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Introduction

The first United States’ drone strike occurred on November 3, 2002, when a US Predator drone fired a Hellfire missile at a car traveling through the Mar’ib province of Yemen, killing six people inside the car; one of the dead was an American citizen Kamal Derwish. Since this first American drone strike, American drone usage has increased tremendously. According to the author’s calculations using data cited in Table I.3: Drone Strike Data, during the Presidency of George W. Bush, about two drone strikes were ordered per day in the Middle East. From his first day in office until the end of 2015, approximately ten drone strikes per dayhave been ordered in the Middle East and Africa during Obama’s presidency. During George W. Bush’s presidency around 5,000 drone strikes were ordered and under President Obama around 25,000 drone strikes have been ordered until the end of 2015. Bergen and Rowland found that under President Bush, about 33 percent of drone strikes in Pakistan killed a leader compared to less than 13 percent under Obama.1 Bush targeted al-Qa’ida members in 25 percent of drone attacks while Obama targets Taliban members in approximately 40 percent of all drone attacks.2 Although the United States’ military has embraced drones as the highly anticipated, low casualty, warfare weapon of the future, the effects of drone warfare are questionable.

The United States has repeatedly used drones to kill suspected terrorists in Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya, Pakistan, Somalia, Syria, and Yemen in an effort to decrease terrorism and the vitality of terrorist groups. Targeted killing through the use of drones has become a foreign policy weapon to keep the United States safe from further terrorist attacks. However, it is suspected that targeted killings through the use of drones have actually led to an increase in terrorist group recruitment, terrorist attacks, and empathy for the terrorist group from the local population in addition to several other unwanted repercussions. The two part research question this book attempts to answer is, “What is the effect of drone targeted killing on Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya, Pakistan, Somalia, Syria, and Yemen? And is it a successful method in the War on Terror?”

The first part of the research questions seeks an answer as to how the countries have actually fared or responded to drone warfare and targeted killing in their countries. For example, it has been found in Pakistan that targeted killing in rural areas where al-Qa’ida trains has caused al-Qa’ida members to move to cities. This has caused an increase in crime and radicalization in the cities. There is also a political party in Pakistan devoted to the discontinuation of American drone use in Pakistan called the Tehreek-e-Insaf (PTI).3,4 Each chapter in this book will examine one particular country and how drone warfare has affected that country whether it be the government, citizens, crime rates, etc. The primary goal of this book is to see whether targeted killing is effective as a foreign policy tool.

The second component of the research question examines whether targeted killing has been effective in the decrease of terrorism in each country and in the United States. The purpose of the War on Terrorism was foremost to protect the United States’ homeland and to decrease terrorism and terrorist groups throughout the world. George W. Bush stated, “Our war on terror begins with al-Qaeda, but it does not end there. It will not end until every terrorist group of global reach has been found, stopped and defeated.”5 Each chapter on each country will analyze whether terrorism has really decreased in that country since targeted killing began. The conclusion will assess the results of targeted killing in the Middle East and Africa and whether it has decreased terrorism overall. The conclusion will also examine whether targeted killing has decreased terrorism in the United States and will look at some preliminary costs of drone warfare.

Preliminary research for this book found that Pakistan had a correlation between targeted killing and an increase in suicide bombings within Pakistan, which is counterproductive for Pakistani national security and safety. In reference to the United States, an argument can be made that as long as the American homeland is not getting attacked, who cares what happens to the Pakistanis? The response to this question is that American values and culture do not allow for a lack of apathy for other countries and citizens in the worldwide War on Terror. If Americans just do not care about what happens to citizens in other countries on behalf of their own government, then why should citizens in other countries ever help Americans? The ends do not justify the means, particularly if reciprocity is needed somewhere in the relationship. In addition, apathy is not conducive to creating a good alliance with the Pakistanis when the United States is trying to destroy terrorist elements through other methods such as freezing assets or raiding an al-Qa’ida complex. Strong diplomatic relations with a country like Pakistan are a necessity in the War on Terror. In addition, targeted killing is supposed to decrease terrorism in general, not only in the United States.

Since this is a relatively new area of research, this book is literally the first crack at summation and analysis of drone warfare in the Middle East and Africa. Unfortunately, someone must always be first, so there will undoubtedly be some mistakes and some room for improvement. All mistakes are of course my own. All of the data used in this book are taken from think tanks that are independently gathering data, not the United States’ Government. The disparities between what the United States Government actually rarely reports and what occurs are tremendous. One can be assured that this question of targeted killing effectiveness will continue to attract more research and analysis as time marches onward, particularly since future presidential administrations, whether under Hillary Clinton or Donald Trump are not opposed to the policy.

This introductory chapter will continue with a brief history of drone warfare. The next part of the introduction will examine current literature on whether targeted killing is effective or ineffective. The next section will include information on quantitative data operationalization, and terminology including unmanned aerial vehicles (UAV), and actors (targeters and targets). The introductory chapter will then explain what it means for a country like the United States to effectively decrease terrorism in the War on Terror or how is effective counterterrorism operationalized in the book? The last part of this chapter will provide an overview of the book and a summary of each chapter.

A Brief History of Drone Warfare

Although there are more simplistic earlier examples of drones, Nikola Tesla created a radio-guided electronic torpedo in 1897 and a radio-controlled motorboat in Madison Square Garden in 1898. Charles Kettering then introduced the Kettering Bug or an aerial torpedo in World War I. World War II led to greater advances with both Germany and the United States developing their own remote-controlled planes. Joe Kennedy, the eldest brother of John F. Kennedy, actually died as a result of a naval drone explosion gone wrong in World War II.

Drones continued to develop throughout the Cold War and were even extensively used in the first Gulf War in Iraq. The United States bought the Pioneer from Israel and proceeded to use it in Iraq. Bill Clinton even used drones to spy on Osama bin Laden in Afghanistan, even though drones did not yet have destruction capabilities. After September 22, 2001, the United States greatly increased its manufacturing of drones, drone weapons capabilities, and drone bases around the world. By the end of October 2001, the United States had created a framework for targeted killings using drones as the CIA had already been experimenting with the Predator in Afghanistan and Pakistan concerning surveillance operations.6 “The United States has at least sixteen drone operating and training sites domestically along with another twelve American drone bases or support facilities abroad in Djibouti, Ethiopia, Kuwait, Niger, Oman, Saudi Arabia, Seychelles, Qatar, and the UAE.”7

Drone or UAV8 technology has greatly changed the world of crime and thus what follows, security. In their thoughtful and well-researched book The Future of Violence, Benjamin Wittes and Gabriella Blum examine how UAV technology has changed the face of national and international security. They argue the following.


	Modern technology enables individuals to wield the destructive power of states.

	Individuals, including you personally, can potentially be attacked with impunity from anywhere in the world.

	Technology makes less relevant many of the traditional concepts around which our laws and political organization for security have evolved. National borders, jurisdictional boundaries, citizenship, and the distinctions between national and international between act of war and crime, and between state and private action all offer divides less sharp then they used to.

	Our nation—and every nation—can face attack through channels controlled and operated not by governments but by the private sector and by means against which governments lack the ability to defend, making private actors pivotal to defense.9



In addition to the security environment, drones have tremendously changed the way that the United States conducts itself in the War on Terror. The United States no longer needs to put “boots on the ground” to fight a foreign enemy. Drones are capable of doing that for all the military branches and less lives and equipment are lost.10 Targets can be destroyed by pilots flying from thousands of miles away. The next part of this chapter will examine existing literature concerning the effectiveness of targeted killing.

What Does the Literature Say?

Several studies have been completed concerning the efficacy of drone strikes on terrorist organizations, yet there is still no consensus. While it is true that drone strikes kill terrorists or cause them to flee, it is also true that local populations are incensed and radicalized by American drone strikes. The following literature review provides the most current consensus for both the effectiveness and ineffectiveness of drone strikes.

Drone Targeted Killings are Effective

Some scholarship has been published concerning the effectiveness of drone strikes in combating terrorism. Professor Daniel Byman11 asserts that drones work because: they have killed several thousand al-Qa’ida members, undermine communicative technology like cellphones, have a low ratio of civilian to militant deaths, and are supported by foreign governments. Professor Wilner gives six reasons why he believes targeted killings work, not necessarily using drones. (1) The first is the elimination of the threat. (2) The second is that targeted killing forces a leader to look after their own safety as opposed to any activities conducted by their terrorist group. (3) Thirdly, targeted killings deprofessionalize an organization, thus leaving them not to do anything besides staying alive. (4) The fourth reason that targeted killing is successful is that it leads to disorganization and power struggles within the organization. (5) The fifth and final reason targeted killings work is that they lead to low moral within the organization. After a successful series of targeted killings, terrorist members will feel despair.12

In a study using data from January 2007 to September 2011, RAND analyst Patrick B. Johnston and Stanford University scholar Anoop K. Sarbati found that drone strikes were effective in decreasing terrorist attacks in northwest Pakistan and eastern Afghanistan (FATA). The authors found that drone strikes were also effective in decreasing the lethality of terrorist attacks. The drone strikes were most effective during the week that the drone strikes occurred but had little long-term results in decreasing terrorist attacks.13

In summation concerning the effectiveness of targeted killings, the jury is still out and the academics and policy makers who support drone strikes are less in number than those who can see the problems with drone strikes. Strictly speaking, even the most pro-drone advocates like Byman caution the United States against using drone strikes as the main counterterrorism tactic in the War on Terrorism. The lack of humanity in killing a human being thousands of miles away on a computer screen is dehumanizing and risky for many reasons. In the end, the cautious proponents are correct, particularly under the Obama Administration. Targeted killing and drone warfare have become the sole tactic in the War on Terror and the overreliance of the United States on this method is readily apparent. The next section will describe the numerous problems with drone warfare and targeted killing.

Drone Targeted Killings are Not Effective

There are several problems with drone targeted killings: 

(1) The first of these problems is that innocents are often killed, including American service people,14 and collateral damage occurs. Whether it is mechanical error, human error, or any other reason, mistakes are made. Professor Audrey Cronin15 warns in a Foreign Affairs article that drones “may be creating sworn enemies out of a sea of local insurgents” and that “It would be a mistake to embrace killer drones as the centerpiece of U.S. counterterrorism.” Noor Behram, who is known for photographing the effects of drone strikes in Pakistan, has stated “For every ten to fifteen people killed, maybe they [American Military] get one militant.”16 People believe in the accuracy of American weaponry and mistakes are taken for purposeful actions.17 Since many Muslims in the Middle East and Africa believe that the Americans are crusaders or that they are trying to control the world, the best of intentions create the worst perceptions when mistakes are made. In addition, since bodies are incinerated when drone strikes occur, Muslims (who are typically the target population) cannot perform proper burials because there is nothing left of the body.18 As a side note, after the drone strikes occur, al-Qa’ida and the Taliban have been known to cordon off the strike area. The drones will then return to the area to kill19 the Taliban or al-Qa’ida members who have come to investigate, creating a drone funeral. This concept is called the “double tap” and was most likely invented by the Israelis “meaning that first responders to an area already hit, lost their own lives in the second round of bombing.”20 Although in recent months, the terrorist groups have got smarter in not going to the scene of the strikes, there are many instances throughout this book, where civilians who assist at the scene of the drone strikes become the victims of the second drone strikes.

In addition, there are also serious problems determining who exactly is a “terrorist.” There is no universal definition of terrorism that has been agreed upon by any agency and therefore no concrete consensus of what constitutes a terrorist. In this book, the author is using the following definition of terrorism, which I used in my first book. In previous research, the author has distinguished between the two terms: terrorist and revolutionary. The definition of terrorism used in this book, which is differentiated from revolution, is as follows:21 Terrorist groups are nongovernmental22 entities that intentionally attack civilian populations who are noncombatants within their own struggle for power. Specifically, noncombatants refer to people who are not involved in any way with the terrorist’s struggle and cannot really change the outcome of the terrorist organization’s situation. For example, the president of a country may be a legitimate revolutionary target but a postal worker or bridge builder is not. Purposefully attacking people who hold political and military power is an act of war, not an act of terrorism. These people who hold political and military power would include off-duty soldiers or reserve soldiers and also public officials. Revolutionaries who use terrorist tactics (like the White Terror in the French Revolution where thousands were killed) become terrorists. One who uses terrorist tactics is a terrorist. Terrorists may subscribe to revolutionary ideology, but the killing or terrorizing of noncombatants is what defines a terrorist as a terrorist, and differentiates the terrorist from a revolutionary. As a side note, this definition









































	Targeted killings involve the use of lethal force.

	Targeted killings are designed to target specifically identified individuals.

	Targeted killings are carried out with the deliberate intent to kill the individual in question.

	Targeted killings are used against individuals not in the physical custody of the state.

	Targeted killings are carried out by states and their central governments.
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	Do not have a human operator

	Are designed to be recoverable (even though they may not be used in a way that renders them such)

	In a military context, are able to exert their power in order to deliver a lethal or nonlethal payload or otherwise perform a function in support of a military force’s objectives.



























	Effective counterterrorism requires a decrease in terrorism in the countries where drone strikes occur whether categorized as terrorist attacks or suicide terrorist attacks. An increase in drone strikes should then have a decrease in terrorist attacks in each country.

	Effective counterterrorism does not create blowback in which radicalization occurs, anti-Americanism is created, and terrorist group recruitment and empathy increases.

	Effective counterterrorism has a collateral damage rate of less than 10 percent. This means from a human being perspective that for every terrorist that is killed, there must be one civilian killed or for every ten terrorists that are killed, approximately one civilian is killed.
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