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The current definition of conbined arns does not accurately
portray the current tactics, techni ques, and procedures being
utilized in the A obal War on Terrorism There is a paradi gm
within the United States Marine Corps that ties the definition
of conbined arns to weapon systens, their nmunitions, and the
ability to enploy those weapons in such a manner or sequence
that forces the eneny to expose himself to one or nore arns’.
The goal of reaching the point where the Marine Corps can apply
its kinetic arnms against the eneny so that it can destroy himis
still the endstate. However, because of the nature of the
current enemy, non-lethal fires or non-kinetic fires are
required arns in forcing our eneny to expose hinmself. Conbined
arnms is now the integration of both kinetic and non-Kkinetic
fires in such a manner that to counteract one armthe eneny is
susceptible to another and can be captured or destroyed. A new
definition of conbined arns would nore clearly depict our
current fights in Iraq and Afghanistan and would aid in
br oadeni ng the perspective of our future Marine | eaders who wl |l
be asked to enploy all available arns on the enenmy when they go
into theater

Background

The Marine Corps trains its |leaders to be famliar with the

concept of conbined arns in order to instill the skills and

abilities necessary to succeed on the battlefield. By the tine



a second lieutenant in the Marine Corps graduates from The Basic
School (TBS) he or she has been inundated with instruction and
exerci ses geared towards the practice of utilizing all avail able
weapons in order to place the eneny in an unmanageabl e
situation. This is with good reason; the concept of conbi ned
arms is one of the Marine Corps’ fundanentals in conducting
warfare. MCDP-1 Warfighting states that, “Conbined arns is the
full integration of arms in such a way that to counteract one,

t he eneny nust become vul nerable to another.”? MCDP-1 goes on to
say that we achieve conbined arns by utilizing different units
and weapon systens that conplinent each other’s strengths and
weaknesses.

The af orementioned current definition of conbined arns is a
valid concept that has merit, but it lacks the full integration
of the Marine Corps’ capabilities required in today’s
operational environnment and the gl obal war on terrorism The
unconventional eneny that the United States fights today,
attacks and operates asymmetrically, which at times mtigates
the ability to conbine arns on the eneny in the conventional
manner described in Marine Corps doctrine. Conventional arns
means conbi ni ng weapon systens that are kinetic such as the
nmet hodol ogy and exerci ses found during a comon Conbi ned Arnmns
Exercise (CAX) at the Marine Air Gound Task Force Trai ning

Center (MAGTFTC) in Twenty-nine Palms, California.® The current



operating environment requires a new definition of the conbi ned
arnms concept that still alludes to the conventional application
of arms against a conventional eneny but accounts for the

i nportance of non-kinetic fires in surfacing and identifying the
unconventional foe.

In a nore conventional war than the current operations in
| rag and Af ghani stan, a conmon goal of conmmanders is to nmass
fires on a canalized eneny formation with the hopes of achieving
conbined arns. Because U. S. mlitary forces are not facing
| arge mechani zed or disnounted forces trying to attain
conventional objectives, achieving conbined arns with various
weapons is still a goal, but there are fewer opportunities to
achieve it. The eneny terrorists utilize guerrilla warfare
tactics while seeking to remain conceal ed within urban
envi ronnents. Because of their evolving tactics and techni ques
t he chal | enge has becone to identify, locate, and then quickly
act in order to corner and defeat the eneny with our
conventi onal conbi ned arns.

In order to counter the unconventional eneny, conbined arns
must be the full integration of all arms, both kinetic and non-
kinetic, in such a manner that surfaces and places the eneny at
the horns of a dilenmma. By redefining conbined arns
appropriately Marines will receive training to nmake tactical and

operational decisions that neet the chall enge of today’'s eneny.



Under st andi ng that conbined arns is not just crew served weapons
and tanks fired in concert with indirect fires and close air
support is a paradigmshift that needs to be | earned and
understood by all Marine | eaders. Al t hough only a snmall change
in definition, the effect on training young Marines and | eaders
wi |l be profound.

Through the devel opnent of Tactics, Techni ques, and
Procedures (TTPs), Marine and Arnmy forces fighting in Iraq have
determ ned that the best way to |locate and identify eneny
insurgents is through the enploynent of non-kinetic arnms. Non-
kinetic arnms such as information operations, the use of Human
Expl oitati on Teanms, and the Conbi ned Action Program (CAP) have
proven to be effective against current guerrilla warfare
tactics. As inportant as our kinetic weapons are, the listed
non-lethal fires or neans are the arns of the Marine Corps
arsenal that are enabling Marines to close with and destroy the
enemny.

Information Operations

The inclusion of information operations as a non-| et hal
conbined armis especially relevant not only because of the
fleeting information and rapid intelligence cycles, but because
of the readily avail abl e technol ogy and the nature of the eneny.
In fighting a war against guerrilla tactics in the past, we have

found that winning control of the [ocal population is paranount



and the sane can be said of current operations in Iraq and

Af ghani stan. The inportance of the | ocal popul ation was echoed
by sentinments nade to retired Lieutenant General V. H Krul ak by
North Vi et nanmese General Vo Nguyen G ap when he said, “Wthout

t he people, we have no information, they hide us, protect us,

feed us and tend to our wounded.”?*

| nformati on operations are a
critical means of influencing and controlling the popul ation
that the insurgents operate within. By definition, informtion
operations are “actions taken to influence, affect, or defend
information, information systens, and decision-making.”> The
core, supporting, and related capabilities of infornmation
operations all have had an inpact. |In Iraq, psychol ogical
operations and civil-mlitary operations have denonstrated
success in identifying the eneny and serving as critical non-
kinetic fires within the conbined arnms concept.

As a part of the conbined arns effort Psychol ogi cal
Operation (PSYOPS) teans in Iraq are targeting the | ocal
popul ation and the insurgents in order to create an environnent
that is difficult for insurgents to operate in. The goal of
PSYOPS is to influence the attitudes and perceptions of the
targeted audience in order to convey two basic thenes. The two
themes are that the “guerrilla insurgents are bad for Iraq’' s
future, and the United State’s tenporary mlitary presence can

» 6

best help build Iraq’ s future. Uilizing leaflet distribution,



regul ar nmessages on outlets such as radi o news station Radio
Nahrain (96 FM, and di ssem nation through | ocal council or
religious |eadership, PSYOPS teans proliferate a positive
nmessage and a neans for the | ocal population to report insurgent
activities.” The PSYOPS effort coupled with an effective
f eedback anal ysis | oop reduces the insurgents’ ability to
communi cate and operate covertly and enable mlitary kinetic
fires.

A related information operation capability, civil-mlitary
operations plays an inportant role in supporting other
i nformati on operations in determning and | ocating the eneny and
their activities. O all the information operations that can be
brought to bear against the eneny in terns of conbined arns
integration, civil-mlitary operations sounds |ike the | east
i kely candi date. However, A key conponent to success is
gaining the trust and respect of the |ocal populace in contact
with the eneny and can aid the U S. mlitary effort. Through a
nunber of civil-mlitary operations Marine and Arny units are
forging relationships that are synbiotic and assi st greater
i nformati on operation goals.

The basic goal of civil-mlitary operations is to rebuild
and inprove local infrastructure and foster trust inthe U S
mlitary. 1In Irag and Afghani stan, schools and nedi cal

facilities are being built in order to inprove the quality of



life. A natural side effect is that U S. forces gain a neasure
of trust and loyalty by such actions. This trust leads to
better information and responsive assistance fromtribal |eaders
and civilians and | ess support for the insurgents.® Utinmately,
a highly devel oped rel ati onship between locals and U. S. forces
creates an unconfortable environnent for terrorists and it
creates opportunities for the application of other arns on the
eneny.
Human Exploitation Team Employment

HUM NT (human intelligence) Exploitation Teans (HETs) have
been used within the Marine Corps throughout its deploynent in
Irag and it is incunbent upon the Marine Corps training
establishnment to ensure that their mssion and capabilities are
understood within the context of conbi ned arns enpl oynent. By
their design and training, the mssion of the HET is to identify
and mani pul ate the network of the eneny through the interaction
and infiltration of the |local populace. Wrking in conjunction
wi th conventional Marine rifle conpanies or on their own, they
have served with success as an armthat can identify the eneny
and nmake hi m susceptible to other arns.

Utilizing their expertise and capability, HETs were an
i nval uabl e tool in predeterm ning the whereabouts of the
i nsurgents and their weapons caches during recent operations in

Fal lujah, lraq. Operating as a part of TEAM SAMJRAI from 7



Novenber to 3 Decenber 2004, two HETs were attached to Kilo
Conpany, 3d Battalion, 5'" Marines during Operation Phantom Fury.
This recent operation placed the HETs in the “third bl ock” of
the war, meaning high intensity conflict.® Wrking side by side
with a rifle conpany that was kicking down doors, conducting
hasty attacks on buil dings, and clearing roomto room HETs
followed in trace and devel oped the situation by extracting
information on the eneny fromthe | ocal populace or from ot her
subj ects and exploiting sensitive sites.® HET efforts during
Operation Phantom Fury led to the identification of previously
undet erm ned i nsurgent |ocations and the application of conbined
arnms attacks on those targets.

In addition to | arge-scal e operations such as Phantom Fury,
HETs continue to participate in small unit patrols and act
aut onormously in order to gain a foothold within the |oca
popul ation and establish a network of informants.!! HETs act
covertly and overtly, facilitate informant communi cati on, and
make the required business deals to surface insurgent activity
and location. It is through their interaction with local Iraqgis
that the HETs determ ne the next viable target for the
conventional forces. |In best-case scenarios, a HET may identify
an insurgent stronghold that can be targeted by all avail abl e

arnms utilizing the fundanental s of conbined arns enpl oynent. At



m ni mum HETs often determ ne a new | ocation or person worth
sear chi ng.

HETs are a proven asset that adds to the conbi ned arns
effort by cornering the eneny and renoving his cloak of
conceal ment within the population. Uncovering targets in a war
agai nst an eneny that utilizes guerrilla tactics is a
chal l enging task and it cannot ordinarily be done through
conventional kinetic fires in environments such as Afghani stan
and Iraq. Instead, the enpl oynent of capable HETs can be used
as a weapon agai nst the eneny that enables the use of
conventional fires.

Combined Action Program Employment

The Conbi ned Action Program (CAP) serves as an non-kinetic
arm by refusing the eneny insurgents conceal ment options within
the local Iraqi population. O all the non-kinetic arns or
fires discussed to this point, the enploynent of conbined action
pl atoon may seem the nost abstract because it is a tactic rather
than an asset. Devel oped during the Vietnam War to target the
North Vi etnamese Arnmy (NVA) and Viet Cong (VC) who took
advantage of the rural villagers, CAP found sone success in that
high intensity conflict. Because sone of the circunstances
surroundi ng the plight of the insurgent and his asynmetric

tactics are simlar in lraq, there is reason to believe that CAP



can be successful in surfacing insurgents to be prosecuted by
kinetic fires in Irag.

CAP is a tactical neasure that shares the goals of both
i nformati on operations and HET enpl oynent and facilitates the
| ocation and identification of targets while providing |ocal
security for the population. Used during the Vietnam War from
1965 to 1971, CAP called for the integration of a squad of
Mari nes and one Navy Corpsnan into the life and daily activity
of an “at risk” village.'® Because the CAP called for a small
unit to occupy a village, work alongside the villagers, and
si mul t aneously provide security for the villagers, a |evel of
trust and conmunity devel oped between the village and the
occupying force. The villagers surely would have rather I|ived
in peace without the NVA or VC, but during wartine they
preferred the U S. Marines. Wen executed well, CAP created a
synbiotic rel ati onship whereby the Marines provided stability
and security and the villagers provided information on the eneny
or at least a vantage point fromwhere Marines could better
devel op the situation against the eneny over a |ong period of
tim. 13

CAP can be successful in Irag because the vast majority of
| ragi people desire stability nuch |ike the South Vietnanese
villagers did. Like information operations, a desired endstate

is town the hearts and m nds of the | ocal population while
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creating an operating environnment that is | ess permssive for
the terrorist insurgents. Having lost the ability to nove and
conduct guerrilla operations in a specific area the insurgents
have to choose between fighting nore conventionally or noving
el sewhere. Through training towards CAP enpl oynent, as a non-
kinetic arm Marine small units can put the eneny in an
envi ronment where they can no | onger conceal thenselves and are
susceptible to other avail able arns.
Conclusion

Redefining conbined arnms is necessary in order to shift our
ideas froma narrow view to an all-enconpassi ng vi ew where al
of a forces’ assets are brought to bear in order to destroy an
eneny. The U. S. mlitary now finds itself in a fight in which
it nmust adopt a new approach within the battle-space and in
training in order to achieve tactical and operational results in
the current operational environnment. Non-kinetic fires enhance
the ability to enploy kinetic fires by renoving the eneny’s
ability to conceal hinself through the use of infornmation
operations, HETs, and tactics such as the CAP. The | essons
| earned fromveteran units flow back to the training
installations of the Marine Corps point towards a new
under st andi ng and enpl oynent of conbined arnms. These | essons
| earned have been tried and battle tested by innovative Mrines

agai nst a savvy and el usive eneny. As a progressive force, the
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Marine Corps should | ead the way by training the next generation
of |l eaders to understand a new definition of conbined arns that
accounts for the dynamc and nultitude of arnms that can brought

to bear against the current eneny.
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