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Abstract

This paper examines American progress in The Long War on terror from a
politico-military perspective along two axes. On the first axis, the number and
location of terror-supporting states and terror-fighting states in the Central
Asia/Middle East/North Africa (CAMENA) region in the summer of 2001 are
noted and plotted, then compared with the numbers and locations of such states
in the summer of 2006. On the second axis, the number and location of states
that housed or allowed access to US military forces in the summer of 2001 are
compared to the number and location of such states in the winter of 2005/2006.
Comparison of the maps of these two measures indicates that real progress has
been made in the Long War. However, the interpretation of the real extent and
ultimate importance of these gains is essentially a political matter.

Introduction

Just over five years have passed since the attacks now known as 9/11
launched the United States into a "global war on terror." Caught in the morass of
partisan politics and in the daily unfolding of events in the greater Middle East, it
is difficult to remember that there is a greater war going on. Iraq is but a
campaign in that war, Afghanistan is another, and the current Israeli fight with
the Hezbollah in Lebanon is yet a third. As we lurch from event to event, we
rarely take the time to examine the greater picture. This essay will be an attempt
to disengage from individual actions and campaigns and instead focus on the
Greater War on Terror (GWOT).

Geography is a diverse field, and as such has multiple perspectives to
contribute such an analysis. If progress is being made in the GWOT, then there

91



The Pennsylvania Geographer

are aspects of it that can be expressed geographically. One particular perspective
is the macro-level geopolitical perspective. From this perspective, we would
want to know "What did the map look like before 9/11, and what does it look like
today?" The people of the United States and their government have hard choices
to make in the near, middle, and long terms, and, as a geographers, we have skills
and information that can inform the debate. Whichever party holds Congress in
January of 2007, and whoever becomes President in January of 2009, will have
momentous decisions to make. Any points of progress that have been made have
to be detailed in order for those decisions to be made clearly. Super-heated
rhetoric and angry finger-pointing are in ready supply in the debate, empirical
analysis less so. It is the purpose of this paper to contribute some of the latter
and none of the former.

Statement of the Problem

As a result of the First Persian Gulf War in 1991, and the semi-permanent
basing of US troops in the Muslim Holy Land of Saudi Arabia, the United States
became the direct focus of a consistent, international Islamist terror campaign
(bin Laden 1996). Although the attacks began during the Clinton Administration,
they cannot be said to be the result of Clinton-era policies, as the planning for the
earliest attacks were all substantially completed during the years of the first
President Bush (Bush 41). Following is a partial list of some of those attacks,
which occurred directly against US citizens and/or on US soil (including
embassies) with an unprecedented frequency and on an unprecedented scale
(from U.S. State Department 2004b):

• 1993 - Pakistani gunman attacks and kills CIA workers on entrance to CIA
headquarters in Langley, VA

• 1993 - First World Trade Center Bombing
• 1993 - Iraqi assassination attempt on Bush 41
• 1995 - Operation Bojinka, the plot to highjack and destroy simultaneously

in flight 11 airliners, perhaps also to assassinate the Pope and to crash an
airliner into CIA headquarters. Called off by planners, it laid the
groundwork for 9/11.

• 1996 - Khobar Towers Bombing, the housing facility for US Air Force
fighter wing personnel

• 1998 - the dual bombings of the US embassies in Kenya and Tanzania
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• 2000 - the Millennium bombing plots, a series of planned attacks on or
around New Year's Day against Los Angeles International Airport, a
number of tourist sites frequented by Americans in the Holy Land, and the
American destroyer, the USS The Sullivans in the Persian Gulf. Mostly
due to luck, each aspect of the plot failed.

• 2000 - the USS Cole bombing, a reprise of the failed plot against the USS
The Sullivans earlier in the year, this plot succeeded.

This partial list is just the highlights of an ever increasing tempo of operations by
Islamic terror groups, conducted primarily by al Qaeda or al Qaeda affiliated
groups. Few seemed to notice the persistent nature of these attacks, which would
culminate in the disaster of 9/11.

On the morning of September 11, 2001, the map of the Central
Asia/Middle East/North Africa (CAMENA) region included an unbroken swath
of land - from Lebanon to the western regions of Pakistan - in which
international terror groups found at least benign neglect and quite often outright
state support for their actions. Lebanon, Syria, Iraq, Iran, Afghanistan, and
Pakistan all represented safe harbor for most of the deadliest terror groups in the
world, a region that could have been called "Terroristan." On September 12, the
United States launched the first phase of what its military planners would come
to call The Long War (e.g., Graham and White 2006) - a full assault on this land
mass with the intention of destroying terrorist facilities and denying them safe
harbor. Five years on, lost in the specific arguments about particular campaigns,
it is appropriate to take stock of how that war is going. This paper will offer a
macro-level view of those results, from a political geographic perspective. The
domestic U.S. political dimensions of the debate will be avoided.

Research Questions

This paper will seek to answer two broad research questions that directly
relate to US performance in the Long War.

Rl: To what extent has the US effected change in the geopolitical
composition of the CAMENA region?

R2: Has the US enhanced its ability to act with full spectrum force
capability in the CAMENA region?
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Limitations

This study is limited to a snapshot view of the GWOT as it stands in late
2006. A military campaign has at least two phases - direct action and
consolidation of gains. Many of the initial gains made by the US military have
yet to be consolidated, and there are forces that are strenuously resisting such
consolidation. The initial gains may end up being reversed. This strictly
provides a picture of what the maps look like today, not a view of what a future
map might reveal. This study is also limited to an examination of these gains
through the perspective of US goals and policy, rather than broader or differing
goals preferred or pursued by the Coalition as a whole or by its constituent allies.
Finally, the analyses in this paper are constructed for the purposes of illustrative
clarity. There are complex relationships among the various nations that are lost
when they are collapsed into broad categories. Although the use of these
categories adds explanatory power to the presentation, this limitation should be
noted.

Delimitations

The purpose of this study is simply to explicate the situation on the ground
from a macro-level, geographic perspective. The rationale for going to war, or
for launching a particular campaign in the greater war, is neither endorsed nor
attacked by this paper. The strategies and tactics are not examined. The paper
will only examine some current outcomes, not the intentions of the political
actors that led to them.

Methodology

This is a descriptive study based on empirical analysis of published data.
A cartographic map display approach was used, comparing pre- and post-9/11
realities in the CAMENA region. In addition, summary tables were created and
supplied both in the body of the paper and in an appendix.

Data Sets

For Research Question 1, data were collected from three sources. The first
source was the set of Patterns of Global Terrorism reports, created annually by
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the State Department. Responding to the increasing tempo of terrorist attacks
aimed at America, Americans, and American interests in the 1990s, Congress
passed a statute that required annual reportage by the Secretary of State to
Congress on the global reach and aspects of terrorism. The reports are a treasure
trove of data - they list every major terror attack that occurred globally, and
every minor attack that occurred in America or targeting Americans or American
interests overseas. They additionally list every group officially identified by the
State Department as a terror organization. Finally, the State Department report
assesses the world by region and country as to:

• (a) the presence of terrorism within the boundaries based on data provided
by local authorities,

• (b) the level of commitment the host nation has in fighting said terrorism,
irrespective of its relations with the US

• (c) where applicable, the level of cooperation with the US in investigating
or combating terrorism, and

• (d) the level of complicity of the host state in fomenting, promoting, or
allowing terror to flourish from within its boundaries.

Beginning in 2004, the POGT was replaced by the CROT, Country
Reports on Terrorism. In form and content, however there are some differences
between the reports other than the titles. One of those differences is substantial.
The summary statistics on global terrorist activity was a primary source for this
study. However, for the years 2004 and 2005, the CROT could not be used, as
they do not contain the summary statistics. For those years, the summary
statistics were no longer compiled by the State Department, but rather by the
National Counterterrorism Center (NCTC), also available publicly online. The
entire dataset from the NCTC is not precisely comparable with the dataset
compiled for the POGT reports, but the sub-sections that were used for this
analysis were.

Data for Research Question 2 were collected from publicly available
information from the United States Department of Defense (DOD). The DOD's
Directorate for Information Operations and Reports has available the global
deployment data for U.S. military forces worldwide going back to 1950. Since
the year 2000, the statistics have been made available quarterly. For this study,
the dataset from June 30, 2001 was compared to the most recent publicly
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available dataset, December 31, 2005. Access data were compiled by searching
the databases of the Pentagon and State Department websites for Memoranda of
Understanding on port, overflight, or basing agreements for each nation in the
CAMENA region.

Analysis Plan

For Research Question 1, the last 5 POGT reports created under the
Clinton State Department (1996-2000) were assessed. Every nation in the
CAMENA region was plotted on a scale map. Nations that were consistently on
the official State Sponsors of Terrorism list in 2000 were coded black. Nations
that were not on the list but which were consistently (at least 4 of the 5 years
surveyed) noted to have a strong level of complicity with terror groups were also
coded black. Nations that were not consistently complicit with terror, but which
did not strongly cooperate with US anti-terror efforts were coded gray. Nations
that consistently cooperated with US anti-terror efforts were coded white.

Next, all three POGT reports, the first two CROT reports, and the terrorist
statistics from the 2004 and 2005 NCTC report compiled by the George W. Bush
(Bush 43) State Department were similarly assessed. Another map, drawn to the
same scale as the previous map, was created and the nations coded according to
the same measures. The maps were compared for differences and the results
assessed.

For Research Question Two, a map drawn to the same scale as the two
above was created. The map was coded for the June 30, 2001 level of
CENTCOM deployment and access (the last summary available before 9/11)
according to the following scale: Nations with a significant contingent of US
military forces (500 or more personnel) were coded white. Nations with smaller
but significant US military presence (50 to 499 personnel), or which allow
overflight, port, or future basing rights were coded gray. Nations which have no
significant US military presence and which refuse overflight, port, or future
basing rights were coded black. A similar map was made coding most recent
(December 31, 2005) deployment and access levels, and the two maps compared.
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RESULTS:

Research Question 1

Figure 1 represents the CAMENA region on September 10, 2001. There are
almost 2,000 miles of unbroken territory from Lebanon to Pakistan (Brown, et al,
1999) that provided safe harbor for terror organizations, plus the outlying nations
of Libya, Sudan, and Yemen. The nations colored in black are: Lebanon, Syria,
Iraq, Iran, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Libya, Sudan, and Yemen.

Of those nations, Iran, Iraq, Libya, and Sudan were all official members of
the State Department's State Sponsors of Terror list for all 5 of the previous
years. Lebanon, home to the Hezbollah, was not on the list because it was
considered a puppet state of Syria. Afghanistan was not on the list because the
Taliban, which controlled most of the nation and which openly welcomed al
Qaeda in its midst, was not recognized by the US, UN, or the European Union as
the legitimate government of the nation. Yemen had been on the list in the past,
but had been taken off, although it still received stem words from the State
Department. Pakistan was not on the list because the US needed to woo their
leadership, but the Pakistani intelligence service, the ISI, was deeply involved in
funding, training, and housing both al Qaeda terrorists in the west and anti-Hindu
terrorists in the east. The picture of this region is shown in Figure 1 below.

Compare Figure 1 to Figure 2 below, and the contrast is striking. As of
now, Afghanistan and Iraq have been occupied, and their current transitional
governments are committed - and, indeed, have troops fighting and dying - to
combat terrorism alongside American forces (e.g. US State Department 2006b
for Iraq and US State Department 2006c for Afghanistan). Pakistan has greatly
reduced their formal aid to terror groups, at least the al Qaeda groups in the West,
and is strongly cooperating with the United States (US Stated Department
2006a). The invasion of Iraq has allowed the United States to remove its military
forces from Saudi Arabia, greatly reducing the pressure on the regime there,
which now more strongly cooperates (US State Department 2006a). Outside of
Afghanistan, the vast majority of high level al Qaeda operatives who have been
killed or captured have been done so by either Pakistani or Saudi forces. Yemen
has also killed, captured, or otherwise delivered suspects to US hands (US State
Department 2005). Libya has given up their weapons of mass destruction
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programs and is cooperating strongly with US anti-terror efforts (US State
Department 2006a). Finally, Lebanon underwent its Cedar Revolution and began
the process of throwing Syrian influence out of the nation. The future of
Lebanon hangs in the balance at the moment, as Israel fights a war with the
Iranian/Syrian proxy Hezbollah in the south of the nation. Regardless of how the
war works out, there are some who believe that this will either break the back of
Hezbollah political influence in Lebanon, or deliver it to their camp for the
foreseeable future.

CAMENA Region: State Support for Terrorism - Sept, 10, 2001

Legend
States

Black - strong, active international:
terror iinfcs
Gray - partially in opposton to terror

White - actively engaged with the coalition

Figure 1. CAMENA Region: state support for terrorism - Sept. 10, 2001.
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CAMENA Region: State Support for Terrorism - July. 2006

_ 4 Legend
States
m Black - strong, active intemat-ona!

terror linns
Gray - partial*'/ in oppostkn to terror

'White - actively engaged with the coalition

Figure 2. CAMENA Region: state support for terrorism - July, 2006.

Research Question 2

There are 31 nations in the CAMENA region (see Appendix A for the
complete list). Of those, 28 are in the CENTCOM area of responsibility, with
Libya, Turkey and Israel under the EURCOM umbrella. In September, 2001,
CENTCOM was tasked with creating a plan for military intervention in
Afghanistan. This plan was complicated by the remote location of Afghanistan
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and the lack of US forces in the immediate region and bases from which to
operate. At that time, there were a total of 26,752 US military personnel in the
region, including 12,506 afloat on various Naval ships. Twenty seven of the 31
nations in the region had US military personnel, counting embassy and attache
personnel. Iran, Afghanistan and Somalia did not have even embassy presence at
the time (U.S. Department of Defense 2001). The majority of US ground forces,
nearly 9,000 of the 14,000 total in the region, were concentrated in Kuwait and
Saudi Arabia, to deter the Iraqi threat. The narrowness of this footprint made
planning for the operation in Afghanistan difficult. A similar operation against a
more stable foe with a larger, better trained modern army - such as Iran - would
not have been possible under this particular order of battle.

By the end of 2005, 29 nations in the region had some sort of US military
presence (U.S. Department of Defense 2006). There were over 20,000 in
Afghanistan alone, which did not even have an embassy presence in June, 2001.
Even Somalia had a naval detachment of 8 personnel. Iran still has no US
personnel officially in the nation. Currently, the total US military personnel
deployment in the region is 238,117. 207,000 of these are in the Iraqi theater
(Iraq and Kuwait combined). This number is at variance with the common
number of 130,000 to 140,000 regularly reported in the media because it includes
Navy and Air Force personnel stationed largely in Kuwait or afloat. Discounting
the large presences in Iraq and Afghanistan, which did not exist before 9/11, the
total in the region is 10,717, which is just 40% of the pre-9/11 total. The 10,717
total is problematic, however, because it includes only 3,865 afloat (vs. 12,506 in
2001) and does not count the more than 18,000 naval personnel in the Iraqi
theater. Nor does it count the more than 4,000 troops who were in Kuwait in
2001, but whose numbers are folded into the 207,000 number subtracted from the
total above. So, by rough estimation, it can be deduced that, outside of the
combat forces engaged in Iraq and Afghanistan, the total number of forces
deployed throughout the CAMENA region is roughly the same in 2006 as in pre-
9/11 2001.

Though the numbers not engaged in Afghanistan and Iraq are roughly the
same, a major difference is in the distribution of troops. In June, 2001, there
were 4,651 US military personnel stationed in Saudi Arabia. This was the largest
deployment in the region. However, at the end of 2005, there were only 269
personnel remaining in Saudi Arabia. The remaining 4000 soldiers, sailors,
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airmen and marines had been redeployed throughout the region. Another
difference is in the acquisition of port, overflight, and basing rights. Table 1
below combines the troop deployment and access issues into a single table.
Nations are divided into three categories. Category A nations are those with a
large significant contingent of US military forces (500 or more personnel).
Category B nations are those with smaller significant US military presence (50 to
499 personnel), or which allow overflight, port, or future basing rights. Category
C nations are those which have no significant US military presence and which
refuse overflight, port, or future basing rights.

Table 1. Categorical Force Deployment & Access

Category A
Nations
(Large US military
presence)
Category B
Nations
(Significant US
military presence)

Category C
Nations (No
significant US
military presence)

Totals

Category 6/30/2001
Turkey, Bahrain, Diego
Garcia, Kuwait, Saudi
Arabia

Kazakhstan, Egypt,
Israel, Jordan, Oman,
Qatar, UAE

Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Georgia, Kyrgyzstan,
Turkmenistan,
Uzbekistan, Afghanistan,
Iraq, Iran, Lebanon,
Libya, Pakistan, Syria,
Yemen, Djibouti,
Eritrea, Ethiopia,
Somalia, Sudan

A: 5 nations
B: 7 nations
C: 19 nations

Category 12/31/2005
Turkey, Bahrain, Diego
Garcia, Kuwait,
Afghanistan, Iraq

Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Georgia, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan,
Turkmenistan,
Uzbekistan, Egypt, Israel,
Jordan, Oman, Pakistan,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
UAE, Yemen, Djibouti,
Eritrea, Ethiopia,
Iran, Syria, Lebanon,
Libya, Somalia, Sudan

A: 6 nations
B: 19 nations
C: 6 nations

The summary totals show that there has been a drastic shift in the region
among Category B and C nations. Where there were only 7 Category B nations
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to 18 Category C nations in June, 2001, at the beginning of 2006 there are now
19 Category B nations to just 5 Category C nations. Only Iran, Syria, Lebanon,
Somalia, and Sudan remain in that camp.

Summary. Conclusion, and Recommendations

The balance of this paper will examine the results of the analysis of the
previously stated research questions. First, some broad conclusions that can be
derived from those results will be discussed. Some avenues for possible future
research in the area will be suggested.

Summary of Results

Analysis of the C AMEN A regional map comparing the pre-9/11 and
current disposition of regimes was conducted. There are a total of 31 nations in
the CAMENA region (28 covered by CENTCOM, plus Libya, Turkey and Israel,
covered by EUROCOM). As shown in Table 2, prior to 9/11, just eight fully
cooperated with US anti-terror efforts. Nine of those nations were openly hostile
to US efforts, and the remainder were in various stages of cooperation between
those poles.

Table 2. Cooperating vs. Hostile nations, pre-9/11

Cooperating Nations
Israel
Jordan
United Arab Emirates
Oman
Qatar
Kuwait
Turkey
Cyprus

Hostile Nations
Libya
Sudan
Yemen
Lebanon
Syria
Iraq
Iran
Afghanistan
Pakistan

Currently, that lineup has changed drastically. Although no new states
have joined in full cooperation, five have dropped or been taken by force off of
the hostile list, as shown in Table 3, below. However, even though they have not
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risen to the level of full cooperation, both Pakistan and Saudi Arabia have been
invaluable allies in the struggle, and are much closer to White than to Black on
this particular spectrum. The answer to Research Question 1 has to be yes, the
US and its Coalition partners have effected significant change in the geopolitical
map of the CAMENA region.

Table 3. Cooperating vs. Hostile nations now

Cooperating Nations
Israel
Jordan
United Arab Emirates
Oman
Qatar
Kuwait
Turkey
Cyprus

Hostile Nations
Sudan
Lebanon
Syria
Iran

Military deployments and access were also analyzed. Profound differences
were found pre- and post-9/11. Pre-9/11, only 12 of the 31 nations in the region
allowed significant US deployment or access. Today, only 6 of the 31 nations do
not allow deployment or access. The footprint of CENTCOM was narrowly
placed in the Persian Gulf before 9/11, and primarily focused on the Iraqi threat.
Post-9/11, that footprint has expanded greatly. Today, Coalition forces in general
and US forces in particular are currently better positioned to strike at a wider
array of targets with a wider array of options. So, the answer to Research
Question Two has to be yes, the US and the Coalition have enhanced its ability to
act with full spectrum force capability in the CAMENA region. Figures 3 and 4,
below, display this conclusion in stark relief. Figure 3 is the US military
footprint before 9/11, Figure 4 is how it stands today. You can see that, before
9/11, states such as Afghanistan and Iran stood isolated and protected from direct
US action. Today, Iran is completely ringed by US allies. In that respect at least,
the strategic situation for Iran is much worse today than it was on September 10,
2001.
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CAMENA Region: US Military Deployment and Access - June, 2001 •

Legend

States

Black - No support

Gray - Weak to moderate
support

White - strong support

Figure 3. CAMENA Region: US military deployment and access - June,
2001.

Conclusions

The map of the CAMENA region has been changed profoundly after five
years of combat, diplomacy, and politics. This cannot be denied. Neither,
however, can it be said that the war is being won. The venerable British institute
for the analysis of international affairs, Chatham House, recently released an
analysis that concludes Iran has reaped great benefits from the US war and,
currently, holds the strategic initiative (Stowe and Spencer 2006). Vali Nasr, a
Persian scholar at the US Naval Postgraduate School, argues that the war has
destroyed the traditional "Sunni Wall" that traditionally contained Iran (Nasr
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2006). The findings detailed in this paper do not necessarily dispute either of
these positions, but rather offer another set of facts and another point of view.
Considering all the various points of view, the situation in Iraq has probably best
been described as a "dynamic stalemate," (Posen in Mattair, Korb, Posen and
Porter 2006) and could go either way. So long as the US remains engaged, it is
not likely to fall back into the Black category, but neither does it appear to in any
way be approaching White status. Afghanistan is more secure, but it, too, could
fall back without constant effort. Lebanon sits on the razors edge between client
state black and independent gray. As noted at the beginning of this paper,
military action consists of two phases - conquest, and consolidation. The maps
above show the hard won gains made by the United States and its Coalition
partners in the early phase of this long war. How the next map looks will depend
on what occurs during the consolidation phase.

This should not be taken as a call to "stay the course," in the oft-repeated
words of Bush 43 (neither, or course, is it a rejection of those words). A change
in tactics, if not strategy, if not Grand Strategy, may be required to successfully
consolidate these gains. A change in leadership, ultimately, may be required.
But, neither should it be taken as a call to redeploy US forces. The maps above
are static, but the situation is dynamic. This snapshot will change rapidly if the
United States leaves precipitously.

It is beyond the scope of this research and this researcher to make any
policy recommendations in these areas, but some conclusions from this research
seem inescapable. Despite the difficulties that have been encountered and the
struggles that remain, these are profound changes to the map in the post-9/11
world, and policy makers should think long and hard before they take any actions
which would relinquish these gains. Partisans on both sides of the Iraq War
argument will find ammunition for their rhetorical battles in this paper.
Supporters of the plan to redeploy troops out of Iraq will find backing for that
argument - there are many nations to which forces can be redeployed while still
keeping the pressure on Syria and Iran. Supporters of maintaining the current
strategy and remaining in Iraq will point out that having agreements is no
guarantee, as proven by the case of Turkey. A decades-old ally with permanent
US bases on its soil, Turkey forced a major last-minute change in strategy at the
outset of Operation Iraqi freedom when they refused the US to open a northern
front in Iraq by invading from Turkish territory. This level of uncertainty
remains throughout the region, so only by maintaining a large presence in
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Afghanistan and Iraq can the US be certain to maintain pressure on Syria and
Iraq. Opponents can then counter that maintaining this level of pressure, in
which Iran is virtually encircled by the most powerful military in the world, is
precisely what is driving the continuing spiral of violence. The argument can go
on and on. Whichever side of the debate one is on, the obvious centrality of Iraq
in breaking up the region of terror is made plain by Figures 1 and 2, and the
consequences of retreat from the hard fought, even if marginal, gains that have
been made are quite clear in Figures 3 and 4. Difficult decisions, indeed.

CAMENA Region: US Military Deployment and Access - Dec. 31,2005

Legend

States

••I Black - No support

Gray - Weak to moderate
support

White - strong support

Figure 4. CAMENA Region: US military deployment and access - Dec. 31,
2005.
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Perhaps it will not make the decisions any easier, but more empirical
research and less partisan rhetoric certainly cannot hurt. Future research that
takes an increasingly closer look at the map - going from region to sub-region,
from sub-region to nation, from nation to province, and so on, will provide more
richness of detail required for such suggestions. Different methods appropriate to
those levels of analysis will be required than were used in this paper. However,
for a grand macro-level view of the current geopolitical map, this research has
demonstrated that definite change has been effected by the US military in its
ongoing campaigns in the Long War. The ultimate determination as to the
significance of that change should be part of the political discussion of the nation.
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Appendix A; List of nations comprising the CAMENA region

Turkey
Armenia
Azerbaijan
Georgia
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyzstan
Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan
Afghanistan
Bahrain
Diego Garcia
Egypt
Iraq
Iran
Israel
Jordan

Kuwait
Lebanon
Libya
Oman
Pakistan
Qatar
Saudi Arabia
Syria
UAE
Yemen
Djibouti
Eritrea
Ethiopia
Somalia
Sudan
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Appendix B: Definitions of Key Terms

This paper will use several terms from outside the discipline, and it will
introduce at least one new term. Below are the key terms and their definitions.

Bush 41 - The administration of George H. W. Bush, 41st president of the United
States, from January, 1989 to January, 1993.

Bush 43 - The administration of George W. Bush, 43rd president of the United
States, from January, 2001 to present.

CAMENA - The region of Central Asia, the Middle East, and North Africa. For
the purposes of this study, the region is bounded by Libya in the west, Pakistan in
the east, Kazakhstan in the north, and Somalia, the Arabian Sea and Persian Gulf
in the south. The nations of the CAMENA region are listed in Appendix A.

CENTCOM - The United States military divides its regional authority across
five geographically defined commands. Central Command, or CENTCOM, is
the command responsible for actions in 28 nations from the Horn of Africa across
Southwest and Central Asia (Israel and Turkey are also in this region, but are
under the military umbrella of the European Command, or EURCOM).
CENTCOM has authority over all branches of US military forces in the region -
Army, Navy, Air and Marine.

CROT - Country Reports on Terrorism, an annual report compiled by the State
Department. Required by statute to be delivered to Congress, the reports
replaced the former POGT and have been compiled every year since 2004.

EURCOM - The United States military divides its regional authority across five
geographically defined commands. The European Command, or EURCOM,
extends its area of responsibility into the CAMENA region in the cases of Turkey
and Israel.

Full Spectrum Force - the ability to engage militarily with any level of force
from any arm of the military. This means that commanders have the options of
ordering a precision air strike, inserting a small commando team, launching a full
scale invasion, or anything in between (e.g., Garamone 2000)
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GWOT - the Greater War on Terror is the sum total of all activities launched
against extremist terror in the wake of 9/11. This includes surveillance,
intelligence gathering and financial investigations, as well as exclusively military
activities.

Islamist - not to be confused with Islam or Muslims generally. Islamist is the
term that has come to be used to refer to those who seek to create a global
Caliphate of all the current Muslim lands (e.g., Kramer 2003).

The Long War - the strictly military component of the Greater War on Terror.

NCTC - The National Counterterrorism Center, which took over from the State
Department the compilation of global terror statistics beginning in 2004.

POGT - Patterns of Global Terrorism, an annual report compiled by the State
Department. Required by statute to be delivered to Congress, the reports began
in 1995 and continued until 2003, when it was replaced by the CROT.

NOTE:
After the completion of the manuscript, the transitional national

government (TNG) of Somalia, aided by air and land forces from Ethiopia, have
launched an offensive aimed at clearing Somalia intelligence and targeting data
to Ethiopia and the TNG, while the US Navy has been providing support from
the coastal waters. On Monday, January 8, 2007, the US launched air strikes in
this operation. Somalia and Ethiopia have now become fully engaged in anti-
terror activities. Ethiopia would move from gray to white and Somalia from
black to white in Figure 2, State Support for terrorism. Somalia's transition
means that the number of states in the CAMENA region supporting international
terror has gone from ten in the summer of 2001 to just four remaining today.
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