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Foreword

by Major General John F. Kelly

Words like “won” or “victory” really do not apply when speaking
of counterinsurgency operations. Insurgencies grow from problems
and discontent within a given society. Solve the problems, and the
insurgency goes away, as opposed to being defeated. The difficulty is
that a government is not always willing to address the root causes of
the insurgency because it is often the government itself that the
insurgents want to eliminate.

In Iraq to a very large degree,
we—the U.S. military and civilians—
were the source of the insurgency.
Honest men and women can argue
the whys, what-ifs, and what might-
have-beens, but ultimately, it was
mostly about unfulfilled promises
and the heavy-handed military
approach taken by some over the
summer of 2003 that caused events
to spiral out of control. No doubt the
insurgency radicalized over time with
al-Qaeda and Shi’a extremists
playing a key role, but the insurgents
did not initiate the war and only took
advantage of the discontent.

If you asked Anbaris during my third tour in Iraq in 2008 why
the insurgency began, most would look away and try to find a way not
to answer. They would tell you that “we are friends now, and the causes
are unimportant. It’s all water under the bridge now.” If pressed, they
would talk about mutual misunderstandings and a lack of cultural
awareness on both sides. They would say that expectations were too
high on the part of the Iraqis about what America could do for them
and how fast, but they seldom if ever blamed us directly. Press them
turther and they would mention the 29 April 2003 “massacre” in
Fallujah, but more about the lack of an apology than the 70-plus
unarmed citizens allegedly shot that day.
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Another factor they would bring up was the shock and
humiliation of having their army disbanded. The army was the one
institution in Iraq everyone was proud of—Shi’a and Sunni alike—
especially for what it had accomplished in protecting the nation against
the Iranians in the 1980s. They perceived the disbanding as intentional
contempt directed toward Iraq as a nation and as a people. They also
saw it as the disarming of the nation. In the minds of many, this is
when our status as liberators ended and that of occupier began.

Press the Anbaris one more time, and they would look you in the
eye—but only if you are considered a friend—and they would state
that after Baghdad fell and throughout the summer of 2003, the
Americans overreacted to small acts of resistance or violence and
fought in a way that was cowardly and without honor. Here they would
talk about the senseless use of firepower and midnight raids on
innocent men. They said that by our escalation, we proved true the
rhetoric of the nationalist firebrands about why we had invaded, and
our actions played directly into the hands of organizations like
Zargawi’s al-Qaeda in Iraq and Sadr’s militia.

Ask the same Anbari citizens why sometime in 2006 they began
to turn against the by-then al-Qaeda-led insurgency, and the answer
would be more direct. To them, their alliance with the radicals was a
marriage of convenience to fight the U.S. occupation. Al-Qaeda
brought dedication, organization, funding, and a willingness to die.
Over time, however, it overplayed its hand and wore out its welcome
by forcing an extreme Islamic agenda on a generally secular and very
tribal culture. Al-Qaeda’s campaign evolved from assistance, to
persuasion, to intimidation, to murder in the most horrific ways, all
designed to intimidate Anbari society—tribes and sheikhs alike—to
adopt the most extreme form of Islam. At a certain point, al-Qaeda’s
agenda became too much for the average Anbari to bear. It was
increasingly directed at the sheikhs themselves, and just as importantly,
it began to have an impact on the business interests of tribal leaders.

'The 17 paramount-dignified sheikhs of the major Anbari tribes
and tribal federation turned away from al-Qaeda for survival
purposes and toward U.S. forces for the same reason. They will tell
you that Iragis were being hunted down and killed by both the

terrorists and the Coalition forces in Anbar. They knew the
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unbending terrorists would never meet them halfway, but they were
confident that the Americans would—and they were right. Many of
these men were once as much a part of the insurgency as Zarqawi
was, albeit for difterent reasons. Over time, it became glaringly
obvious to them that it was in their personal interests, and the
interests of their tribes, to put a stop to the war.

When I returned to Iraq in February 2008 as commander of I
Marine Expeditionary Force and Multi National Force-West (MNF-
W), I was amazed at what I found. Violent incidents, once over 400 a
week in al-Anbar Province, were down to 50 and had been in steady
decline for months. Where Iraqis once avoided us, as any interaction
jeopardized their lives and those of their families at the hands of al-
Qaeda terrorists or nationalist insurgents, they were now aggressive in
wanting to engage with us. Things had turned. The obvious questions
were why had the change occurred, and was it sustainable, or was it
simply due to an operational pause in the insurgent’s effort? For months,
Major General Walt Gaskin and his superb II Marine Expeditionary
Force team, our immediate predecessors as MNF-W, had been wrestling
with the answers. Their conclusions were ours to verify.

For MNF-W’s part, since March 2004 we had extended the hand
of friendship and cooperation, even as we were forced into a brutal
fight that knew no quarter on the part of the Iragi insurgents and
foreign fighters. It was the major theme of our campaign plan, and it
never changed. The command philosophy, a philosophy programmed
into every Marine and U.S. Army unit that served in al-Anbar since we
took the province, was that we had come to Iraq not to conquer, but
to free, that we would always endeavor to “first, do not harm.” This was
often difficult, and sometimes you simply had to do a Fallujah II, even
if Fallujah I had been ill-advised and totally counterproductive to what
you were trying to do in the first place.

No single personality was the key in Anbar, no shiny new field
manual the reason why, and no “surge” or single unit made it happen.
It was a combination of many factors, not the least of which—perhaps
the most important—was the consistent command philosophy that
drove operations in Anbar from March 2004 forward. Each MNF-W
commander and the troops under him continued to build upon the
work of all those who came before. They took what their predecessors
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had done and ran with it, calling audibles as opportunities presented
themselves. Consistency counts, and persistent presence on your feet
puts you in more danger, no doubt, but also stacks the deck in your
favor as you see more, hear more, know more, and engage more. It is
these Americans—Marines, soldiers, sailors, and airmen, as well as
civilians—who deserve the individual and collective credit for our part
in the miracle that took place in al-Anbar Province. They slogged it out
for more than six years to help the Anbaris create a miracle that spread
to other regions of the country in late 2007, throughout 2008, and now
into 2009.

I'urge a note of caution to those who might have an overly inflated
opinion of the role they played in the Awakening, or to the “experts”
who write today as if they, with complete clairvoyance, predicted the
change in loyalties in al-Anbar. The sheikhs, politicians, Iraqi security
force ofhicials, and even the former Ba’athist members of the military
who reside in Anbar have a different opinion. They will tell you it was
the sense of hopelessness the war had brought to the citizenry. The
only hope for the future they could see was to be found in what
members of MNF-W had done and were doing on their behalf despite
the heat, the criticism from home, and the killing and casualties. They
began to see us as a force that was sharing in their agony. Once they
tried reaching out to some soldier or Marine’s outstretched hand in
friendship, it was over.

The interviews collected in the two volumes of this anthology do
what no previous work has done—they attempt to tell the story of the
al-Anbar Awakening from both sides, American and Iraqi. Not all the
voices could be included, but there are many pertinent ones. The story
they tell is a complex but important one, and it should be read with
interest by all who want to truly understand what happened in Iraq
between 2004 and 2009.

John F. Kelly
Major General, U.S. Marine Corps
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Preface

This two-volume anthology of interviews tells the story of the
al-Anbar Awakening and the emergence of al-Anbar Province from
the throes of insurgency. It presents the perspectives of both Iraqis
(volume two) and Americans (volume one) who ultimately came to
work together, in an unlikely alliance of former adversaries, for the
stabilization and redevelopment of the province. The collection
begins in the 2003-2004 time frame with the rise of the insurgency
and concludes with observations from the vantage point of early-
to-mid 2009.

The anthology demonstrates that there is not one history of the
Awakening, but several histories intertwined. It is not a complete
collection, but one that provides a broad spectrum of candid,
unvarnished perspectives from some of the leading players.

The American volume focuses on the roles and views of U.S.
Marines, who were the primary Coalition force in al-Anbar from
spring 2004 onward. At the time of their arrival, many military experts
considered the province irredeemable. This collection chronicles the
efforts of the Marines, and the soldiers, sailors, airmen, and civilians
who worked with them, to consistently employ counterinsurgency
tactics and to continue to reach out to the Iragis during even the
darkest days of the insurgency.

The Iraqi volume collects from many of the key Awakening
players their views on how and why Anbaris came to turn against the
insurgency that many had initially supported and seek the aid—both
military and economic—of the Americans. Those interviewed include
tormer Ba'ath Party military officers, senior officers in Iraq’s new
military, tribal sheikhs, Sunni imams, governmental representatives,
and civilians.

'This anthology is drawn from oral history interviews collected by
field historians of the U.S. Marine Corps History Division, based at
Marine Corps University in Quantico, Virginia. Field historians
assigned to the History Division have collected hundreds of interviews
since the beginning of Operation Iragi Freedom I to serve as primary
resources for future scholarship. In support of this anthology project,
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Colonel Gary W. Montgomery and Chief Warrant Office-4 Timothy
S. McWilliams deployed to Iraq in February and March of 2009 to
interview Iragis and additional American military and civilian
personnel. Lieutenant Colonel Kurtis P. Wheeler had conducted more
than 400 interviews in earlier deployments.

Like courtroom testimonies, oral histories are told from one
person’s perspective and may include discrepancies with, or even
contradictions of, another witness’s views. They are not a complete
history, but they provide the outlines for one, to be fleshed out with
documents and other sources not often collected or declassified this
soon after events.

The interviews in this collection are edited excerpts drawn from
longer interviews. They have been transcribed and edited according to
scholarly standards to maintain the integrity of the interviews. Only
interjections, false starts, and profanity have been silently omitted.
Details added for clarity and accuracy are indicated by brackets.
Omissions are noted by three-dot ellipses for partial sentences and
four-dot ellipses for full sentences or more. With the Iraqi interviews,
the interchange with interpreters has been omitted except in a few
cases where the interpreter is attempting to clarify a point. Much of
what has been left out of the American interviews is material that is
duplicated in other interviews in the anthology. The full interviews and
complete transcripts are part of the oral history collection of the
Marine Corps History Division.

Ranks of officers, particularly American officers, reflect the rank at
the time of the deployment under discussion. We have not tried to insert
“then”in front of the ranks of all officers who have since been promoted.

We have attempted to verify the Iraqi person, place, and tribe names
as best as possible, but undoubtedly there are several discrepancies,
particularly in the Iraqi volume, where language barriers, dialects, the
use of interpreters, and the mentions of many minor actors and areas
made accurate transcription and identification challenging. There are
also many variations in the transliteration of Iraqi names and terms.

* k%
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'The editors of this anthology acknowledge and thank a wide array
of people for their support on this project. First and foremost, we thank
the people whose stories are included for their time and candor. We
particularly acknowledge Major General John F. Kelly, who wrote the
foreword and who expedited the 2009 deployment of Colonel
Montgomery and Chief Warrant Officer-4 McWilliams. In addition
to the editors, those who conducted interviews included in the
anthology are Colonel Jeffrey Acosta, Colonel Stephen E. Motsco,
Colonel Michael D. Visconage, Lieutenant Colonel Craig H. Covert,
Lieutenant Colonel John P. Piedmont, Lieutenant Colonel John R.
Way, Staff Sergeant Bradford A. Wineman, Dr. David B. Crist, and
Dr. Charles P. Neimeyer.

Dr. Neimeyer, director of the History Division; Mr. Charles D.
Melson, chief historian; and Dr. Nathan S. Lowery, Field History
branch head, provided guidance for the project. Mr. Kenneth H.
Williams, senior editor for both the History Division and Marine
Corps University Press, oversaw the editing and publication, assisted
in the editing by Ms. Wanda J. Renfrow. Mr. Vincent J. Martinez
provided layout and design for both volumes. Mr. Anthony R.
Taglianetti, the History Division’s oral historian, coordinated the timely
transcription of the interviews. Lieutenant Colonel David A. Benhoff
and Gunnery Sergeant Michael C. Coachman provided logistical
support. Dr. Nicholas J. Schlosser, History Division historian, and Mr.
Colin M. Colbourn, History Division intern, helped verify information.

Beyond the History Division, we are especially grateful to the
interpreters. Those currently working in Iraq shall remain anonymous
because of the inherent vulnerabilities peculiar to their vocation.
Sometimes underappreciated and often overworked, their knowledge
and perseverance was absolutely essential to our effort.

Many others labored to bring this project to fruition. Those who
work outside of the normal publishing process are listed below. If we
omitted anyone, it was inadvertent and not from lack of gratitude.

I Marine Expeditionary Force (Multi National Forces-West):
Lieutenant Colonel Bradley E. Weisz (G-3 Air Officer);
Lieutenant Colonel Todd W. Lyons (G-9 Foreign Affairs
Officer/Marine Corps Intelligence Activity); Major Adam T.
Strickland (Engagement Officer); 1st Lieutenant Timothy J.
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Xiv

Malham (Economic and Political Intelligence Center);
Sergeant Luke O. Vancleave (Economic and Political
Intelligence Center); Corporal Travis L. Helm (Economic
and Political Intelligence Center); Corporal Lamont J. Lum
(Economic and Political Intelligence Center); Lance Corporal
Cassidy C. Niblett (Economic and Political Intelligence
Center); Lance Corporal Orell D. Fisher (Economic and
Political Intelligence Center).

II Marine Expeditionary Force: Colonel Robert W. Lanham
(G-9 Assistant Chief of Staff); Lieutenant Colonel Bowen
Richwine (G-9 Engagements OIC); Major Steven K.
Barriger (G-9 Governance); 2d Lieutenant Anthony M.
Bramante (Economic and Political Intelligence Center); Staff
Sergeant William J. Rickards (G-9 Support); Sergeant Robert
A. Pittenridge (G-9 Governance); Lance Corporal Thomas
P. Wiltshire (Combat Camera); “Jack” Mahmood S. Al-
Jumaily (Interpreter); Mythm Hassin (Interpreter).

Center for Advanced Operational Culture Learning, Quantico:
Mr. Richard C. McPherson; Ms. Basema Maki (Interpreter);
Mr. Hamid Lellou (Interpreter).

Marine Corps Intelligence Activity, Quantico: Colonel Philip
D. Gentile (Commanding Officer); Mr. Dan J. Darling
(Threat Analyst).

U.S. Marine Corps MARCENT LNO Cell, Kuwait: Gunnery
Sergeant John M. Neatherton.

Marine Air-Ground Combat Training Center, Twentynine
Palms, California: Staff Sergeant Michael A. Blaha (Combat
Camera); Lance Corporal Ricky J. Holt (Combat Camera).

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California: Captain
Scott M. Clendaniel (Aide to General Kelly); Sergeant Eric
L. Alabiso II (Combat Camera).
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Introduction

I cannot describe the horror we lived in. Those were very bitter days. Those
days we lived in hell. We looked like ghosts out of a cemetery. We were very
tired. We had a lot of complaints to take to the Coalition forces, but we were
afraid. Some days we wished to be dead just to be rested. But I have seven
children. I was very tired.

Miriam, wife of a police officer,

describing life under al-Qaeda rule!

In an insurgency, the populace
is the battlefield, and victory for the
insurgent or the counterinsurgent
tends toward the side better able to
understand, influence, exploit, and
satisfy the interests of the populace.
Consequently, ~ Miriam and
hundreds of thousands of largely
anonymous Anbaris were the final
arbiters of the great issues of this
period. So to understand the
development of the insurgency, the
rise of al-Qaeda in Iraq, and the al-
Anbar Awakening, one must first
understand the Anbaris.2

1- All block quotations in the introduction are from interviews in this volume. “Miriam” is a
pseudonym for the first interviewee in the book.

2 'This introduction is significantly informed by a massive report compiled by Marine Corps
Intelligence Activity, “Study of the Insurgency in Anbar Province, Iraq,” dated 13 June 2007.
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The Anbaris

We are a country that is transforming from Bedouin to civilization. We
depend on the elite and the notable. And these elite people are the link
between us and you, the Americans. Where are the elite people? Where are
the notable people? The civilization gap between us, I can say it reaches up
to 200 years. Who is responsible for closing this gap between us? So you are
the people who came from the future, and the elite people we're talking about
understand you and understand Iraqi society.

General Ra’ad al-Hamdani
Former Republican Guard Corps Commander

General Ra’ad was referring to Iraq as a whole, but his comments
are especially applicable to al-Anbar Province. Nearly all Anbaris are
Sunni Arabs, and Sunni Arab elites have governed the Mesopotamian
region for almost 500 years, first as surrogates under the Ottoman and
British empires, and then outright in an independent Iraq. They had
greater access to education, more opportunities for employment, and
dominated the higher levels of government and the military. Over
time, many developed a sense of entitlement and superiority relative to
other Iraqis, and perhaps even a belief that they are the only ones
capable of governing Iraq. If one’s objective is a unified Iraq, then the
latter opinion is also logical: the Kurds, though Sunnis, have strong
separatist tendencies; and the Shi’a, though Arabs, are coreligionists
with Iran, which is Iraq’s arch enemy.

While al-Anbar’s elites may be world-class in quality, they are
relatively few in quantity. Their importance in society is probably
reflected in the design of the first post-Ba’athist provincial council
(roughly equivalent to a state legislature). The Anbaris chose to
apportion representation according to vocational classification, not
geographic precinct. Of the 49 seats comprising the council, 39 were
designated for various professionals, such as doctors, engineers, and
educators. The remaining 10 were reserved for tribal sheikhs.3

3 Interview with Mr. Kamis Ahmad Abban al-Alwani, deputy chairman of the provincial council,
interview 11 in this volume.
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Ninewa

Syrian Arab

Republic _
Salah al-Din

Ramadi

Al-Anbar Province

Rutbah Kerbala

Jordan

Saudi Arabia

Districts of Al-Anbar Province

Al-Anbar is the most tribal of the 18 provinces of Iraq. The tribal
system is poorly understood in the West, even though it is similar to
the familiar, though defunct, Scottish clan system. In both systems,
membership is based on kinship, loyalty is to clan or tribe ahead of
the state, there are shifting rivalries and alliances among individuals
as well as groups, and the leaders resist outside control, even while
seeking support and patronage from the central government.

The two systems are also similar in that “sheikh”and “clan chief”
are hereditary titles. However, this is where the systems diverge. The
Anbari tribes do not practice primogeniture. A sheikh must be the
son of a sheikh, but he may be any son of a sheikh. He is chosen by
the consensus of the tribesmen; quite simply, he is the one whom
the people trust and follow.

Furthermore, a sheikh’s position is rarely secure. In this respect,
he is similar to a Western politician. If his tribesmen (constituents)
lose confidence in him, they will follow someone else—and he has

3
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many relatives and many rivals. His status and influence depend on
his ability to bring patronage and security to the members of his
tribe. They look to him for leadership, but he can only lead them
where they are willing to go. Sometimes, tribal leadership is a matter
of knowing the direction that the tribe is already going and getting
out in front. Notably, in the interviews that follow, whenever an
Anbari tribal leader made a significant decision, the announcement
was preceded by an “education program” among his people.

Although the tribal system is deeply rooted in al-Anbar’s history
and actually precedes the introduction of Islam, in recent decades,
two crises have endangered the system’s continued existence. The
first occurred when Saddam Hussein began providing state
patronage to the tribesmen via their sheikhs. This development
would seem to have enhanced the standing of the sheikhs, but
Hussein simultaneously created the Office of Tribal Affairs and
required the sheikhs to register with it. Each sheikh was assigned a
classification reflecting the measure of his influence, which gave
Hussein the ability to manipulate the sheikhs by manipulating
classifications and patronage. In effect, the sheikhs became officials
of the state. He also had his people register men without the
requisite pedigree, thereby dramatically expanding the number of
sheikhs. The result was the term “fake sheikh,” as well as many tribal
disputes that linger to this day.*

'The second crisis occurred when al-Qaeda in Iraq began targeting
tribal leaders, a tactic that intensified in late 2005. A number of sheikhs
were assassinated, and many more either fled the country or were sent
away by their tribes for their own protection.” Over time, the exiled
sheikhs lost influence, while the younger men who remained behind in
Iraq assumed many of their duties. Tribes were often (perhaps usually)
internally divided in regard to which cause or faction to support during
the insurgency.

For Americans serving in al-Anbar Province, there were additional
complications. The title “sheikh”is also an honorific that is frequently

4 Lin Todd et al., “Iraq Tribal Study—Al-Anbar Governorate: The Albu Fahd Tribe, the Albu
Mabhal Tribe, and the Albu Issa Tribe” (Department of Defense study, 18 June 2006). See also
the interview with Sheikh Majed Abd al-Razzaq Ali al-Sulayman in this volume.

> See the interview with Col Michael M. Walker in the first volume of A/~-Anbar Awakening.
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used in addressing highly respected men or assumed by scoundrels
seeking opportunities for personal gain at the expense of unwitting
Americans. Also, a single sheikh may serve in many roles and represent
different constituencies who have conflicting interests.®

Setting the Conditions for Insurgency

Everybody wanted to change the previous regime, but no one wanted it in
this way. We really hoped that we could change the regime from inside Irag,
but it was too hard. No one could do it. Even all the other countries around
the world accepted the idea that it wasn't going to happen from inside Iraq.

General Hagqi Isma'eel Ali Hameed
Commander, 2d Region Directorate of Border Enforcement

Saddam Hussein led Iraq into one disaster after another. A year
after assuming the presidency, he invaded Iran. The war dragged on
from 1980 until 1988 with a devastating cost in blood and treasure.
'The economy was ruined and the national debt was impossible to meet.
In 1990, just two years after the conclusion of the Iran-Iraq War, he
invaded Kuwait, which resulted in the 1991 Gulf War. American-led
Coalition air forces pummeled Iraqi infrastructure, military forces, and
facilities for six weeks, and then Coalition ground forces drove the
Iraqi army out of Kuwait in disorder.

Defeat opened the door for simultaneous insurrections in the
Kurdish north and the Shi’a south. With 15 of 18 provinces in revolt,
Hussein turned to the Sunnis for support. He warned that if the
uprisings were successful, Iraq would become like Lebanon—a land
of warring factions and utter chaos. Sunni fears of Iran and suspicion
of Iragi Shi’as were confirmed when Iraqi Shi’a forces of the Supreme
Council for the Islamic Revolution in Iraq crossed the border from
their safe haven in Iran to participate in the southern uprising. The
Sunnis chose to support Saddam, and their response was swift and

6 For a detailed example, see William S. McCallister, “COIN and Irregular Warfare in a Tribal
Society” (pamphlet, published by the Small Wars Journal, 2007), 30 (online at http://
smallwarsjournal.com/documents/coinandiwinatribalsociety.pdf).
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brutal. The largely Sunni Republican Guard crushed both uprisings
with great slaughter, which included the use of chemical weapons in
both the north and south.

Even though these actions left both Iraq and its leader
weakened, Hussein refused to comply with the international
economic sanctions. Instead, he tried to game his way out of them
and failed, for more than a decade. In order to maintain his grip on
power at home, he made major departures from Ba’ath Party

ideology by embracing both the tribes and religion.

In Ba’ath socialism, the individual’s duty to the state comes before
his duty to his tribe. Therefore, tribalism was not only regarded by the
Ba’athists as backward, but also as a threat to the government.
Nevertheless, in shoring up his Sunni power base, Hussein granted
greater autonomy and state patronage to the tribes. And, though
Anbaris were not immune from the economic pain of international
sanctions, Hussein ensured that they suffered less than most Iraqis.
Government ofhicials and military officers received extra rations,
government cars, subsidized loans, and access to specialty shops with
luxury goods. Furthermore, the sanctions increased the profits to be
made from smuggling, which became a pillar of the Anbar economy.
Anbaris used their transnational tribal connections to smuggle scrap
metal, sheep, and oil into Jordan and Syria, where they were relatively
expensive. They returned to Iraq with cigarettes, alcohol, and electrical
appliances. These same smuggling routes and connections eventually
served equally well as “ratlines” during the insurgency.

Regarding the second change, a religious revival transformed
Iraq in the 1990s. Iragi Shi’as had become more religious following
the 1979 Iranian Revolution, and Iraqgis of all sects and ethnicities
had witnessed the religiously inspired enthusiasm of Iranian troops
during the Iran-Iraq War. By the 1990s, religion was increasingly
supplanting Ba’ath Party ideology, which had lost its relevance.
Hussein disapproved of this trend, but unable to turn back the tide,
he decided to co-opt it with a national “Return to Faith” campaign.
Piety became a facet of Saddam’s public image. The government
closed bars and cinemas and spent large sums on mosques, clerics
received salary increases and new services, and compulsory Quranic



Iragi Perspectives

classes were instituted at all levels of education and even within
the Ba'ath Party. Consequently, mosques became social centers, and
clerical prestige increased until imams rivaled local sheikhs and
party leaders in social influence. The secular Ba’ath Party was
Islamicized, most people became more religious, and some became
Islamic radicals.

As 2003 approached, Hussein prepared for the Gulf War of
1991. More specifically, he prepared for a repeat of the domestic
uprisings that followed the Gulf War. Believing that the Coalition
would be stopped by international political pressure and that
Americans were too casualty-averse to conduct the ground
operations necessary to overthrow his regime, he foresaw the worst-
case scenario as a protracted air campaign followed by a limited
invasion. Therefore, the bigger threats to his way of thinking were
domestic uprisings and the potential for Iranian intervention.

So far, no evidence has surfaced suggesting that Hussein
developed any plans for a post-invasion insurgency. Nevertheless, his
war preparations had an irregular element, which served equally well
for suppressing an uprising or starting an insurgency. Specifically, he
established irregular and paramilitary organizations, such as the
Saddam Fedayeen and al-Quds Army, which were tasked with
containing and suppressing an uprising until the Republican Guard
could arrive and destroy those who were rebelling. Second, he gave
large quantities of weapons to loyal tribal sheikhs for the purpose of
guarding the borders and suppressing dissidents. And third, in early
2003, Hussein decentralized command and control of the military in
order to ensure that commanders had sufficient forces, support, and
authority to respond quickly at the earliest signs of an uprising. He
thereby enabled them to conduct preliminary planning for guerrilla
and terrorist activities without central direction.

As war appeared imminent, some government mosques
prepared the public for war by preaching anti-American and anti-
Israeli sermons and urged Iragis to jihad and resistance if the
Americans invaded the country. This message was reinforced when
the Islamic Research Center at al-Azhar University in Cairo, most
prestigious Sunni theological center in the Islamic world, announced
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that an American invasion of Iraq would compel all Muslims to
jihad. This pronouncement further legitimized anti-Coalition
violence even among Islamists who hated the Saddam regime.’

Meanwhile, actions (or the absence thereof) by those aligning
again Hussein also set conditions for insurgency. In January 2003,
U.S. President George W. Bush established the Organization for
Reconstruction and Humanitarian Assistance inside the
Department of Defense to develop plans for democratic governance
and rebuilding Iraq following regime change. The United States
developed a branch plan for insurgency, but it did not write a
detailed contingency plan, and it allocated no resources for
counterinsurgency in the final war plan.

Development of the Insurgency

In March 2003, the Coalition invaded Iraq in Operation Iraqi
Freedom. To everyone’s surprise, Baghdad fell in a matter of weeks.
The first Coalition forces to enter al-Anbar Province were British,
Australian, and American special operations forces who were searching
for Scud missiles in the western desert, hunting Ba’ath regime leaders,
and securing important facilities and infrastructure such as Haditha
Dam and al-Asad air base. They were followed by conventional forces
from the U.S. Army. Since al-Anbar was only lightly defended, there
were a couple of sharp engagements but no major battles.

In post-Saddam Hussein al-Anbar, resistance was initially
disorganized and engaged in by small groups or individuals. Still, most
Anbaris were cooperative with Coalition forces.

In May 2003, Ambassador L. Paul Bremer III announced the de-
Ba'athification policy and the dissolution of the Iraqi Armed Forces,
which threw hundreds of thousands of Iraq’s most capable men into
the ranks of the unemployed with no hope of future prospects.® A great
many of these men were Anbaris.

7 Associated Press, 10 March 2003.
8- “De-Ba’athification of Iraqi Society” (Coalition Provisional Authority Order Number 1, 16 May
2003); “Dissolution of Entities” (Coalition Provisional Authority Order Number 2, 23 May 2003).
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The number of armed groups proliferated and violence increased.
These groups varied greatly in organization, capabilities, and goals, but
they fell generally within certain broad categories. Sunni nationalists
could be subdivided into two groups: former regime loyalists, who
wanted the Baath regime and Saddam Hussein restored to power; and
former regime elements, who wanted the former regime restored
without Hussein. There were also Sunni religious extemists, and
another category, smaller than the others, of al-Qaeda-associated
organizations.
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'The Coalition responded to the developing insurgency by focusing
on tracking down former regime leaders. By the end of the year, Husay
and Qusay Husseinwere dead and Saddam Hussein was in custody.
The former regime loyalists became dispirited and splintered by
rivalries. In defeating this segment of the insurgency, however,
Coalition force methods contributed to the alienating the population
and strengthened other elements of the insurgency.

Also in 2003, Abu Musab al-Zarqawi, an al-Qaeda associate
and leader of Jama’at al-Tawhid wal-Jihad (Group of Monotheism
and Jihad) moved his center of operations from the Kurdish north
to al-Anbar, Diyala, and Baghdad. Over the next year, he kept a low
operational profile while building his organization through the
absorption of discouraged former regime loyalists and by attracting
foreign fighters. In early 2004, he did not think that he was receiving
sufficient support from the Iraqis, and in a communication with al-
Qaeda senior leadership, he argued for provoking a sectarian war
against the Iraqi Shi’as in order to radicalize the Iragi Sunnis. The
proposal was rejected because it would jeopardize Iranian support

for al-Qaeda.

By October of 2004, al-Zarqawi agreed to subordinate himself to
al-Qaeda’s higher objectives, and he announced that Jama’at al-Tawhid
wal-Jihad was incorporated into al-Qaeda. In return, he received access
to al-Qaeda’s global network of resources, personnel, propaganda
support, and financing.

By early 2004, the former regime elements and the Sunni religious
extremists had matured from splintered groups into organized forces
that were able to engage in pitched battles. Incompatible goals
prevented the unification of these two major categories of insurgents,
or even the unification of the various factions within a single category.
Nevertheless, the creation of local coordinating councils enabled short-
term tactical cooperation.

Increasing cooperation brought about a rise in Islamic sentiment
among the nationalists. The rank and file began to see Iraqi supporters
of the Coalition as apostates as well as collaborators; the Coalition
Provisional Authority was an enemy of Islam as well as an occupying
power; and the Shi’a were heretics as well as agents of Iran. However,
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neither the nationalists nor the Sunni religious extremists were willing
to support al-Qaeda in Iraq or endorse mass casualty attacks.

In April 2004, the insurgent groups felt strong enough to face U.S.
Marines in open battle in Fallujah. They were no match for the
Marines, but political pressure forced the Marines to halt their attack
(Operation Vigilant Resolve) and withdraw from the city. The
insurgents regarded this as a victory, and insurgent morale soared.

Subsequent negotiations between the Marines and insurgents
resulted in the establishment of the Fallujah Brigade, which was
intended to provide local control of security within Fallujah. However,
the unit was compromised by insurgents and soon disbanded.

While events attendant to the Fallujah Brigade were unwinding
in al-Anbar, Talal al-Gaoud was hosting meetings with U.S. Marine
officers and officials of the U.S. Department of Defense in Amman,
Jordan, in an attempt to negotiate an agreement between the
Americans and Anbar’s secular elites.” Talal al-Gaoud was a member of
the al-Gaoud subtribe of the Albu Nimr tribe. The Albu Nimr rebelled
against Saddam Hussein in the 1990s, and Talal al-Gaoud’s relative,
Fasal Raikan Najris al-Gaoud, was appointed governor of al-Anbar
Province not long after the negotiations in Amman ended. While the
negotiations did not result in an agreement, the meetings were an early
indication that influential Anbaris were interested in engagement.

In November 2004, as Fasal al-Gaoud assumed the governorship,
U.S. Marines and soldiers were storming Fallujah (Operation Phantom
Fury/al-Fajr). The major insurgent groups suffered a severe blow.
‘Thousands of fighters were killed or captured. The leadership spent
several months reorganizing, and their men retreated into their
remaining strongholds in western al-Anbar, unable to interfere with
elections in January 2005.

However, antipathy for the Coalition led to a Sunni boycott of the
election. Coalition diplomatic efforts during the remainder of the year
focused on engaging Sunni leaders in the political process. These
efforts, and a sense of hopelessness among insurgents following the
storming of Fallujah, eventually bore some fruit. Sunni voter turnout

% David Rose, “Iraq: Heads in the Sand,” Vanity Fair, 12 May 2009.
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increased for the summer’s constitutional referendum and the
December 2005 election. These developments created a division
between the more nationalist insurgents, led by Mohammed

Mahmoud Latif, and the Islamists, led by Abu Musab al-Zarqawi.

The Rise of al-Qaeda in Iraq

Beginning in April 2005, insurgents stepped up attempts to target
Baghdad, which led to Coalition military action against their
strongholds in western al-Anbar. By the end of the year, insurgent
participation in the political process was increasing, and nationalist
motivation for the insurgency was declining. In-fighting ensued, which
paved the way for the eventual dominance of al-Qaeda in Iraq the
following year.

In late 2005, Operation Sayyad II had created a serious disruption
in the al-Qaeda in Iraq network in western al-Anbar, which continued
into 2006. Many other insurgents and emerging political groups used
the opportunity to break away and seek political engagement with the
faction under the direction of Mohammed Mahmoud Latif. Al-Qaeda
in Iraq regrouped by early 2006, however, and it began targeting
insurgent and tribal leaders who favored political engagement. This
strategy was so successful that al-Qaeda in Iraq became the dominant
insurgent group in all of al-Anbar. The magnitude of its success
brought unparalleled power and created difficulties in maintaining the
ideological integrity of the organization. Al-Qaida’s murder and
intimidation campaign also alienated large numbers of Anbaris, which
created opportunities for both Coalition forces and insurgent rivals.
The death of Abu Musab al-Zarqawi in June 2006 reinforced these
opportunities, but it also allowed less volatile leaders to step forward
within the organization, including Abu Ayyub al-Masri.

Al-Anbar Awakening

According to the Anbaris, the Albu Mahal tribe in al-Qaim
initiated what became the Awakening in 2005 when they engaged in
open warfare against al-Qaeda in Iraq throughout the spring and
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summer. This Awakening did not spread, probably because only local
tribal interests were at stake. Nevertheless, tribes at the opposite end of
al-Anbar were aware of it, and it seems to have served as a precedent.

The celebrated Awakening, which cleared the entire province,
probably began in early 2006 and perhaps even in late 2005. It is
difficult to determine a precise start date because the Al-Anbar
Awakening began as the insurgency began: secretly and separately, with
differing organizational structures, various capabilities, tactics adapted
to local circumstances. Many of these stories and details can be found
in the interviews that follow. By September 2006, the separate
elements of the Awakening had coalesced and matured to the point
where the movement was prepared to go public.

By the summer of 2007, al-Anbar Province was largely cleared of
al-Qaeda in Iraq. Without the common bond of a common enemy,
the Awakening began to splinter as the groups that had come together
started to pursue divergent interests.

'This is an outline of the backdrop against which the Awakening
was set. The story of how it played out follows in the words of many
of the brave Anbaris who made it happen.

In addition to the details in the preface on the editorial method
applied across both volumes of this collection, here are some additional
notes on the Iraqi interviews. The interviews in this volume were
conducted between English and Arabic speakers who communicated
through interpreters. Native Arabic speakers were integrally involved
in each interview, using consecutive, and occasionally simultaneous,
interpretation.

The single exception to these practices was the interview with the
woman we has called Miriam (the first interview in the volume). The
alternative procedures used to protect her identity are described in the
introductory note to her interview.

13
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Each interview was recorded on electronic recording devices. Upon
the interviewers return to Quantico, Virginia, the English portions were
transcribed by a contracted transcription service. For publication, the
transcripts were edited for clarity and abridged for relevance.
Problematic passages were taken to the Marine Corps Center for
Operational Culture and Learning (CAOCL), where native Arabic
speakers listened to the original recordings and clarified the meanings.
The resulting changes were reviewed and edited again, as necessary.

In the interviews, the Iragis normally distinguished between
Britons and Americans; however, they often used the terms soldier and
Marine or Army and Marines interchangeably.

'The Iraqis tend to use the word “division”in the same manner that
English speakers use the word “unit.” Therefore, only actual division-
sized units are indicated by a capital letter.

The tribal system is hierarchical and contains words for
confederations, tribes, clans, and families. As is the usual practice in
interpreted conversation, tribe is most commonly used here.

Gary W. Montgomery
Colonel, U.S. Marine Corps Reserve
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Interview 1



Miriam
Head of an Iraqi Women’s

Nangovernmenml Organizaz‘ion

“Miriam”is a pseudonym. All personally identifiable information
has been concealed for her safety and for the security of her family.
Her husband is a high-ranking Iraqi policeman who was targeted by
insurgents. Also, Miriam is prominent in her own right due to her
humanitarian and political activities.

In the first half of the interview, she discusses daily life during the
insurgency and her efforts to support her family while concealing her
husband. In the second half, she describes her interaction with Marine
civil affairs and the activities of her nongovernmental organization.

Miriam was interviewed by Colonel Gary W. Montgomery and
Chief Warrant Officer-4 Timothy S. McWilliams on 17 February
2009 at the Provincial Government Center in Ramadi. In accordance
with Miriam’s wishes, audio and video equipment were not used.
Colonel Montgomery, Chief Warrant Officer-4 McWilliams, and an
Iraqi interpreter made handwritten notes, and the separate versions
were merged into a single draft. Miriam reviewed the draft and made
corrections. Miriam was accompanied by three Iragi women who
occasionally interjected additional details, but the words reproduced
here are primarily Miriam’s. Also present were Captain Stephanie
[surname deleted], a Marine civil affairs officer who was on her fourth
deployment to Iraq, and two female Iraqi interpreters, one translating
and the other taking notes.

Miriam: At the beginning, the Iraqi police worked openly under
Chief Ja’'adan.” In 2003 to 2004, they were coming to work freely
and working very well. When the terrorists started in al-Anbar,
they attacked the police first, causing a massive scare. During the
night, al-Qaeda threw threatening notes onto their doorsteps or
into their gardens so that they would find them in the morning

* Major General Jaadan Muhammad al-Alwani, Provincial Director of Police, 2003-2004.
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before work. The notes told them to quit working for the police
and to go to a mosque, publicly declare that they are no longer
police, and ask for forgiveness.

The terrorists called for jihad to get public support, but they
misused the word. Jihad is for defending our home and family
against people trying to take us by force. It does not mean cutting
people into little pieces. The terrorists used the word as a cover for
their evil acts. They used the word to win the sympathy of the
people. It is a very big word. The terrorists targeted illiterate
minds—a certain level of society—and used them as a front.

‘They threatened the Iraqi police and made them quit. Then when
the policemen were unemployed, they offered them a lot of money
to work for al-Qaeda. People who didn’t cooperate got “the
discipline.” Whoever did not cooperate was taken from his house
in a hood, stripped down to his boxers, and whipped with a bike
chain or cable in front of the people to set an example.

The ugliest torture was committed by al-Qaeda. If the discipline
didn’t work, the people were abducted and slaughtered. The head

was put in a container and thrown away, or the neck cut and the

head placed on the back.

In 2005, our 16-year-old neighbor was killed during Ramadan. At
the beginning of Allahu Akhbar,* he was hanged from a three-
story flag pole. When the last note sounded, his body was dropped.

My cousin’s husband worked at a police station. They drove a tanker
through the station and detonated it. Everyone was killed or
burned. He lived, but he was badly burned. His wife took him to a
doctor for treatment. The doctor referred him to Ramadi General
Hospital. However, she was afraid to go there because al-Qaeda
had taken over the hospital, so she treated him at home. Al-Qaeda
suspected he was there, so they sent some ladies to the house to
find out. A lot of women joined al-Qaeda. These women were
seamstresses, and they managed to get in the house under the

* A broadcast from the mosque that signals that eating is permitted.
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pretense of discussing some sewing work. They saw the husband
and informed al-Qaeda. The house was raided and the husband
abducted. They put rocks on his legs and put him into the river.

Al-Qaeda brainwashed people. If we heard gunshots, we went
inside our homes. It was a signal that they were going to do
something. They announced on a loudspeaker why they were killing.

Al-Qaeda also incited hatred between the Shi’a and the Sunni.
They accused everyone wearing a precious stone on his ring of
being a Shi’a and murdered him. Sometimes they fired shots into
doors to scare them.

One time they caught three men going to Baghdad and killed
them. They killed three young, tall men who were wearing rings
with precious stones. They said that because they were wearing
rings with precious stones that they were Shi’a. Our [Sunni] men
don't usually wear rings with precious stones. They tortured, killed,
and mutilated them and then left their bodies on the street for
three days. They told everyone not to touch them. But their families
recognized them. They were former policemen. They weren't Shi’as,
they were our men.

They killed doctors and leaders. They killed doctors and said that
it was because they treated Americans. The doctors fled the country.
They killed mullahs and said that it was because they liked
Americans. Soon there were no men left to kill, so they started
killing women and children. They killed women and said that it
was because their husbands were policemen. They killed children
and said it was because their fathers were policemen.

I cannot describe the horror we lived in. Those were very bitter days.
'Those days we lived in hell. We looked like ghosts out of a cemetery.
We were very tired. We had a lot of complaints to take to the
Coalition forces, but we were afraid. Some days we wished to be
dead just to be rested. But I have [many] children. I was very tired.

My husband let his beard and hair grow so that they wouldn't think
he’s working. We had no income, and I started selling our property
to pay the rent. I heard that this officer was killed, that officer was
killed. I sent my husband to hide sometimes.
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Al-Qaeda started rumors. On the streets, they accused Americans
of being killers. People welcomed al-Qaeda into their homes as a
custom, but they killed families, raped wives, and took over. If one

of them killed 60 people, he was called emir.
Interpreter: Each al-Qaeda cell consisted of six people. If you kill

60 people, then you become an emir automatically. The cells didn’t
know each other.

Miriam: Each home they take over becomes a cell that doesn’t
work with the others. Every group of insurgents was in charge of
some area. Al-Qaeda had their own patrol groups driving around
making scary noises to terrorize neighborhoods and let them know
they were there.

Fear made me very cautious. Sometimes if a door was opened, an
entire family was killed—old people, women, and children. I had
four huge locks on the front door. It looked like a protected holy
place. I would only open the door for family. We had a way of
knocking that was a signal.

Al-Qaeda started targeting college graduates. My father-in-law is
a former [deleted] and a college graduate. We are an educated
family. I had a family member at the government office. He oftered
me a job. So I covered my face and went for the interview. Women
were not allowed to drive, so I taught my 11-year-old son to drive.
He took me to work. He had a lot of accidents. He also used to
take me shopping.

Three or four times I was stopped at al-Qaeda checkpoints. They
asked, “Where is your husband? Tell him to come in or we will kill
him.”I started crying and told them that he ran away after he lost
his job and that we are separated. So they let me go. The al-Qaeda
commander in our area started watching me himself from a vehicle
outside the fence.

I used to take my younger son walking. Females were not allowed
to walk by themselves. They had to have a husband or male relative
with them. So my son had to go with me.
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Al-Qaeda controlled all fuels. The al-Qaeda group commander
refused to allow them to sell fuel to me. I covered my face, but he
recognized my eyes.

I felt like I had no life in Ramadi. I used to bring hairdressers home
sometimes. But al-Qaeda asked why a male was in my home if my
husband was not there, so I had to stop.

They were not mujahedeen; they were low-life people. A true
enemy will face you and fight. These were cowards, cheaters, and
backstabbers. They threatened my son at school. I told him, “If you

see their cars, jump the back fence of the school.”

Many of our original neighbors fled the city, and the insurgents
lived in their homes in [other] areas. We are thankful for [name of
prominent person, deleted]. He deserves a lot of credit. A friend of
my in-laws heard of our situation and told [him]. He sent a force
to get us out. He hired my husband back as a police officer. He
worked six months at a station for [title deleted]. My husband lived
in the station while I lived at home with the kids.

I was afraid of the Coalition forces and the insurgents. I used to
leave the house at 6 a.m.. Before 7 a.m., there was a Coalition forces
curfew. After 7 a.m., the insurgents were out. I used to carry a white
flag with me. It was my husband’s undergarment. The Coalition
forces know the white flag. Nothing works with the insurgents.

'This is the first time I've told my story without crying. I am happy.
I just want to protect my family and love them. My husband and I
were in love before marriage. That is rare here. Most marriages are
arranged. If they killed us, I wanted them to kill me first. I can’t
bear to see him dead.

Our neighbors were on watch and asked questions. The neighbors
were collaborating with al-Qaeda. Sometimes I disguised my
husband as a woman or an old man. Every day was a different story.
It was like living in a different movie every day.

'The neighbors were asking questions, so we moved to a different