SWORN STATEMENT

My name is (b)(3), (b)(6) - I am a Chief Warrant Officer 4 in
the U.S. Army. My current unit is United States Central
Command, which is located in Tampa, Florida. In my current
duties at CENTCOM I am the Senior Allsource Analyst at JIc,
Center of Excellence for Insurgency and Counterterrorism Team.

Around the end of July 2008 I was forward deployed to Pakistan.
I am familiar with intelligence products related to the battle
that took place at Wanat, Afghanistan last July. My Team was
responsible for briefing the Command.

The weather conditions during the Battle of Wanat were that
showers were observed in the area and lightning was observed
south of the FOB. The weather forecast for that entire region
at the time of the TIC was yellow from 11 - 14 July 2008, for
air and ground operations, which meant marginal impact to those
operations. The weather conditions did not affect the Predator
and it did fly that day.

The Wanat TIC started on the 12th of July 2008, close to 2300
Zulu. Thirty days leading up to the attack, we had about eight
attacks within the general area of the COP heading to the
valleys of the north. The attacks included direct and indirect
fire and some surface to air fire. We, the intelligence
analysts believed, from human sources, that the fighters were in
the area as early as 2 July. Based on HUMINT, we believed that
the planning for this attack could have occurred well into the
spring of 2008. Not necessary for a Wanat attack as much as it
was for an attack within the COP Bella and Wanat area. We
generally believed, the fighters came from the locality, and not
from across the border of Pakistan. It was a self-sustained and
resourced fight. HUMINT indicated possible guidance given from
other areas.

Concerning the collection posture leading up to the attack,
CJTF-101 had six noted operational priorities for RC East.
Kunar and Nuristan were not in the top six. Within those
operational priorities there were target priorities. They were
dealing with a contract personal recovery event, the Haggani
Network (HQN) (these are objective Wildcat Lines). This is the
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primary threat in RC East as enemy forces go. The Taliban
operate in the south and we call that the “Big T” and the HQON
that runs in the P2K. Those two entities are the primary
threats to Kabul. That is the threat that 101 was dealing with
as a Division. Border interdiction was always a concern as well
as the threats to Kabul. There were also six enduring
operations that date back to the spring of 2008 some were
operations that the Division fell in on. Most of them dealt
with the Ring Road and the P2K area where again the HQN was
operating most of these threat networks.

Before the attack, we had HUMMIT leading up to it talking about
threats in the region. I would argue that looking at this and
knowing the history of the area that the specific HUMINT threats
did not stand out as noteworthy What we did not have to
corroborate was any SIGINT leading up to this attack. We had
multiple sources that an attack was coming but not other
intelligence means (INCS) confirming that an attack was coming.
An LVI team was not present with this unit. We had the
capability at the National level to collect SIGINT that we could
not collect on the tactical that the enemy may have used. Were
they using devices and maybe we did not see that particular
chain of intelligence? Quite possibly yes.

From history, the majority of the attacks I have seen both in
this region as well as other regions of Afghanistan, they would
normally come on tactical nets when it comes time to conduct an
attack. Coordination prior to an attack is also done on those
tactical nets that are capable of being collected locally. Most
of their coordination is not any higher than that. It is done
locally so they can have local meetings, and I think that is
where the human intel came in where we probably got some reports
of those meetings. There just was not any SIGINT. I am not
saying that there would have been. As an Allsource guy looking
at previous attacks and what has happened in the region, leading
up to an attack, tactical SIGINT will normally reflect
individuals prepping equipment for attack, i.e., moving rockets
in positions, guys talking about moving the fires. That is a
good indication of an imminent area of attack. We did not see
that in this and that is what was missing.
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The focus of collection on the day or the immediate hours
leading up to the attack in Wanat was in the P2K region. It had
gone back to the Wildcat Line. We had assets that could have
picked up I and W if it was out there to be collected, based on
the movement of the COP from BELLA as well as a TIC that
occurred recently. So from the 10th to about the morning of the
12th of July there was a large amount of collection in the area.
The day of the attack data collection had moved to other
objectives.

From the 10th through the 14th of July we had 43 system hours
dedicated to this particular region of Afghanistan for SIGINT
collection, tactical COMMS. We also had 32 hours of full motion
video. Based on my experience that amount of OP TEMPO for
collection in Afghanistan is a good amount of resources. I
would even say that it is a little high for such a little piece
of dirt because they addressed the move to the COP. So at the
front end there was an awful lot of collection. I agree that
the dedicated hours are deceptive because the units pushed
collection assets to Wanat after the attack on the 13th. There
wag dedicated ISR when they set up the COP from 8 - 11 July, but
ISR coverage seemed to have dropped off soon thereafter and when
the unit were under attack then the Brigade/Division pushed
assets and they kept them over Wanat on the 13th and the 14th of
July. After the 14" there was a return to normalcy in their
collection posture in Wanat, even then was a pretty good
dedication of resources.

One of their collection systems (b)(1)1.4a,c

LOMEE (b)(1) 142, . and that
is pretty gocd for Afghanistan. Although CJTF 101 as an entity,
had a decent amount of dedicated theatre collection assets there
was another unit in Afghanistan (()1)14ac Force) that directly

competed with it for those resources. (vd)14ac Force normally
beat CJTF 101 for FMV as well as some SIGINT collection assets.

From the 10th through the 11th of July 2008 the Wanat move was
number three on the CJTF 101 collection priorities. (b)1)1.4a,c

(b)(1)1.4a,c
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(b)1)1.4a,c

From the 11th through the 12th of July 2008, the collection did
drop off, but again for a piece of dirt that was not named as a
priority area for operation there was still collection taking
place. You are not only getting your SIGINT which is again the
RedRidge which is the aircraft. But you are also getting FMV,
which is full video of the area. This was after the move had
been finished. There may have been more collection although
they had some ad hoc into the area as they got into some
reporting about some triple A guns that was operating in the
command AO. This takes us to the morning prior to the attack,
about 0630 local time the day before the attack. We still had a
decent amount of collection in the area. Even eight hours of
collection would have been pretty good. Given the type of fight
and the type of insurgents, FMV would not have been the best
source of intelligence. It is the SIGINT that I am focusing on,

(b)(1)1.4a,c
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The insurgents historically do their planning and movement
during the hours of darkness. There was no FMV coverage
scheduled for Wanat at that point in time; until, a Predator was
moved on station when the TIC was declared, which was an ad hoc
that came out of another area. The number one priority at the
time was the OPS P2K area. (0)1)14a,c

(b)(1) 1.4 a,c

During the attack on the 13th of July a considerable amount of

assets were dedicated to Wanat, which included (b)) 144, c
UAV, and a FMV coverage in the area. b)) 14a,c
(b)(1)1.4a,c

Based on our assessment, approximately 120 insurgents conducted
this attack. We believe that approximately 20 -30 of the
insurgents were wounded or killed. They operated in two to five
men groups. I believe the population probably had full
awareness that the attack was about to happen. I do not believe
the thought that for every fighter or shooter there are three to
six guys behind him providing support. They are normally their
own logistic network. The guys that move the stuff are also the
guys that fight. There is dedicated network responsible for
positioning resources but that’s all done to the left (before)
of the attack. They preposition a lot of stuff. They did not
have to move a lot of the arms into the general area of Wanat
because they were already there.

Based on the number of contacts with intercepts as the attack
was ongoing there was obviously 50 to 70 if not up a 120
insurgents in the area. Their COMM discipline is pretty good.
They demonstrated some degree of OPSEC but I would not say that
it is out of the ordinary but there is some there. The last FMV
flew over Wanat prior to the attack at 0030 on the 12th of July
2008. The FMV was diverted to another area, ad hoc, after it
flew this mission. Ad hoc means that we have a situation that
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developed; it is a dynamic tasking, which means I have like a
troop in contact supersedes what's scheduled.

We believe that sometime in the spring of 2008 AQ
representatives within the FATA working closely with local
insurgent Taliban leadership decided that they needed to
increase operations within the region. They then set forth to

resource those operations. (b)(1)1.4a,c
(b)(1)1.4a,c (b)(1)1.4a,c
(b)(1)1.4a, ¢

attack was almost identical to the attack at BELLA about a year
before.

(b)(1)1.4a,c

Full motion video in my opinion would not

have affected anything
prior to the attack.

(b)(1)1.4a,c

(b)(1)1.4a,c
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(b)(1)1.44a,c
(b)(1)1.4a,c

Slow motion video would not have helped even though you could
identify a cluster of individuals moving, but again you see
clusters of individuals moving with guns often in Afghanistan.
You would certainly not have seen a hundred insurgents moving
with guns. It would have been difficult for FMV with one asset,
which is all that youxr see officially dedicated anywhere, pick
up an attack of such magnitude. For example, for all of the
attacks that happened on the border we were pretty unsuccessful
at interdicting those attacks until they actually start
happening. Insurgents in the area of Wanat have done frontal
attacks at Camp Blessing as early as 2003. It would not have
mattered if there was a Company of our personnel at Wanat they
still would have attacked. The insurgents do not shy away from
an attack against U.S. forces in the Wanat region. There was
probably little the U.s. forces could have done to prevent the
insurgents from attacking Wanat. They could have quickly built
capacity and fortified Wanat to have mitigated the attack.
There were at least three RedRidge platforms available to the

Division, and in my opinion they had sufficient Predators for
FMV.

We think the AQ apparatus was behind the Wanat attack supporting
the local Taliban Command, and the Taliban using locals for the
fight. That is why when I say that this was a local fight you
did not see these individuals sitting in Pakistan pushing
fighters in. What we saw was them giving direction and
resourcing local commanders and the local commanders using their
local fighters. The insurgents are willing to take 20 - 30
KIAs. That is comparatively a small number for them. After
Wanat was abandoned (b)1)14a,c¢

(b)(1)1.4a,c (b)(1)1.4a,c
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