
offered help, primarily with the loan of
high-tech surveillance equipment,
which appears to have been used to
good effect. “This high-tech equipment
seems to be helping,” noted Philippine
presidential spokesman Tiglao last
June. In a White House visit late last
year Philippine President Gloria
Macapagal-Arroyo won a Bush promise
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for a specific $100-million military-aid
package that included tens of thou-
sands of M16 rifles, three helicopters
and a patrol craft, according to White
House sources.

Acutely aware of their own problem
with Islamic terrorists, and the obvious
potential that some of their own were
involved with the 11 September attack,
the Philippine government was among
the first to express moral and tangible
support to President Bush, pledging the
availability of former U.S. bases in the
Philippines and other considerations.
On 12 September, President Arroyo
assured President Bush that American
facilities in the Philippines, along with
other key installations, will be secured,
and that the Philippines will provide
any help they can “to crush those
responsible for this barbaric act.”
President Arroyo further granted a U.S.
request to allow the emergency transit
of civilians and goods from American
bases in Asia-Pacific, and gave assur-
ance that former U.S. bases at Clark
and Subic Bay would be opened to
allow American transit planes.

Vice President and Foreign Affairs
Secretary Teofisto Guingona later
announced the government will allow
access to Clark and Subic, as Arroyo
backed a U.S. plan to set up an inter-
national military force to crush global
terrorism.

War Games With Live Targets

The stated six-month mission of
American troops now on the ground —
Exercise BALIKATAN (shouldering the

Continued on page 79
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The Battle For Kabul

Continued from page 41

There were several decisive elements behind the Taliban
collapse. First and often overlooked — was the fact that
between 1996-2001, the United Front had succeeded against
the odds in surviving repeated Taliban onslaughts. Under the
charismatic leadership of Ahmadshah Massoud, it fought on
not simply as a scattered guerrilla force but critically as a
semi-regular army of some 12,000-15,000. Those forces tied
down large numbers of Taliban and their allies in fixed posi-
tions both in northeastern Takhar province and on the Kabul
front, providing U.S. bombers in late October and early
November with a decidedly “target rich environment”.

Since the spring of 2001 Massoud had also implemented
a strategy of reviving guerrilla operations beyond his north-
eastern base area in pockets of resistance across northern
and central Afghanistan. These “behind the lines” pockets
were to prove critical in the final domino-like collapse that
began in the hills south of the northern city of Mazar.

It's worth adding that the UF’s resistance to repeated offen-
sives by the Taliban and bin Laden’s forces, generally coordi-
nated and supplied by the Pakistani military, owed no thanks
to Washington or the West. Over those critical years as the
Taliban and the terrorist base in Afghanistan expanded in tan-
dem, Washington sat and watched. Even after the 1998 bomb-
ings of the U.S. embassies in East Africa and the pinpointing
of bin Laden’s Afghanistan sanctuary as a direct threat to U.S.
interests globally there was no regular intel liaison with the
only force actually combating al-Qaida on the ground. Indeed,
Massoud was viewed with considerable skepticism, and even
hostility, by the diplomatic suits in Islamabad. No one, it
seemed, wanted to offend the Pakistanis or disturb their not-
so-covert proxy terrorist-funded war in Afghanistan.

Slain by an Arab suicide bomber 9 September, Massoud
himself did not survive to see the victory of his forces over
al-Qaida and the Taliban. But when, after 11 September,
America needed an ally in the field ready and willing to lay
down lives, Massoud’s army was there. Had it not been, hun-
dreds if not thousands of American and Western lives would
have been lost rooting out the Taliban-al Qaida nexus in
Afghanistan.

Against this strategic backdrop, the impressive capabili-
ties of U.S. and Brit SpecOps forces coordinating with long-
range airpower were also critical to victory. Armed with
state-of-the art digital weaponry in the form of laptops and
ground laser target designators, this elite from Delta, CIA
Special Operations Group and the SAS was able form front-
line positions to bring down precision-guided munitions
(PGMs) such as laser-guided 1,000 lIb. GBU-16 bomb and
5,000 Ib. GBU-28 laser-guided Bunker Busters against specif-
ic targets. This unprecedented link-up between small SF
teams on frontline and long range airpower effectively saw
close air support, once the domain of attack choppers and
low-flying ground attack fighters, delivered with devastating
punch and accuracy by B-1, B-2 and B-52 heavy bombers. In
early November the role of U.S. SF teams calling in accurate
airstrikes against Taliban armor and artillery was decisive on
all fronts, but especially south of Mazar.

There is also no doubt that the Taliban leadership, blind-
ed by its own minimal understanding of the outside world,
made fundamental miscalculations over the nature of the war
they were inviting. While the Pentagon was experimenting
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with the technology and methods of the next war, the Taliban
were eager to fight for the last triumph of spirit over tech-
nology that had characterized the anti-Soviet war of the
1980s. They failed completely to understand, that for both
political and logistical reasons, Washington was not going to
oblige with an invasion of 100,000 men; or that the techno-
logical changes of the past decade permitted an aerial cam-
paign of far greater potency than anything the Soviets had
been able to bring to bear.

But ironically even as the Taliban defied Washington to a
re-run of the 1980s, their own pretensions to national gov-
ernment and the stubborn survival of the UE committed
them to a war of fixed positions that was a very long way
from the hit-and-run guerrilla war waged by the mujahideen
against the Soviets.

No Gommand And Gontral

The amazing speed of the Taliban collapse, both outside
Kabul and across the north generally, also stemmed from the
apparent disintegration of the movement’s command and
control (C2) mechanisms. Despite the fairly rudimentary
nature of Taliban military organization, the ethnically frag-
mented composition of their forces, including Afghans,
Pakistanis; Arabs, Chechens, Central Asians and others,
along with a wide area of operations, meant that C2 was vital-
ly important, not least in a defensive campaign.

Two causes lay behind collapse of the C2 infrastructure:
First was the progressive disruption of facilities and personnel
caused by U.S. bombing, not least in the first two weeks of the
air campaign (7 -21 October) during which the focus of bomb-
ing was on air defense assets and military infrastructure and
concentrations in and around major urban areas. During this
initial phase, high-profile C2 facilities, such as the Defense
Ministry and important al-Qaida camps were targeted. After 21
October, and particularly in the first week of November,
airstrikes moved decisively into the forward edge of battle area
(FEBA) targeting command posts as well as armor and
artillery. The cumulative impact cannot have been pretty.

But undoubtedly important, too, was the withdrawal in
September of the element that since 1995 had been critical to
the fighting cohesion of the Taliban military machine: field
officers of Pakistan’s Inter-Services Intelligence Directorate
(ISI). There’s compelling circumstantial evidence to indicate
that ISI personnel played a decisive role in planning, advis-
ing and liaising in all of the Taliban’s major campaigns
through to summer 2001. It was arguably this input that
served to mold a disparate force of ill-trained Afghans and
foreign volunteers, nominally commanded by a bunch of
semi-educated village mullahs, into a well-oiled military"
machine, backed by armor, artillery and intelligence, capable
to taking over most of a country.

Conversely, the abrupt withdrawal of this cadre of experi-
enced and professional advisors in September as Islamabad cut
most of its ties with the Taliban, can be assumed to have been
disastrous. Neither Taliban commanders nor their foreign
allies had any experience of planning at the strategic level.

Last and not least, in minority areas of northern
Afghanistan and in the capital, Kabul, the Taliban were
viewed as an oppressive Pushtun army of occupation backed
by Pakistanis and Arabs. There was thus never any chance of
these forces falling back for a protracted, house-to-house
defense of urban areas: They were cordially hated. And as
their hasty flights showed well enough, they knew it.

Mike Winchester is a frequent contributor to SOF. X
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The International Court

Continued from page 59

tion in the U.K. or extradition to Spain
as the U.K. had become party to the tor-
ture convention after his alleged torture
actions, and pursuant to the principle of
no ex post facto implementation,
Pinochet was sent back to Chile.

“In light of this precedent,” Michael
Scharf, of the New England School of
Law points out, “the U.S. position that
international law prohibits the ICC
from exercising jurisdiction over the
nationals of not-state parties is not just
unfounded, it also has the potential of
negatively effecting existing U.S. law
enforcement authority with respect to
terrorists and war criminals.”

True. However, in previous treaties
with dire implications such as the
Genocide Convention, the United
States made a reservation that required
its consent before any dispute involving
the United States can be submitted to
the International Court of Justice (1CJ),
in essence negating universal jurisdic-
tion. 1 observed during the IC] pro-
ceedings in The Hague how invoking
this reservation let the United States
walk away from the jurisdiction of the
court in 2000, in Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia vs. the US, while the NATO
allies that were also named remained
subject to the jurisdiction of the court.
The treaty for the ICC allows no reser-
vations and the consent of the national-
ity of the one accused is not necessary
before an indictment can be brought in
the ICC. The efforts of the United
States to limit jurisdiction were signifi-
cant, yet the assembly’s rejection of
reservations and consent of the nation-
al state left enormous gaps.

One more protection was incorporat-
ed in the 1CC that is referred to as com-
plementarity, or putting the ICC in the
position of last resort. The territorial
state and the national state of the sus-
pect have primary jurisdiction over a
crime. The Prosecutor would have to
notify the United States of the intention
to initiate an investigation. If the United
States notifies the prosecutor within a
month that it is conducting its own
investigation, the Prosecutor must stall
the investigation unless a pre-Trial
Chamber can be convinced that the
investigation is a sham. The prosecutor
however “may limit the scope of the
information provided to States” where
the Prosecutor believes it necessary to
“protect persons, prevent destruction of
evidence or prevent the absconding of
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persons.” The Prosecutor shall review
the States investigation and prosecution
six months after the State takes the case
over “or at any time when there has
been a significant change of circum-
stances based on the State’s unwilling-
ness or inability genuinely to carry out
the investigation.” During the period of
time that the State has jurisdiction of
the case, the Prosecutor may request
that the State concerned periodically
inform the Prosecutor of the progress of
its investigations, and any subsequent
prosecutions.

Who Judged The Judges?

Concerns have been voiced as to
what the composition of the judges in
the Pre-Trial Chamber might be, who
will determine when and whether a state
is “unwilling” or “unable” to prosecute,
or whether the ICC will invalidate
national trials by deciding that the trial
is ineffective, a sham or a smoke screen.

The decision of the Pre-Trial
Chamber is subject to appeal and the
power to make a final determination as
to whether a good faith effort at prose-
cution was made would be up to the
ICC judges. In essence, a foreign court
will be exercising judicial oversight
over the United States.

The bottom line is that in any peace-
keeping mission, the peace keepers are
subject to the jurisdiction of the ICC if
the state in which peacekeeping is
being conducted is a party to the ICC.
A prosecutor or a state can file a com-
plaint based upon information provid-
ed to the prosecutor from multiple
sources. If a threesjudge tribunal
decides that the investigation is to go
forward, the prosecutor has the man-
date to investigate possible war crimes,
crimes against humanity, genocide and
possibly aggression, provided the
Security Council has not voted to put
the investigation on hold. The United
States could initiate Courts Martial pro-
ceedings in order to pre-empt ICC pro-
ceedings, but if the judges of the ICC
determine that the proceedings are
inadequate, the court could go forward.

The potential for prosecutions moti-
vated not by a quest for justice, but as an
instrument of national policy by a coun-
try or even a radical NGO with an axe to
grind, thus is very real. Should
American peacekeepers, already sailing
in harm’s way in fulfillment of their duty,
be subjected to such additional danger?

Dr. Martin Brass, Ph.D., is an inter-

national lawyer, and a frequent contribu-
tor to SOE R

Rogue Mercs

Continued from page 31

Sudanese African tribespeople where
more than two million have been killed
in the ongoing hostilities.

It named the NFD people involved
in the contract as its operations man-
ager Duncan Rykaart (an ex-colonel in
the SADF’s 5 Recce Commando),
Frederick Christoffel Grove (ex-deputy
commander of SAs  Parachute
Battalion) and another former SADF
special forces operative, “Brigadier”
Nick van Den Bergh.

Both Rykaart and van den Bergh
were operational in Angola when this
correspondent went in with Executive
Outcomes in 1995. In fact, it goes fur-
ther. Rykaart was my escort officer
when 1 visited the old Cuban air force
base at Cabo Ledo and Saurimo, capital
of the Angolan diamond fields in the
northeast of the country. Together with
Hennie Blaauw — prior to going to the
front — we all spent time together in
Luanda and stayed in van den Bergh's
villa in the Angolan capital.

What has become clear is that as a
company, NFD is no fly-by-night merc
operation. It has a substantial number
of former EO personnel in its employ.
Sources have confirmed that the com-
pany even bought the expansive prop-
erty at 13 Gouws Street, in Raslouw, on
the outskirts of Pretoria, the same
headquarters complex that originally
belonged to Executive Outcomes.

Since the news of NFD operations
has emerged, Rykaart has denied any
knowledge of either the Libyan or
Sudanese contracts, even though he
has been fingered as having taken the
lead role in negotiations with
Khartoum.

“Someone has been masquerading,
misusing our company name to get
work,” Rykaart told Africa Confidential.
He stressed that that had happened a
lot in the old EO days. And while he
insists that his company has no foreign
security contracts, the NFD website
boasts a client base in Egypt, the Congo
(Brazza), Uganda, Sierra Leone, Angola
and Bulgaria.

One source indicated that many of
the weapons that the company
acquired in recent years originated in
Bulgaria. It'll be interesting to hear
what the European Union has to say
about that.

Al Venter is a frequent contributor to
SOE ®

- SOLDIER OF FORTUNE w APRIL 2002
























NO POSTAGE
NECESSARY
IF MAILED

INTHE

UNITED STATES
I
I
L
BUSINESS REPLY MAIL |  me—
FIRST-CLASS MAIL PERMIT NO. 8 MT. MORRIS, IL —
POSTAGE WILL BE PAID BY ADDRESSEE R
I
R
N
SOLDIER OF —
L
FORTUNE
PO BOX 348

MT MORRIS IL 61054-9817






	SoF 2002-04-a
	SoF 2002-04-b
	SoF 2002-04-c

