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ABSTRACT 

This thesis attempts to examine how ‘hybrid warfare’ can be identified in practice. Hybrid 

warfare is a current buzz-word to explain modern warfare, which has blurred the line between 

conventional warfare and irregular warfare. However, hybrid warfare is a contested concept, 

with no universally agreed upon definition, and little empirical evidence. This thesis attempts 

to take the first step in filling the knowledge gap surrounding hybrid warfare, which will build 

a bridge between the different perspectives on hybrid warfare and how hybrid warfare is labeled 

in practice. In order to this an exploratory research approach is used to identify hybrid warfare 

through a comparative case study approach in the actions of Russia in Crimea from November 

2013 until March 2014, and the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria from June 2014 until 

December 2014. A framework is established of different modes of warfare and dimensions of 

hybrid warfare through building on the works of three hybrid warfare scholars: Frank Hoffman, 

Russell Glenn, and John McCuen.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

“Hybrid warfare is an amalgam of overt and covert military power; a combination of bullying 

and subversion along with just a dash of deniability – all intended to make a full-scale response 

that much harder” (Marcus, 2014).  

“The concept of hybrid threats is at the nexus between internal security and defense, between 

civilians and military capabilities” (Barnes, 2016).  

“Hybrid warfare deliberately integrates the use of various instruments of national power so as 

to achieve foreign policy objectives in the light of the believed goals and capabilities of the 

adversary” (Lanoszka, 2016, p. 178).  

“In the two years that have passed since Russia annexed Crimea, the expression ‘Russian 

hybrid warfare’ has become a fixture in the Western political, media and academic lexicon. It’s 

a catch-all for Russian hostility” (Bershidsky, 2016).  

“ISIL is a terror network with territorial ambitions and some of the strategy and tactics of an 

army” (Obama in Garamone, 2014). 

‘Hybrid warfare’1 is  the current buzz-word in the media, academic literature, and in the policy-

making circles. Looking at the first three definitions above, it is an understatement that there is 

little agreement on what the concept entails. Nevertheless, the high utilization of the concept in 

the various platforms suggests that a new form of warfare has come to light. Some academics 

accredit this transformation in warfare to the increasingly blurred character of modern wars 

(Wilkie, 2009; Glenn, 2009). Others have attributed the usage of the concept to the fact that the 

West is not prepared to provide security against adversaries that attempt to target the 

weaknesses of the West without using traditional military strength (Hoffman, 2007; McCuen, 

2008).  

 Whichever of these reasons might be the cause; the concept hybrid warfare is currently 

used to explain certain threats and warfare acts. For example, both NATO and the EU recognize 

Russia’s aggression in Crimea and the advances of Daesh in Iraq and Syria as hybrid warfare 

threats (Council of the European Union, 2015; Miranda Calha, 2015). Both of these 

                                                                 

1 The thesis will focus on the concept of hybrid warfare. However, this term is used interchangeably in the literature 

with hybrid threats (Glenn, 2009). The exact differences between these terms is not defined in academic papers, 

therefore the thesis assumes that a hybrid threat is the threat that hybrid warfare will be waged by an adversary to 

another entity. 
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organizations are also working on counter measures as they fear for the safety of Europe, 

because of these two threats labeled as hybrid warfare. However, it seems problematic to label 

certain warfare acts as hybrid warfare, and developing countermeasures, whilst there is little 

agreement on what the concept means. Therefore, due to the terminological and conceptual 

imprecision of the concept, multiple academics have stated that the concept only serves to gain 

a better understanding of the current difficulties in warfare; not necessarily as a theoretical or a 

planning concept (Gunneriusson, 2012; Hoffman, 2009b).  

 Nonetheless, the hybrid warfare concept is used to label the actions of two adversaries, 

as demonstrated by the two latter citations: Russia and Daesh. Therefore, it can be assumed that 

there are similarities between these two cases that constitute it as hybrid warfare. However, 

besides the terminological and conceptual gap, there is limited empirical evidence of other cases 

of hybrid warfare, the single case of empirical evidence being Hezbollah against Israel in 2006. 

There are currently no acknowledged factors on how to identify and label hybrid warfare. 

 This thesis attempts to take the first step in filling the knowledge gap surrounding hybrid 

warfare, by examining how hybrid warfare is identified in the actions of Russia in Crimea and 

in the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria. This will build a bridge between the different 

perspectives on hybrid warfare and how hybrid warfare is labeled in practice. The main research 

question of this thesis is: How can ‘hybrid warfare’ be identified in the actions of Russia in 

Crimea and in the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria? In order to answer this question, the 

thesis will construct a framework from the hybrid warfare perspectives of three prominent 

academics: Hoffman, Glenn, and McCuen. Using these indicators and data collection from open 

sources, the cases of Russia and Daesh will be analyzed to examine how hybrid warfare is 

identified. This thesis could serve as a beginning to inventory common indicators of hybrid 

warfare, making it possible to identify acts of war as hybrid warfare and to defend adequately 

against such acts. 

 This thesis is structured in the following manner. In the literature review and theoretical 

framework, the origins of hybrid warfare and the concept itself will be scrutinized and common 

elements for a framework will be highlighted. In the research design, the methodology and the 

two cases will be explained and the framework of hybrid warfare will be further explained. In 

the empirical analysis, first the different modes of warfare in each case will be identified, 

followed by which dimensions of hybrid warfare are evident in the cases. In the conclusion the 

main research question will be answered and a further discussion will be elucidated.  
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2. LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

Since there is no agreed upon definition of hybrid warfare, and due to the fact that it is a rather 

vague concept; this section of the thesis will examine how the concept of hybrid warfare has 

evolved in the academic literature. First of all, a brief study will be made of the evolution of 

warfare, based on two main theoreticians in the field, Clausewitz and Van Creveld. Secondly, 

the concept of hybrid warfare will be scrutinized: its origins, its definitions, and its criticisms. 

After, the concept will be operationalized and modes of warfare and dimensions of hybrid 

warfare will be presented and defined.  

 

2.1 EVOLUTION IN WARFARE – FROM CLAUSEWITZ TO THE 21ST CENTURY 

In order to understand warfare, and how it has evolved, it is essential to understand what the 

term ‘warfare’ entails. The Merriam-Webster dictionary (n.d.) defines warfare as “military 

operations between enemies; an activity undertaken by a political unit (as a nation) to weaken 

or destroy another”. However, in military theory, the definition of warfare is often the one that 

Prussian strategist Carl von Clausewitz (1984, p. 87) gives to it: “war is a mere continuation of 

politics by other means”. Therefore, due to the important position he holds in traditional 

warfare, this thesis will start with examining briefly the contributions he made in understanding 

warfare, afterwards the criticism on his work will be explained that led to the development of 

hybrid warfare.  

 In his work On War (1832), Clausewitz offers the answer on what warfare entails based 

on the experiences of the Napoleonic Wars. He identified three criteria that an act of aggression 

must meet for it to be considered warfare. These can be summed up as: violence, instrumental, 

and political (Rid, 2012). First of all, “war is an act of force to compel the enemy to our will”, 

implying that all warfare is violent in its nature. Secondly, that war always has an instrumental 

character: “the political object is the goal, war is the means of reaching it, and means can never 

be considered in isolation of their purpose”. The third criterion is that warfare needs to have a 

political goal, hence the main definition of warfare by Clausewitz. This also implies that the 

acts of war need to be attributed to one side of the conflict (Clausewitz, 1984; Rid, 2012). Using 

basic criteria, Clausewitz (1984) attempted to articulate a theory to understand war, whilst 

taking into account its complexities, and its ‘chameleon character’, which changes throughout 

the ages. The work of Clausewitz is still the foundation of the military thinking of Western 
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nation-states (Andersen, 2012), and therefore his work is linked to the notion of ‘conventional 

warfare’ (Wilkie, 2009). 

 The concept of conventional warfare is not easily defined, but it adheres to the society’s 

way of fighting that includes doctrinal thinking, the structure of the organizations, the rules of 

engagement, and also the appropriate goals of violence (Payne, 2012). Elements that are 

instinctively thought of as ‘conventional’ are described by Russell Weigley (1973), as firepower 

intensive, industrialized, state centric, focused on armies as the enemy center of gravity, 

regularized, and regulated. Therefore conventional warfare capabilities are often associated 

with the military capabilities of a state, for example: large units of armies, fleets, aircraft, and 

the joint combined arms maneuver warfare (Reyeg & Marsh, 2011).   

    Nowadays, not everyone agrees that Clausewitz is still the most relevant military 

theorist in the 21st century in explaining warfare. Clausewitz has been critiqued for his manner 

of describing war as only being waged by states. For instance, Van Creveld (1991, p. 36) argues 

that “organized violence should only be called ‘war’ if it were waged by the state, for the state, 

and against the state”. Due to this criticism, Van Creveld, among others2, has developed his 

own theory that does explain warfare in the 21st century (Schuurman, 2010). It was Van Creveld 

(1991) who predicted in the 1980s, that the main conventional military conflict between regular 

armed forces of nation-states would decrease in frequency, whilst low intensity conflicts 

conducted by non-state groups as: militias, warlords, criminal gangs, and paramilitary forces 

would proliferate severely. He ascribed his forecast to the following causes: the proliferation of 

nuclear weapons makes conventional war between states less likely3; increasing international 

dependence due to globalization; and the growing identification of territory and nationality to 

international law (Van Creveld, 2002). These make conventional conquests unacceptable.  

 Moreover, this prediction of Van Creveld on the ‘transformation’ in conventional 

warfare seems to have been affirmed in the last decade (Wilkie, 2009). According to military 

theorists, the contemporary wars between opponents with unequal capabilities combine 

                                                                 

2 For more background information on the criticism on Clausewitz’s work, look at ‘Clausewitz in Wonderland’ by 

Tony Corn, and ‘Busting the icon: restoring balance to the influence of Clausewitz’ by Philip S. Meillinger. For a 

more detailed explanation on the diminishing lack of importance of Clausewitz in the 21st century, ‘Clausewitz 

and the ‘New Wars’ Scholars’ by Bart Schuurman is advisable to read.  

3  This statement corresponds with the rational deterrence theory of Kenneth Waltz, which states that the 

proliferation of nuclear weapons makes war between states less likely, since nuclear weapons encourage defence 

and deterrence opposed to the possible and unacceptable high costs that the destruction due to nuclear powers can 

bring to a state and a society (Waltz, 1981).  
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elements of regular conventional warfare with elements of ‘irregular warfare’ (Lanoszka, 

2016), which are displayed in the low intensity conflicts Van Creveld predicted. Examples of 

such contemporary wars in the 1990s are Somalia, Rwanda, and the Balkans (Schuurman, 

2010).  

 Similar to conventional warfare, irregular warfare is also not easily defined. Arquilla 

(2011) uses three elements to define irregular warfare: the engagement of small units of military 

forces; the prevalence of guerrilla tactics; and resort to terrorism.  A situation of irregular 

warfare can arise when one of the combatants is at the disadvantage in comparison to its 

opponent, implying that the combatant does not possess the resources to challenge its opponent 

directly (Weigley, 1973). Moreover, due to the limited amount of resources, human creativity 

and innovation become essential to develop new tactics and strategies, which leads to higher 

risks taken due to the inability of direct conventional confrontation (Reyeg & Marsh, 2011). 

Since both conventional and irregular warfare are difficult concepts to grasp, this overview in 

Figure 1, which contrasts the two should provide more clarity. 

 

Conventional warfare Irregular warfare 

Units 
Large 

(Divisions, Fleets, Wings) ↔ 
Small 

(Cellular, Light, Fast) 

Supported Well Resourced ↔ 
Comparatively Under 

Resourced 

Doctrine 
Joint Combined Arms 

Maneuver Warfare ↔ 
Guerrilla Tactics, Insurgency, 

Terrorism, Special Operations 

Effect Quick and Decisive ↔ 
Protracted and Slow Burning 

Objective Annihilation ↔ 
Attrition 

Technology New Weapons Development ↔ 
Leverage what is Available 

 

Nevertheless, there are those who are not content with the increasing usage of the term 

irregular warfare by policy makers and academics. Some academics even call the usage of the 

concept ‘unhelpful and dangerous’; because they believe irregular warfare is nothing more than 

Figure 1 – Conventional and irregular warfare characteristics comparison (Reyeg & Marsh, 2011, p. 9) 
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tactical asymmetry (Vacca & Davidson, 2011). Another criticism for concern is that irregular 

warfare is used as a ‘catch-all term’ to represent anything other than conventional warfare, such 

as unconventional warfare, asymmetric warfare, guerrilla warfare, civil war, and the global war 

on terror (United States Forces Command, 2006). It is also argued that irregular warfare in its 

broadest meaning is not new, that it was also used in wars before, such as the French Revolution 

and the Franco-Prussian war; which makes it not new or a challenge since conventional armies 

have had to engage in this for centuries (Vacca & Davidson, 2011). Nonetheless, although that 

the concept of irregular warfare might be a ‘fallacy’ (Salmoni, 2007); this does not indicate that 

the actual activities of irregular warfare are as well. Considering these activities in military 

discourse can be highly beneficial. 

 Whilst irregular warfare is under some criticism, it has brought about a new kind of 

logic of practice for military forces, in the way that it describes war against adversaries who 

drift from the conventional warfare military thinking (Gunneriusson, 2012). Moreover, while 

irregular warfare is a contested concept in itself, the complexity has increased since the line 

between irregular and conventional warfare has started to blur; adversaries are able to adopt 

both warfare tactics (Arquilla, 2011). This revelation has caused a new wave of warfare 

concepts to elucidate the blurring of the line between conventional and irregular warfare. 

Multiple new concepts have been derived, and the hybrid warfare concept is one of them. 
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2.2. HYBRID WARFARE 

Hybrid warfare has made its appearance in the military discourse at the beginning of the 21st 

century (Nemeth, 2002). However, it were the actions of Hezbollah in the Lebanon war of 2006, 

that caused the popularity of the term to grow among academics and politicians. Therefore, 

before a definition of hybrid warfare is examined, a brief overview to the actions of Hezbollah 

in 2006 will be given as an explanation of how the hybrid warfare concept has evolved. 

 

 2.2.1 UPSWING OF THE HYBRID WARFARE CONCEPT: HEZBOLLAH 2006 

One of the most important contributions to the hybrid warfare debate is from Frank Hoffman, 

whom conducted extensive research on the phenomenon in the aftermath of the success of 

Hezbollah against the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF) in 2006. According to Hoffman (2007), this 

case validates the ability of non-state actors to deconstruct the vulnerabilities of Western style 

military states. The case received worldwide attention in the summer of 2006 when the non-

state actor’s successfully held off the Israel Defense Forces, who were known for their military 

excellence (Glenn, 2009). The tactic of Hezbollah in the summer of 2006 was that it mixed a 

political movement with decentralized cells employing adaptive tactics in ungoverned zones, 

which revealed that Hezbollah was able both to inflict as take punishment (Hoffman, 2007). 

The disciplined and well-trained cells contested ground against the modern conventional 

military force of Israel, whilst using a mixture of guerrilla tactics and technology in often 

densely packed city centers. Hezbollah exploited their territory to create traps and evade 

detection, in order to build a strong defense in close proximity of civilians (Exum, 2006). 

Moreover, it would be unconvinced to claim that Hezbollah ‘won’ in military terms. 

Nevertheless, the credibility of the IDF had been diminished, and in an ideological sense 

Hezbollah came out stronger (Hoffman, 2007). The strength of Hezbollah was not just in its 

military, it was the combination of its political, social, diplomatic, and informational 

components that provided the basics for a strong military organization (Glenn, 2009). The 

Hezbollah case provided for Hoffman, and also for others the opportunity to research the 

changing nature in military warfare. Furthermore, this case is, in the academic literature, the 

start of the debate on the hybrid warfare concept. 
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 2.2.2 DEFINING HYBRID WARFARE 

Hybrid can be defined as ‘something heterogeneous in origin or composition’ (Merriam-

Webster, n.d.). Therefore, hybrid warfare indicates a combination of two or multiple forms of 

warfare. As has been demonstrated in the introduction and in the literature review above, it 

becomes evident that hybrid warfare refers to the simultaneous adoption of multiple modes of 

warfare. The Hezbollah case demonstrated that states can be attacked by opponents who do not 

necessary have to be state actors or even command a Western ‘standard’ armed force 

(Gunneriusson, 2012). Moreover, this case led into further research of hybrid warfare. Multiple 

definitions have evolved over the past decade, this thesis will name three that are similar; yet, 

also have fundamental differences: Hoffman, Glenn, and McCuen.4 

 

A. FRANK G. HOFFMAN 

First of all, Hoffman has developed his definition on the ideas of the following concepts5: ‘New 

Wars’, ‘War amongst the people’, ‘Fourth Generation Warfare’, and ‘Unrestricted warfare’ 

(Williamson, 2009). Hoffman (2009b, p. 2) defines hybrid warfare as: “any adversary that 

simultaneously and adaptively employs a fused mix of conventional weapons, irregular tactics, 

terrorism and criminal activities in the battle space to obtain their political objectives.”  It 

becomes evident from this definition, that Hoffman identifies four critical characteristics: 

conventional weapons, irregular tactics, terrorism, and criminal behavior. Hoffman does not 

give his own definitions to these elements, therefore this thesis will. The first two have been 

explained in the section above, but the latter two need still to be clarified. Terrorism is a 

contested concept, but can be defined as “the illegitimate use of force to achieve a political 

objective by targeting innocent people” (Laqueur, 1977, p. 7). Criminal activities, on the other 

hand, are mentioned by Hoffman (2009c) as smuggling, narcoterrorism, illicit transfers of 

advanced weapons, and the exploitation of gang networks.  

 However, according to Hoffman (2007), the most important characteristic of hybrid 

warfare is its convergence: the ability to apply and combine different means. For example, the 

converging of the psychological and physical; of the civilian and the combatant; of nation-

building and violence; and,  of the informational and kinetic approach (Williamson, 2009). 

                                                                 

4 Other important contributions in the debate on a definition of hybrid warfare are ‘Future war and Chechyna: a 

case for hybrid warfare’ by W.J. Nemeth; and, ‘Hybrid warfare: fighting complex opponents from the ancient 

world to the present’ by  W. Murray and P. Mansoor. 

5 These concepts will be explained further in the section on the criticism of hybrid warfare. 
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However, it is essential to underline that Hoffman states that hybrid warfare does not mean the 

diminishment of conventional warfare or obsolescence of these tools. Hybrid warfare causes 

additional sorts of dangers of which a modern state needs to be resilient to (Rácz, 2015). 

Nonetheless, Hoffman anticipates that future adversaries will apply multiple modes of war, 

simultaneously, to exploit a state’s weaknesses by using an optimal blend of tactics that favor 

their own strategic culture, geography, and priorities (Williamson, 2009). Hoffman has laid the 

foundation for the debate on the concept of hybrid warfare. As will be discussed next, most 

authors have based their work on his definition of the term.  

 

B. RUSSELL W. GLENN 

Secondly, Glenn (2009, p. 2) adopts the following definition to hybrid warfare: “when an 

adversary that simultaneously and adaptively employs some combination of (1) political, 

military, economic, social, and information means, and (2) conventional, irregular, 

catastrophic, terrorism, and disruptive/criminal warfare methods. It may include a combination 

of state and non-state actors.” Although at first glance it is quite similar to Hoffman, there are 

two main changes: the catastrophic element, and the inclusion of non-military means. First of 

all, the catastrophic element. Glenn gives credit to Mr. Robert Everson for having this addition 

in his definition. Glenn (2009, p. 2) defines ‘catastrophic’ as “any natural or man-made 

incident, including terrorism, which results in extraordinary levels of mass casualties, damage, 

or disruption severely affecting the population, infrastructure, environment, economy, national 

morale, and/or government functions”. Therefore, Glenn takes into account the impact on the 

society that is targeted by hybrid warfare. Secondly, the inclusion of non-military means. 

Surprisingly, whilst Hoffman (2007; 2009a) speaks in his work of non-military methods or 

tactics, he does not include these specifically in his definition. Glenn (2009) has identified the 

strength of Hezbollah in 2006, in that it was more than just a military power. Hezbollah had 

social, diplomatic, political, and informational capabilities that provided the foundation for its 

military power. Therefore, the inclusion of the non-military means in his definition of hybrid 

warfare and the catastrophic element is novel in the debate on hybrid warfare (Rácz, 2015).  

 

C. JOHN J. MCCUEN 

Lastly, another accredited academic in the field of hybrid warfare is John J. McCuen. Unlike 

Hoffman and Glenn, McCuen (2008, p. 108) states that hybrid warfare indicates that the battles 
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are  fought on “both physical and conceptual dimensions: the former a struggle against an 

armed enemy and the latter, a wide struggle for control and support of the combat zone’s 

indigenous population, the support of the home fronts of the intervening nations, and the 

support of the international community”. According to Hoffman (2009b), the definition of 

McCuen emphasized the battle of the narratives, and this also justified the emphasis of Nemeth 

that he put on the modern information tools and mobilization of the masses. Nemeth (2002, p. 

29) looked at the Chechen-Russian conflict where he described the action of the Chechens’ as 

a “contemporary form of guerrilla warfare” who “employ both modern technology and modern 

mobilization methods”. So therefore, McCuen (2008) builds upon Nemeth’s considerations and 

states that hybrid warfare is effective, if the strategic objectives are achieved in physical and 

conceptual dimensions. Interestingly, McCuen adds the societal element as key to success in 

hybrid warfare compared to Glenn and Hoffman. Rebuilding and restoring security among the 

indigenous population, and restore essential services, infrastructure, local government, and the 

economy, are the key to winning or losing a hybrid war (McCuen, 2008).  Thus, using the 

populations as battleground is another important element in hybrid warfare for adversaries who 

do not have the conventional military strength to wage war directly.  

 All in all, these definitions of hybrid warfare include some similarities, yet are also 

different, which could lead to grand differences in approaching the identification of hybrid 

warfare in actions of adversaries. Therefore, this thesis will use the dimensions and modes of 

warfare from the above definitions to operationalize hybrid warfare in the empirical analysis. 

 

 2.2.3 CRITICIZING HYBRID WARFARE 

Although hybrid warfare is utilized by various platforms, the concept is still a topic of intense 

debate. Certain topics of criticism are: the extent of the military means, its novelty, its 

vagueness, and its utility compared with other new concepts. 

A. EXTENT OF THE MILITARY MEANS 

First of all, one of the criticisms is to what extent the hybrid warfare definition should include 

non-military means. When looking at the definitions above, it becomes clear that hybrid warfare 

involves more than just military means. Not everyone agrees with this. For example Murray 

and Mansoor (2012) have neglected the non-military means in their definition to explain hybrid 

warfare; they focus only on the manner that forces engage in conduct. Moreover, this is quite 
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the opposite compared with McCuen (2008), who focuses on the social aspect of hybrid 

warfare; how adversaries use societies and the international community to achieve their 

objectives. Additionally, as is demonstrated in the definitions of Hoffman and Glenn, it is not 

clear whether non-military means should also be taken into account with hybrid warfare. In 

Hoffman’s articles (2007; 2009a), he does state that the hybrid adversaries will target the West’s 

weaknesses, but does not make statements on whether this is done through military and non-

military means.  

 

B. NOVELTY   

Secondly, the debate continues on whether or not the phenomenon that is described by hybrid 

warfare is new, or that it has been around through all ages (Wilkie, 2009). Murray and Mansoor6 

(2012) have argued that the use of conventional and irregular means have been war tactics since 

ancient times. They provide case studies as Rome’s efforts to control Germania in 9 AD, and 

the American revolution, as proof of their statement. For instance, how Rome’s adversaries 

adapted their mode of fighting to offset Rome’s disciplined military (Lacey in Murray & 

Mansoor, 2012). Additionally, Murray (2012) argues that the American revolution was founded 

in hybrid warfare; from the conventional line battles in the North to the partisan irregular 

warfare in the South.  Others have admitted that when you look at the history, there is nothing 

new in the current phenomenon that is called hybrid warfare (Glenn, 2009b). Nevertheless, 

Glenn (2009a) does state that the ‘new’ concept can inspire a debate for a better understanding 

of modern warfare today. Therefore, the debate on whether hybrid warfare is a new 

phenomenon or whether it has been around for centuries is a moot point, because mostly this 

discussion is due to the fact that there is no universally agreed upon definition or characteristics 

of hybrid warfare.  

 

C. VAGUENESS  

Thirdly, as Hoffman (2009b) admittedly states, the excessive amount of definitions in the 

academic literature adds to the image of hybrid warfare as a vague concept. Again, this problem 

can be traced back to the lack of a universally agreed upon definition and characteristics of 

                                                                 

6 This thesis argues that there is a lack of empirical evidence regarding hybrid warfare. Murray and Mansoor argue 

that there are a lot of historical cases regarding hybrid warfare, nonetheless this is due to their rather simple 

definition of the concept that is not shared in this thesis. 
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hybrid warfare. Therefore the concept is criticized to be unsuitable, because it is too abstract, 

and no more than a combination of irregular warfare with conventional warfare or as a subset 

of irregular warfare (Fleming, 2009). There is also the belief that hybrid warfare should only 

be used as a way to gain a better understanding of the phenomenon and that it is not intended 

as a concept for policy-making. For instance, Hoffman (2009c, p. 6) states “at the end of the 

day we drop the ‘hybrid’ term and simply gain a better understanding of the large gray space 

between our idealized bins and pristine Western categorizations, we will have made progress”. 

This is in line with Gunneriusson (2012), who believes that he concept of hybrid warfare is 

wanted and needed, but not primarily as a theoretical or planning concept, until the acceptance 

of the term will eventually lead to consequences in the theory, planning, and doctrine.  

 

D. UTILITY COMPARED WITH OTHER CONCEPTS 

Lastly, the line between conventional and irregular warfare has become blurred, which has 

caused the origin of a new wave of warfare concepts to explain this. Hybrid warfare is an 

example of one of these concepts, but there are many more. For instance, in the section on 

Hoffman (2007) it was stated that he based his definition of hybrid warfare on ‘new wars’, ‘war 

amongst the people’, ‘fourth generation warfare’, and ‘unrestricted warfare’, which are four 

similar types of concepts as hybrid warfare. The criticism on the concept is what makes hybrid 

warfare unique compared to these other concepts. An overview is presented in Figure 2, which 

contrasts the characteristics of these concepts with hybrid warfare. 

First of all, Mary Kaldor (2007) introduced the concept ‘new wars’, which take place in 

the post-Cold War period and have the following characteristics: they are fought by a 

combination of state and non-state actors; they use identity politics to fight in a name of a label 

instead of an ideology; the motivation is to achieve political control of a society through the use 

of control and fear; and, they are not per se financed through the state but through other means. 

Secondly, Rupert Smith (2005) developed the concept of ‘war amongst the people’, grasping 

the concept that conflicts will become more timeless, more political of nature, and that the 

conflicts are fought more often amongst the population than between conventional armies on 

the battlefield. Thirdly, Lind (2007) and a group of Marine Corps officers introduce ‘fourth 

generation warfare’ (referred to in short by 4GW), which describes the diminishing power of 

the state as governing mechanism leading to the rise of non-state actors who challenge the 

legitimacy of the state, and the application of conventional and unconventional measures by the 
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4GW actor to de-legitimize the governing state, and motivate a social breakdown within the 

society. Fourthly, two Chinese colonels proposed the term ‘unrestricted warfare’, where a 

country at a military disadvantage should use catastrophic and disruptive threats to target 

vulnerabilities of its opponent, using: economic warfare, financial warfare, tele-

communications and network warfare, resource warfare, information and media warfare, and 

international law warfare (Barno & Benshael, 2015). 

As is demonstrated in Figure 2, when comparing the various hybrid warfare definitions 

with the other ‘new’ concepts, it becomes clear that all of the concepts have similar elements. 

This also begs the question why hybrid warfare is momentarily used in policy-making circles 

and the media, whilst there are other similar concepts. 

 

Elements HW NW WatP 4GW UW 

H G M     

Conventional warfare X X X X X X X 

Irregular warfare X X X X X X X 

Terrorism X X  X  X  

Criminal activities X X      

Catastrophic  X     X 

Non-military means  X X  X X X 

Among the population   X  X X  

 

 

 

 

This literature review and theoretical framework has given a broad overview of the origins, the 

definitions, and the criticisms on the concept of hybrid warfare. It is clear that it is a contested 

concept, yet it is currently used by different platforms to label certain warfare actions and 

Figure 2 – Hybrid warfare contrasted with other ‘new’ conceptsa  

Note: some abbreviations are used in this figure. HW = hybrid warfare; H = Hoffman; G = 

Glenn; M = McCuen; NW = new wars; WatP = war amongst the people; 4GW = fourth 

generation warfare; UW = unrestricted warfare. 

a: This figure is based on the sources that are discussed in the sections above.  
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develop countermeasures. Therefore, it is interesting to examine how cases are identified as 

hybrid warfare. But in order to this, the hybrid warfare concept needs to be operationalized.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



15 

 

 

3. RESEARCH DESIGN 

This section will explain the methodological framework of the thesis. Starting with the 

operationalizing the concept of hybrid warfare. Secondly, the choice of methodology, and a 

short explanation of both case selections, will be discussed.. Next, the choice and the approach 

of data collection will be explained. Furthermore, a framework of the concept of hybrid warfare 

will be presented to analyze how hybrid warfare is identified. 

 

3.1 OPERATIONALIZING THE CONCEPT OF HYBRID WARFARE 

It has become evident that there is no common framework on how to identify hybrid warfare, 

due to the fact that it is a contested concept. This thesis aims to make the first step in filling the 

knowledge gap by supplementing the empirical evidence of hybrid warfare with empirical 

evidence drawn from the uncontestably hybrid warfare cases of the action of Russia in Crimea 

and Daesh in Iraq and Syria. Therefore, this thesis will construct a framework using the hybrid 

warfare perspectives of three prominent academics: Hoffman, Glenn, and McCuen, to extract 

their modes of warfare and dimensions. On an important note, the hybrid warfare scholars have 

failed to explain the modes of warfare they mention in-depth. Therefore, this thesis had to select 

its own indicators to explain the modes of warfare by using other non-hybrid warfare literature. 

This step was necessary, because only clearly defined indicators can be used to identify hybrid 

warfare in practice. 

 Hybrid warfare will be operationalized according to Figure 3. From the perspectives of 

the three hybrid warfare scholars, certain modes of warfare and dimensions will be selected. 

These are organized in the ‘dimensions per author’ and the ‘modes of warfare per author’. As 

is evident, there is some overlap between the dimensions and the characteristics. In the Research 

Design section, an overview will be provided on how the data will be analyzed. This section 

will explain the dimensions, and clarify the modes of warfare and its indicators. 
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 3.1.1 DIMENSIONS OF HYBRID WARFARE 

There are four dimensions7 of hybrid warfare mentioned across the three authors, Hoffman, 

Glenn, and McCuen: multi-modality, simultaneity, fusion, and catastrophic.  First of all, multi-

modality can be defined as the extent to which an adversary can mix and apply different modes 

of warfare (Hoffman, 2009b).  

 

Author Definition Dimensions per author Modes of warfare per author 

Hoffman “any adversary that 

simultaneously and adaptively 

employs a fused mix of 

conventional weapons, irregular 

tactics, terrorism and criminal 

activities in the battle space to 

obtain their political objectives.” 

 Simultaneity 

 Fusion 

 Multi-modality 

 

 

 Conventional capabilities 

 Irregular tactics 

 Terrorist acts 

 Criminal activities 

Glenn “when an adversary that 

simultaneously and adaptively 

employs some combination of (1) 

political, military, economic, 

social, and information means, 

and (2) conventional, irregular, 

catastrophic, terrorism, and 

disruptive/criminal warfare 

methods. It may include a 

combination of state and non-

state actors.”  

 Simultaneity 

 Fusion 

 Multi-modality 

 Catastrophic 

 Conventional methods 

 Irregular methods 

 Terrorism 

 Disruptive/criminal methods 

 Non-military means 

 Political, economic, 

social, and information 

McCuen “battles are not only fought on 

the conventional battlegrounds, 

but as well as on the both 

physical and conceptual 

dimensions: the former a 

struggle against an armed enemy 

and the latter, a wide struggle for 

control and support of the 

combat zone’s indigenous 

population, the support of the 

home fronts of the intervening 

nations, and the support of the 

international community.” 

 Simultaneity 

 

 Conflict zone population  

 Home front population 

 International community 

 

 

                                                                 

7 The definitions that are demonstrated in Figure 3, do not all state the dimensions literally. However, the literature 

review and theoretical framework section explain these dimensions, which is why these are included. 

Figure 3 – Operationalizing hybrid warfare  
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Secondly, simultaneity is the extent to which an adversary applies simultaneously different 

modes of warfare (Hoffman, 2009b). Thirdly, fusion means the extent to which an adversary 

fuses the different modes of warfare toward its own advantage (Hoffman, 2009b). Fourthly, 

catastrophic can be perceived as the impact on the environment, as cited by Glenn (2009, p.2): 

“any natural or man-made incident, including terrorism, which results in extraordinary levels 

of mass casualties, damage, or disruption severely affecting the population, infrastructure, 

environment, economy, national morale, and/or government functions”.   

 

 

3.1.2 MODES OF WARFARE AND INDICATORS OF HYBRID WARFARE 

The three hybrid warfare scholars identify together eight different modes of warfare: 

conventional capabilities, irregular tactics, terrorism, criminal activities, political, economic, 

information, and social. These four can be divided into the physical modes of warfare, the first 

four; and the conceptual modes of warfare, the latter four. This division is based on McCuen 

(2009), who stated that hybrid warfare is fought on two battlegrounds: “physical and 

conceptual”. The physical battleground therefore includes the physical modes of warfare, whilst 

the conceptual dimension includes the non-military means of warfare and where is fought for 

the control and support of the societies (McCuen, 2008). The modes of warfare have all been 

described before in the sections of the authors. However, in the analysis these modes will be 

examined using indicators. A flaw of the hybrid warfare scholars is that they have failed to 

define contested concepts as: conventional capabilities, irregular tactics, and terrorism. 

Therefore, indicators from other academics are used for the modes of warfare. In Figure 4, an 

overview is provided with the characteristics and the corresponding indicators. These will be 

elaborated below.  
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 Modes of warfare Indicators8 

1 Conventional capabilities 

(Weigley, 1973; Reyeg & 

Marsh, 2011) 

 Usage of armies, fleets, and aircraft 

 Joint combined arms maneuver warfare 

 Firepower intensive 

2 Irregular tactics 

(Arquilla, 2011; Reyeg & 

Marsh, 2011; Kiras, 2006) 

 Guerrilla tactics 

 Insurgency 

 Credibility and legitimatization 

3 Terrorism 

(Reinares, 2013) 

 Acts of violence to spread fear and anxiety 

 Unpredictable violence against symbolic targets 

 Violence conveys threats to gain social control 

4 Criminal activities 

(Hoffman, 2009a) 

 Smuggling 

 Illicit transfers of advanced weapons 

 Exploitation of gang networks 

5 Political means 

(Glenn, 2009; Lamb, 2013)  

“the intended use of political means to compel an opponent to 

do one’s will, based on hostile intent” 

6 Economic means 

(Glenn, 2009) 

“the use of, or the threat to use, economic means against a 

country in order to weaken its economy and thereby reduce its 

political and military power” 

7 Information means 

(Glenn, 2009) 

“actions taken to achieve information, information-based 

processes, information systems, and computer-based networks 

while defending one’s own information, information-based 

processes, information systems, and computer-based 

networks” 

8 Social means 

(Glenn, 2009; McCuen, 2008) 

 Conflict zone population (Control and support) 

 Home front population (Support) 

 International community (Support) 

 

 

 

                                                                 

8 Political, economic, and information means have no indicators, therefore the definitions are presented for these 

conceptual modes of warfare. 

Figure 4 – Modes of warfare with corresponding indicators  
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1. CONVENTIONAL   

Conventional warfare is one of the contested concepts used to describe hybrid warfare, since 

conventional capabilities are associated with the military capabilities of the state, the thesis has 

chosen for the following three indicators: 1) the usage of army, navy, and air force; 2) joint 

combined arms maneuver warfare; 3) firepower intensive conflicts. These indicators are derived 

from the works of Weigley and Reyeg & Marsh.  

 

2. IRREGULAR  

Irregular warfare is another contested concept, that is used to describe hybrid warfare. Again 

using Reyeg & Marsh, and also Arquilla, three indicators have been derived to identify irregular 

warfare: 1) guerrilla tactics; 2) insurgency; 3) credibility and legitimatization. Guerrilla tactics 

and insurgency need further explanation. Guerrilla tactics can be characterized as “hit-and-run 

raids and ambushes against local security forces” performed by “armed civilians” (Kiras, 2006, 

p. 188). Insurgency can be defined as “a rebellion against an authority when those taking part 

in the rebellion are not recognized as belligerents” (Merriam-Webster, n.d.).  

 

3. TERRORISM 

Terrorism is the third contested concept that is used to describe hybrid warfare. In the section 

of Hoffman, a simple definition of terrorism was given by Laqueur (1977, p. 7): “the illegitimate 

use of force to achieve a political objective by targeting innocent people”. Reinares has a more 

extensive definition of terrorism that is used for the indicators of the mode of warfare: “1) an 

act of violence that produces widespread disproportionate emotional reactions such as fear and 

anxiety; 2) violence is systematic usually directed against symbolic targets; 3) the violence 

conveys messages and threats in order to communicate and gain social control” (Bjorgo, 2005, 

p. 120).   

 

4. CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES 

Criminal activities are mentioned by Hoffman (2009c) as smuggling, narcoterrorism, illicit 

transfers of advanced weapons, and the exploitation of gang networks. This thesis has selected 

for its framework: 1) smuggling; 2) illicit transfers of advanced weapons; 3) exploitation of 

gang networks. 
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5. POLITICAL MEANS 

Glenn does not provide a definition, therefore this thesis will define the political means as a 

mode of warfare as “the intended use of political means to compel an opponent to do one’s will, 

based on hostile intent” (Lamb, 2013, p. 22). 

 

6. ECONOMIC MEANS 

Glenn does not provide a definition, therefore this thesis will define the economic means as a 

mode of warfare as “the use of, or the threat to use, economic means against a country in order 

to weaken its economy and thereby reduce its political and military power” (Encyclopaedia 

Britannica, n.d.). 

 

7. INFORMATION MEANS 

Neither does Glenn define information means as a mode of warfare. There this thesis will use 

the definition of the U.S. Department of Defense (1996, p. 3) to define information means as a 

mode of warfare: “actions taken to achieve information, information-based processes, 

information systems, and computer-based networks while defending one’s own information, 

information-based processes, information systems, and computer-based networks.” 

 

8. SOCIAL MEANS 

Social as a mode of warfare was mentioned by Glenn, and indirectly by McCuen, and will be 

used in the thesis to determine the support and control of three groups that were identified by 

McCuen. These three population groups are: 1) conflict zone population; 2) home front 

population; 3) international community.  

 

All in all, this is how the thesis operationalizes hybrid warfare. This framework will be used in 

the empirical analysis to identify how hybrid warfare was identified in the actions of Russia in 

Crimea and in the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria. 
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 Figure 5 demonstrates how the empirical analysis will be structured. First of all, data 

will be collected to examine if there is evidence that each of the eight modes of warfare can be 

distinguished in each case. Furthermore, using the data that is collected for the modes of 

warfare, it will be analyzed whether the four dimensions are found in the case studies. This 

framework is based on the works of Hoffman, Glenn, and McCuen; and is used in an 

exploratory research. Therefore, it will not be stated that for a dimension to be ‘recognized’ in 

a case, that it needs to have at least four or more modes of warfare. The purpose is to explore 

whether these modes of warfare and dimensions can be used for further research in examining 

whether certain actions can be labeled as hybrid warfare. 

 
Figure 5 – Modes of warfare and dimensions of hybrid warfare  
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 3.2 CHOICE OF METHODOLOGY 

This thesis will follow a qualitative research methodology based on a comparative case study 

design. A qualitative case study method allows to explore a phenomenon within its context 

using diverse data sources (Baxter & Jack, 2008). Therefore, Robert Yin defines a case study 

as “an empirical enquiry that investigates a contemporary phenomenon in depth and within its 

real-life context, especially when the boundaries between phenomenon and context are not 

clearly evident” (Yin, 2009, p. 46). A case study methodology was chosen, because hybrid 

warfare is a complex and contested concept with lots of theoretical, but little empirical evidence. 

Moreover, a comparative case study approach will allow for an in-depth analysis and provide 

thorough insights. This approach provides high internal validity, at the cost of the external 

validity and reliability (Bryman, 2012). These deficiencies are countered through triangulation 

via diverse data sources. Additionally, the triangulation of data sources allows for a “thick 

description of the phenomenon under scrutiny” (Shenton, 2004, p. 69).  

 

3.2.1 CASE SELECTION 

The cases that are selected for the comparative analysis are: Russia’s actions in Crimea 

(November 2013 – March 2014) and the actions of Daesh9 in Iraq and Syria (June 2014 – 

December 2014). These cases are selected, because multiple authors have labeled these as cases 

of hybrid warfare (Lanoszka, 2016; Frank, 2015). Nevertheless, it is not specified what exactly 

is identified as hybrid warfare in the actions of Russia and Daesh, which makes it interesting to 

contrast these cases using similar modes of warfare and dimensions of hybrid warfare. Below 

a brief summary of the two cases and the chosen time frames.  

 

A. RUSSIA’S ACTIONS IN CRIMEA 

First of all, the conflict between Russia and Ukraine is currently (June 2016) ongoing, yet, this 

thesis will only look at the start of the conflict: the annexation of Crimea. Therefore, the chosen 

time frame is from November 2013 until March 2014. This time period is chosen due to the 

enormous amount of information that is available of the actions of Russia in Crimea. The 

                                                                 

9 Daesh has many other names, such as ‘Islamic State’, ‘IS’ ‘Islamic State in Iraq and the Levant’, ‘ISIL’, ‘Islamic 

State in Iraq and Syria’, and ‘ISIS’. However, Daesh is used in this thesis, because it is “neither Islamic nor a state” 

(Black, 2014).  
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annexation of Crimea was chosen as focus point of Russia’s actions in the conflict, because it 

serves as focal point in the conflict.  

 Historically, Crimea has been on and off a part of Russia. In 1954, Crimea was 

transferred back to Ukraine. Crimea is the only area in Ukraine, where its population has a 

majority of ethnic Russia: approximately 60% of its 2.3 million habitants are ethnic Russian 

(Paul, 2015).  

The conflict originated when Ukrainian President Yanukovich rejected the Association 

Agreement with the EU in December 2013, which caused protests throughout Ukraine because 

Ukraine ‘turned its back’ on the EU for closer relations with Russia (Traynor & Grytsenko, 

2013). After Yanukovich was ousted and fled Ukraine to Russia, and a the new interim 

government was formed, violent protests began in eastern Ukraine, the Russian speaking 

Donbass region. Furthermore in Crimea, ‘little green men’ appeared and buildings of local 

authorities were occupied, along with the naval bases and airports in Crimea (Pifer, 2014). In 

the presence of armed men, the Crimean parliament elected a new leadership on 27 February 

2014. A referendum was held on 16 March on the status of Crimea, which led to a signing of a 

treaty in Moscow to the annexation by Russia.   

 

B. DAESH IN IRAQ AND SYRIA 

The conflict of Daesh in Iraq and Syria is currently also ongoing. But similar to the first case, 

the time frame chosen will be from June 2014 until December 2014. This time period is chosen 

due to the enormous amount of information that is available, and June 2014 marks the date that 

Daesh self-proclaimed the caliphate Islamic State.  

 Daesh is a militant movement that has occupied territory in western Iraq and eastern 

Syria. The organization originates from the al-Qaeda Iraq faction, nonetheless, it has split from 

the faction. In June 2014, after conquering territories in Iraq, as the cities Mosul and Tikrit; 

Daesh proclaimed itself as the Islamic State as the caliphate, claiming political and theological 

authority of Muslims all over the world (Laub, 2016). However its state-building has been 

justified by Shari’a law, and its battlefield victories have attracted thousands of foreign fighters 

(BBC, 2015a).  

Both of these cases have been labeled as cases of hybrid warfare, and the purpose of this thesis 

is to examine how hybrid warfare is identified by contrasting these cases. 
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3.3 DATA COLLECTION 

The data that will be collected for these case studies will be done through triangulation of 

publicly available open sources. Most of the sources that will be used are international news 

media, human rights reports, minutes of UN meetings, reports of governments, and reports of 

Western think tanks. In order to gather the relevant sources, specific terms were inserted in the 

search engine. For the Russian case, it were: ‘Russia’, ‘Crimea’, ‘2014’, and then the specific 

modes and/or indicators that were examined. It proved to be more difficult for the Daesh case, 

due to the many synonyms for the group. Therefore, multiple searches had to be performed to 

find the relevant open sources. Terms in this case included: ‘Daesh’, ‘ISIS’, ‘ISIL’, ‘Islamic 

State’, ‘Syria’, ‘Iraq’, ‘2014’, and then again the specific modes and/or indicators that were 

examined. For the triangulation method, each piece of information was cross-referenced among 

multiple independent open sources. This approach does bring two limitations: 1) not all data 

can be found in publicly available sources; and, 2) the data is Western biased, because no 

Russian, Ukrainian or Arabic sources were included to the language barrier. However, the 

publicly available data provides still the most information on these cases that is available to the 

author of the thesis. Additionally, translated data and data collected from Russian, Ukrainian, 

and Arabic sources were used in the empirical analysis, in order to diminish these two 

limitations to the author’s best capacity. 
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 4. EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS 

In this section the above framework on hybrid warfare based on the works of Hoffman, Glenn, 

and McCuen is used to identify which modes of warfare, and which dimensions can be 

identified in the case of Russia’s actions in Crimea, and in the case of Daesh’s actions in Iraq 

and Syria. Starting off, identifying hybrid warfare in the actions of Russia in the annexation of 

Crimea.  

 

4.1 IDENTIFYING HYBRID WARFARE IN THE ACTIONS OF RUSSIA 

4.1.1 MODES OF WARFARE  

1. CONVENTIONAL CAPABILITIES 

On 1 March 2014, Russian President Putin receives authorization from the Russian Parliament 

for the use of Russian troops in Ukraine (Beese & Kahn, 2014). A Kremlin statement said: “in 

the case of further violence in eastern regions (of Ukraine) and Crimea, Russia maintains the 

right to protect its citizens and the Russian-speaking population that lives there” (Sullivan & 

Isachenkov, 2014). However, multiple sources state that weeks before the authorization of the 

Russian Parliament, thousands of extra soldiers and ‘civilian volunteers’ were already 

dispatched to the Russian rented bases in Crimea (Simpson, 2014; Sullivan & Isachenkov, 

2014). On 3 March, President Putin ordered military exercises involving, the army, navy, and 

air force in the districts bordering Ukraine (Walker, 2014). These acts together constituted “an 

act of aggression” according to Ukraine’s Permanent Representative of the UN (UN Security 

Council, 2014). Due to the fact that Russian soldiers were already dispatched to Crimea before 

the authorization of the Russian Parliament, and additionally the involvement of the “little green 

men”, which are discussed below; it is not evident the number of Russian military troops were 

in Crimea. 

Although Russia did not use its fleets and aircraft in a military manner directly against 

Ukraine; but President Putin ordered surprise military exercises on the border of Ukraine and 

at its base in Sevestopol10 (Yuhas, 2014). Moreover, on 5 March  2014, Russian sailors “scuttled 

ships… blocking Ukrainian vessels at their base at Novoozerne”, which eventually at the end 

of March led to the surrender of the “majority of Ukraine’s Crimean naval bases and associated 

                                                                 

10 Since the end of the Cold War, Russia ‘rents’ its naval base in Sevastopol from Ukraine (Lally, 2014). 
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vessels to Russian forces” (Naval Today, 2014). A week before that, the airports in Crimea 

were “seized” (BBC, 2015c), “controlling access by pro-Russian separatists” (Salem, Walker, 

and Harding, 2014). Ukraine’s Interior Minister Arsen Avakov stated that: “the airports were 

controlled by Russian navy troops” and described it as “a military invasion and occupation” 

(CBS News, 2014). 

In Crimea, Russia did not display joint combined arms maneuver warfare, nor was the 

conflict firepower intensive. The take-over in the end of February and beginning of March is 

described as “fairly bloodless” (Hsu, 2014); as “a bloodless invasion” (Beckhusen, 2014); or as 

“a remarkable, quick, and mostly bloodless coup d’état” (Simpson, 2014). However abductions 

and ill-treatment of captives in Crimea are frequent (Amnesty, 2015a); especially Crimean 

Tatars, activists and others critical of Russia are targets (Human Rights Watch, 2014a). 

 

2. IRREGULAR TACTICS 

‘Little green men’ have been fanned out in Crimea since the beginning of 2014 (Pifer, 2014). 

Russian President Putin calls them “members of self-defense groups organized by locals” (Lally 

& Englund, 2014), and denies any involvement of Russian troops. However, many platforms 

have “mounting evidence of the opposite” that Russia indeed sent troops to Crimea (Amnesty, 

2015a, p. 32), who took part in occupying the Ukrainian navy bases, airports, and local 

government buildings in Crimea (Herbst & Polyakova, 2016). Also Ukrainian media challenge 

Putin’s claims: “Russian invaders and occupiers from Russia” (Ukrayinska Pravda in 

Shevchenko, 2014); “the military presence in Crimea is an armed intervention” (Segodnya in 

Shevchenko, 2014). Another popular blogger writes that the term “little green men” is invented 

by spin doctors from Russia who “are creating an image of a Russia liberator-soldier wearing a 

nice new uniform and armed with beautiful weapons, who has come to defend peaceful towns 

and villages (Varlamov in Shevchenko, 2014). Therefore, the actions of ‘little green men’ by 

Russia is described as a “military occupation that is staged as a non-occupation” (Yurchak, 

2014). This usage of  ‘little green men’ amongst the pro-Russian separatists and ‘volunteers’ in 

Crimea to take over the major important locations in Crimea (Simpson, 2014); this can be seen 

as an act of guerrilla warfare.  

 Insurgency can also be identified in this case. The Euromaidan protests led to the ousting 

of President Yanukovich and the installation of a pro-European interim government; which was 

perceived in Southern and Eastern Ukraine, respectively 27% and 26%,  as a “political coup 
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d’etat” (International Republican Institute, 2014, p. 105-106). The aim of the pro-Russian 

groups was “to keep Ukraine in Moscow’s orbit and prevent its integration with Europe” 

(Coalson, 2014). With Crimea being the only area in Ukraine, where the majority of its 

population is ethnic Russian, and speaks Russian (BBC, 2015b); Russia with the assistance of 

the pro-Russian groups as described above took control over Crimea, which led eventually into 

the annexation by Russia.  

 Russia made numerous attempts to increase its credibility for its actions in Crimea and 

to legitimize its actions. It legitimized its rights to intervene under the pretext of “to protect its 

citizens and the Russian-speaking population that lives there” (Sullivan & Isachenkov, 2014). 

The annexation was legitimized by the result of the referendum that was held on 16 March, 

which according to the Russian Times over 95.7% voted in favor for the annexation with a voter 

turnout of 81.37% (RT, 2014).  

 

3. TERRORISM 

As mentioned previously, the occupation and annexation of Crimea were almost bloodless, and 

although the threat of violence was present to gain social control; unpredictable violence against 

symbolic targets and to spread fear and anxiety cannot be identified in the case of the Russian 

annexation. The Russian surprise military exercises on Ukraine’s doorstep involving the army, 

navy, and air force, (Salem, et al., 2014), “to check combat readiness of armed forces in western 

and central military districts as well as several branches of the armed forces” (Smith-Spark, 

Black & Pleitgen, 2014) can be seen as acts of intimidation. Nonetheless, otherwise the 

terrorism indicators are non-existent in this case. 

  

4. CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES 

Criminal activities were evidently a part of Russia’s actions in the annexation of Crimea. 

Although smuggling cannot be found in its strategy, rather as a result of the Russian takeover, 

since “Crimea has long been a center of criminal activity and interest… its supply convoys were 

infamously misused for smuggling of every kind” (Galeoitti, 2014a).  Moreover, the Ukraine 

permanent representative of the UN accused Russia, that before the occupation in Crimea, that 

“the Russian Federation provided numerous supplies of arms into Crimea… the continuous 

flow of sophisticated weapons and ammunition had had a disastrous and destabilizing effect” 
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(Kateryna Bila in UN Security Council, 2015a). Other resources report similar findings: “the 

flow of weapons into Ukraine has fueled separatist tensions… pro-Russian forces have shot 

down Ukrainian helicopters and planes with similar heavy weapons” (Munteanu, 2014); “the 

provision of tanks, advanced air defence systems and other heavy weapons to the separatists” 

(NATO, 2014).  

 The exploitation of the gang networks can also be found in the Russian takeover of 

Crimea, “Kremlin uses criminal as instruments of state policy and also how the underworld and 

upperworld have become inextricably entwined as a consequence” (Galeoitti, 2014b). For 

example, the Kremlin’s elected acting Prime Minister of Crimea after the Russian annexation 

was Sergei Aksyonov, whom has repeatedly been connected with criminal networks (Flintoff, 

2014; Shuster, 2014). Aksyonov used to go by the nickname ‘Goblin’, as a member of a 

cigarette-smuggling gang called ‘Salem’ in the 1990s, however, the court records and police 

reports of his activities have gone missing (Galeoitti, 2014b). Another source quotes an 

anonymous Ukrainian prosecutor who claims that “Aksyonov and his Russian separatist 

associates share sordid pasts that mix politics, graft, and extortion in equal measure and together 

they helped steer Crimea into the Russian federation” (Dettmer, 2014). An American think tank 

stated in 2012, that “political corruption is ingrained in eastern Ukrainian political culture” 

(Kuzio, 2012). This would imply that politics and corruption have always connected in Ukraine 

and Crimea, and therefore these gang networks were easily exploited in 2014 by Russia. 

 

5. POLITICAL MEANS 

At the beginning of November 2013, President Putin met with President Yanukovich to struck 

a deal, and this meeting led to the winning of  “the tug-of-war” between Russia and the EU, 

because shortly after President Yanokovich postponed the signing of the EU Association 

Agreement indefinitely (Spiegel, 2013). The deal implied a Russian 15 billion dollar investment 

in Ukraine and a reduction of a third of the price that Naftogaz, Ukraine’s national energy 

company, has to pay for its gas imports from Russia (Piper, 2013). This decision led to the 

Euromaidan protests in Ukraine, and the clash between the pro-Russian groups and the anti-

government groups (Kononczuk, 2014). However, also the political events on 1 March seem 

“orchestrated”: Crimea’s new Prime Minister Aksyonov asks Russia for help; Russia’s lower 

house of Parliament urges President Putin to stabilize Crimea; President Putin agrees; and he 

obtains permission of the Parliament to use force in Ukraine (Friedman, 2014). All these 
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political decisions were helpful for Russia in ‘legitimizing’ its occupation and annexation of 

Crimea. 

 

6. ECONOMIC MEANS 

The political deal that was made between Russia and Ukraine, also includes the economic 

denominator. In 2013, Ukraine had slid into recession, and therefore faced economic problems 

(Spiegel, 2013). One of its causes, is that Ukraine is “energy inefficient” (Clark, 2014), and 

highly dependent on Russian gas; “the cost of purchasing Russia gas, subsidized to a large 

extent from the state budget, rose from US$ 8 billion in 2009 to US$ 12 billion in 2013” (Kardas 

& Kononczuk, 2014). Therefore, the deal that President Putin offered to President Yanukovich, 

would offer especially on the short-term solutions for Ukraine. Once again, this decision led 

eventually to the Euromaidan protests, since moving towards closer relations with Russia, 

meant moving away from the European Union (Grytsenko, 2013). 

 

7. INFORMATION MEANS 

Several sources have spoken of Russia’s “information war” in Crimea (Yuhas, 2014); NATO’s 

Supreme Commander even called it: “the most amazing information-warfare blitzkrieg we have 

ever seen in the history of information warfare” (Vandiver, 2014). “Russia has already mastered 

the use of an information war strategy to influence local populations, confuse the outside’s 

world perception of ground events and shut down opposing sources of online information” 

(Hsu, 2014). The main example are the “little green men” in Crimea that the Russian military 

disguised and denied were Russian military (Ash, 2015). However, the actions of Russia go 

beyond that. As mentioned previously, Crimea is a region that has an ethnic Russian majority; 

moreover, the area belongs to the Russian media and cultural space: “Russian television 

channels for two-third of the population; and, 555 Russian-language schools compared to six 

Ukrainian-language schools” (Kononczuk, 2014). There is also a propaganda campaign 

launched in Crimea: “local Crimean television is replaced with Russian broadcasts, which 

deliver nonstop feed simultaneously discrediting the new government in Kiev and the West 

while building up Moscow as a savior and protector” (Yaffa, 2014). All in all, “Russian officials 

and state media grossly distorted, manipulated, and at times invented information about the 

conflict” (Human Rights Watch, 2015a).  
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8.1 SOCIAL MEANS: CONFLICT ZONE POPULATION 

The annexation of Crimea by Russia was legitimized by the result of the referendum that was 

held on 16 March, which according to the RT over 95.7% voted in favor for the annexation with 

a voter turnout of 81.37% (RT, 2014). Various sources have stated that the Crimean population 

of 2 million, with a 60% majority of ethnic Russian (Sullivan & Isachenkov, 2014), have 

“welcomed” the intervention by Russia (Simpson, 2014). However, the Kiev International 

Institute of Sociology took in February 2014 in various regions of Ukraine a poll of the public 

opinion who want Ukraine to join Russia. In Crimea, this percentage had been the highest in 

both 2013 and 8-18 February 2014 with respectively 35.9% and 41.0% (Kyiv International 

Institute of Sociology, 2014). It is difficult to state whether the results of the election are correct 

and do indeed reflect the support of the Crimean population. Nonetheless the elections were 

held during “an aggressive propaganda campaign carried out under armed occupation” (Yaffa, 

2014).  

As described above, the Russians had after the official annexation of Crimea, complete 

control over it (Simpson, 2014). However, the Crimean Tatars, an ethnic group of Crimea, have 

been targeted by the Crimea authorities for expressing pro-Ukrainian groups, which led to 

beatings and abductions of the Crimea Tatars (Amnesty International, 2015a). Furthermore, 

restrictive laws were imposed to suppress the rights of freedom of assembly, association, and 

expression in the territory (Amnesty International, 2015a); and the Crimean residents were 

declared Russian citizens, or otherwise the authorities would be notified which have led to cases 

of similar results as the pro-Ukrainian Crimean Tatars (Human Rights Watch, 2014a).  

  

8.2 SOCIAL MEANS: HOME FRONT POPULATION   

President Putin and the Russian leadership received “overwhelming” support from the Russian 

population due to the “widely hailed annexation of Crimea” (Amnesty International, 2015a). 

The Levada Center took an opinion poll for Putin’s approval rating, which is at “72% -- the 

highest in more than three years” (Smith & Eschenko, 2014). The Russians praise President 

Putin for “Crimea coming home” as well as his “handling of relations with foreign powers, such 

as the U.S. and the EU” (Simmons, Stokes & Poushter, 2015). Moreover according to statistics 

of the Pew Research Center, 88% of Russia has confidence in Putin in handling international 

affairs, as well as the overall confidence in Putin has risen with 19% since before the 

involvement in Crimea (Poushter, 2015).  
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8.3 SOCIAL MEANS: INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY 

The opposite of the home front population, the international community are not in support of 

Russia’s actions in Crimea. First of all, they do not recognize the referendum on the annexation 

of Crimea and recognize “Ukraine’s sovereignty, political independence, unit and territorial 

integrity within its internationally recognized borders” (UN General Assembly, 2014). 

Therefore, the UN General Assembly has adopted a resolution “calling on States, international 

organizations and specialized agencies not to recognize any change in the status of Crimea” 

(UN General Assembly, 2014). Other international reactions to the annexation of Crimea were: 

“flagrant breach of international law” (Prime Minister Cameron); “illegal and illegitimate” 

(NATO Secretary General); “unacceptable” (President of the European Parliament Martin 

Schulz); “deeply worrisome and dangerous” (Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Romania) (Jarrín, 

J, 2014).  
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Therefore it can be concluded that the modes of warfare presented below in Figure 6, are found 

in the actions of Russia in the annexation of Crimea in the period of November 2013 until 

March 2014. 

 

 

 

 

 Modes of warfare Indicators Found? 

1 Conventional capabilities 

(Weigley, 1973; Reyeg & 

Marsh, 2011) 

 Usage of armies, fleets, and aircraft 

 Joint combined arms maneuver warfare 

 Firepower intensive 

Yes 

No 

No 

2 Irregular tactics 

(Arquilla, 2011; Reyeg & 

Marsh, 2011; Kiras, 2006) 

 Guerrilla tactics 

 Insurgency 

 Credibility and legitimatization 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

3 Terrorism 

(Reinares, 2013) 

 Acts of violence to spread fear and anxiety 

 Unpredictable violence against symbolic targets 

 Violence conveys threats to gain social control 

No 

No 

No 

4 Criminal activities 

(Hoffman, 2009a) 

 Smuggling 

 Illicit transfers of advanced weapons 

 Exploitation of gang networks 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

5 Political means 

(Glenn, 2009)  

“the intended use of political means to compel an opponent to 

do one’s will, based on hostile intent” 

Yes 

6 Economic means 

(Glenn, 2009) 

“the use of, or the threat to use, economic means against a 

country in order to weaken its economy and thereby reduce its 

political and military power” 

Yes 

7 Information means 

(Glenn, 2009) 

“actions taken to achieve information, information-based 

processes, information systems, and computer-based networks 

while defending one’s own information, information-based 

processes, information systems, and computer-based 

networks” 

Yes 

8 Social means 

(Glenn, 2009; McCuen, 2008) 

 Conflict zone population 

 Home front population 

 International community 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

Figure 6 – Modes of warfare identified in the actions of Russia in Crimea  
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4.1.2 DIMENSIONS OF HYBRID WARFARE IN THE CASE OF RUSSIA  

The above presented modes of warfare and indicators of hybrid warfare can aid analyzing how 

the dimensions of hybrid warfare fit into the case of the actions of IS in Iraq and Syria.  

 First of all, the multi-modality dimension. In Russia’s actions in the annexation of 

Crimea, the following modes of warfare can be identified: some conventional; irregular; 

criminal activities; non-military, including political, economic, information, and social. This 

means that besides terrorism, Russia displayed seven out of the eight characteristics of the 

modes of hybrid warfare. Its conventional capabilities were displayed by its army being present 

in Crimea, and its army, navy and air force doing military exercises in the districts bordering 

Ukraine, which were seen as an “act of aggression” (Salem, et al., 2014). Irregular warfare can 

be found in the usage of the ‘little green men’ to covert that Russia had sent troops to Crimea, 

as well as using insurgency tactics, and the attempts to increase the legitimatization of the 

annexation by the results of the referendum (RT, 2014). Criminal activities were indicated in 

the Russian illicit transfer of weapons to the pro-Russian separatists (UN Security Council, 

2015a); and the usage of the existing gang networks to spread its political influence in Crimea 

through for example, appointing Aksyonov as the Prime Minister of Crimea (Galeoitti, 2014b). 

Political and economic means of warfare were displayed by Russia, since the political deal 

struck between President Putin and President Yanukovich in November 2013 led to uproar and 

a divide in Ukraine due to the “tug-of-war” between EU and Russia over the relations with 

Ukraine (Spiegel, 2013). Information warfare was a characteristic that was well found in 

Russia’s actions: propaganda was used in Crimea to discredit the West and the EU, and to “build 

up Moscow as a savior and protector” (Yaffa, 2014). Moreover, the social aspect of warfare is 

also forthcoming in both the conflict zone population as in the home population. Multiple 

sources have stated that the Crimean population “welcomed” the annexation by Russia, 

referendum results show 95.7% voted in favor (Simpson, 2014). Furthermore, the home front 

population praised President Putin with him “bringing home” Crimea (Simmons, et al., 2015), 

and his approval rating went up to the highest point in the last three years (Smith & Eschenko, 

2014). Therefore, it can be stated that Russia demonstrated the multi-modality dimension of 

hybrid warfare in its actions of the annexation of Crimea. 

 Secondly, another dimension of hybrid warfare is simultaneity. The time frame covered 

in this case was from November 2013 until March 2014, and the following modes of warfare 

where displayed simultaneously during this period: conventional, irregular, criminal activities, 

social, and information. The political and economic means are not included, because these took 



34 

 

 

mainly place in November, and were not simultaneous with the other modes that took place in 

February and March. Whilst the Russian army were doing the surprise military exercises on the 

border of Ukraine, the ‘little green men’ occupied Ukrainian navy bases, airports, and local 

governments in Crimea (Herbst & Polyakova, 2016). Moreover, criminal activities were carried 

out by trafficking weapons to the pro-Russian separatists (NATO, 2014), as well as using gangs 

and the existing “political corruption” in Crimea (Kuzio, 2012). The information means were 

also simultaneously used because there was contentious confusion for “the outside’s perception 

of ground events” in Crimea. Although multiple sources reported that the little green men were 

Russia troops, no action was taken by Ukraine and the international community. The social 

aspect was also used simultaneously before, during, and after the entire time frame. The 

Crimean population faced “an aggressive propaganda campaign carried out under armed 

occupation”, but already before the events in 2014, Russia was increasing its sphere of influence 

in Crimea through “Russian television channels and Russian-language schools” (Kononczuk, 

2014). Therefore, it is evident that also the simultaneity dimension is evident in the actions of 

Russian in the annexation of Crimea. 

 The third dimension of hybrid warfare is fusion. In the annexation of Crimea, Russia 

fused its conventional and irregular modes of warfare. The most evident aspect of this is the 

usage of the ‘little green men’. The little green men were Russian troops, according to multiple 

sources (Shevchenko, 2014; Yurchak, 2014; Simpson, 2014), yet, President Putin called them 

“members of self-defense groups organized by locals (Lally & Englund, 2014). These little 

green men were responsible in occupying the Ukrainian navy bases, airports, and local 

government buildings in Crimea at the end of February (Herbst & Poykova, 2016). Hence, the 

covertly usage of military troops, ‘hiding’ amongst civilians; can be seen as both conventional 

and irregular warfare. The other modes that were mentioned previously in the case, were not 

fused if they were present. 

 The last mode of hybrid warfare is catastrophic. The above indicators of the hybrid 

warfare characteristics do indicate that there was a high level of disruption affecting the 

population, national morale, and government functions. Although, the annexation of Crimea by 

Russia has been described as “a remarkable, quick, and mostly bloodless coup d’état” (Simpson, 

2014), it did have catastrophic effects. The actions of Russia disrupted the lives of population 

of Crimea, the entire population of Ukraine, and also of the international community, “a 

profound breach of international agreements to change borders in Europe in the 21st century” 

(Jarrín, 2014). Furthermore, Ukraine lost governmental control over Crimea, whose new Prime 



35 

 

 

Minister is Aksyonov (Galeoitti, 2014b). Therefore, although the annexation did not cause mass 

casualties and use of force, the effects of the annexation of Crimea did have catastrophic effects. 

Therefore, the catastrophic dimension of hybrid warfare can also be found in the case of the 

actions of Russia from November 2013 until March 2014.  

 All in all, all four dimensions of hybrid warfare can be traced back in the case of Russia’s 

actions in Crimea in the period November 2013 until March 2014.   
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4.2 IDENTIFYING HYBRID WARFARE IN THE ACTIONS OF DAESH  

4.2.1 MODES OF WARFARE  

1. CONVENTIONAL CAPABILITIES 

From June 2014 onwards, Daesh was no longer “simply a terrorist organization – it is now a 

full-blown army seeking to establish a self-governing state” (Watson, 2014). It is unclear how 

many fighters are in the ranks of Daesh in the second half of 2014. The numbers from different 

sources vary:  “between 20,000 and 32,000 in Iraq and Syria” (CIA - BBC, 2015a); “more than 

50,000 fighters in Syria alone” (Syrian Observatory of Human Rights - Al Jazeera, 2014; 

“70,000 gunmen of various nationalities” (Russia – Gartenstein-Ross, 2015); “total 

membership of Daesh could be close to 100,000” (Bagdad-based security expert Hisham al-

Hashimi – Mohammed, 2014); and, “CIA’s estimates are far too low, Daesh has at least 200,000 

fighters” (Fuad Hussein, Chief of Staff of Kurdish President – Cockburn, 2014). In October 

2014, there were rumors that Daesh had acquired six planes at the Syrian air force base of Al-

Jarrah and was locating professional pilots to fly these places (The Meir Amit Intelligence and 

Terrorism Information Center, 2014). However, according to Centcom Commander General 

Lloyd Austin, the usage of aircraft by Daesh does not currently pose “a significant threat” 

(Marrapodi, 2014). No sources can be found of a possible command of Daesh over a fleet, 

which seems unlikely since the area that Daesh is active in, in Iraq and Syria, is landlocked.  

 Multiple sources have affirmed that IS has joint combined arms maneuver warfare. On 

Daesh’s capabilities in Iraq: Daesh “displayed professionalism in equipment preparation and 

basic tactical combined arms proficiency” (Nichols, 2014); U.K. defence specialist Paul 

Beaver: “Daesh’s military operations are based on terror, speed and suicidal devotion whereas 

they’re fought on a more traditional level by forces using a combined arms approach” (Elyatt, 

2015). The fighters of Daesh in Iraq and Syria have been in combat for over a decade, they 

“have adapted their tactics, techniques and procedures accordingly” (Farley, 2014). In 

numerous videos that are uploaded by Daesh, this is well visible: “use support-by-fire positions, 

in which heavy weapons like machine guns are used to provide covering fire for fellow 

advancing elements of troops in order to attack from multiple positions” (Gibbons-Neff, 2014).  

 The actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria are firepower intensive, although other methods 

are as well used as “beheadings, crucifixions, and mass executions” (Chiaramonte, 2014). As 

described above in the uploaded videos by Daesh, Daesh is presented as “an extremely capable 

fighting force” (Gibbons-Neff, 2014). This is due to the amount and variety of weapons they 
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have available, according to a UN source in November 2014: “light weapons, assault rifles, 

machine guns, heavy weapons, including possible man portable air defence systems 

(MANPADS), field and anti-aircraft guns, missiles, rockets, rocket launchers, artillery, aircraft, 

tanks, and vehicles, including high-mobility multipurpose military vehicles” (UN Security 

Council, 2014).     

 

2. IRREGULAR TACTICS 

Although the above describes the conventional capabilities of Daesh, Daesh is also capable of 

irregular tactics. The Iraqi commanders called IS “professionals in guerrilla warfare techniques” 

(Georgy, 2015); and a “highly organized and flexible fighting force” (McCoy, 2014b). 

Examples of Daesh’s guerrilla warfare: “incorporate suicide bombings as a battlefield tactic to 

break through lines and demoralize enemies” (Hendawi, Abdul-Zahra & Mroue, 2015); 

Moreover, whilst Abu Bakr al-Baghadi is at the head of Daesh, its military is diffused and his 

lieutenants are acting autonomously, which creates a “swarm tactic”, which is “a swarm of 

autonomous small teams, with low signature and high mobility as a key tactical advantage” 

(McCoy, 2014b).  

 Insurgency can be found in the case of Daesh; the self-proclaimed Islamic State, calling 

out to Muslims to join the caliphate with Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi as the ‘the caliph’, separate 

from the leadership of the Shiite governments,  (Politico, 2014). Typical insurgent aspects as 

“taking over and holding territory, controlling populations, even governing at local level” 

(Meyerle, 2014). One source even claims that Daesh is “not (or is no longer) an insurgency”, 

that Daesh has outgrown this label and has become “a state-building enterprise” (Kilcullen, 

2015).    

An important, and often neglected, factor in Daesh are its credibility and 

legitimatization: “legitimacy and consent are critically important concepts for Daesh and their 

systems of power” (Denselow, 2015). As well as in its state-building efforts, as in its place in 

the global jihadist movement; “the issue of legitimacy is central” (Bakich, 2015). In 2007, the 

Islamic State’s Shari’a Council presented a justification for a statehood claim, ‘Informing 

mankind of the birth of the Islamic State’ with three elements for a ruler to assume power of 

the Islam; which “justified the Islamic State’s statehood claim on the basis of its supposed 

political success and promotion of Salafi theology and Islamic law” (Bunzel, 2015, p. 19). 

Moreover, “its target ‘citizenry’, the population who can grant the Islamic State the legitimacy 
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it needs to survive as a caliphate, are those Muslims from around the world who elect to 

immigrate to the swath of territory held by Daesh to actively participate in this cosmic political 

construction effort” (Bakich, 2015).  

 

3. TERRORISM  

Two out of three11 indicators of terrorism can be found back in the case of Daesh in Iraq and 

Syria. Spreading terror and anxiety is used as “a tool” by IS (Ignatius, 2015), “it has seized 

territory, destroyed antiquities, slaughtered minorities, forced women into sexual slavery and 

turned children into killers” (Arango, 2015). The Syrian Observatory for Human Rights has 

stated in September 2015, that in a year time “more than 10,000 men, women, and children 

have been executed” in Iraq and Syria (Joshi, 2015).The actions of Daesh are described as: 

“remorseless, faceless, and vicious” (Cordall, 2014). Another tactic of Daesh is to spread on 

Twitter the pictures and videos of the massacre of hundreds of Iraqi soldiers, “in a deliberate 

effort to inspire fear” (Richards, 2014). Therefore, by using “mass executions, public 

beheadings, rape, and symbolic crucifixion displays to terrorize the population” (Byman, 2015), 

and Amnesty International (2015b, p. 10) even adds “ethnic cleansing on a massive scale” to 

the list of the crimes committed by Daesh. These measures did Daesh use violence to spread 

fear and anxiety.  

 Moreover, Daesh also displays violence to gain social control. As mentioned previously, 

Daesh “governs” its taken territory (Cockburn, 2015). Human Rights Watch (2014b) reported 

“killing, kidnapping, and threatening religious and ethnic minorities in and around Mosul… 

and ordering all Christians to convert to Islam, pay ‘tribute money’, or leave Mosul”. The basic 

tactic of Daesh is “to make a surprise attack, inflict maximum casualties and spread fear before 

withdrawing without suffering heavy losses” in order “to drive the unwanted out of the captured 

lands and building a human population in sectarian terms in the controlled territories, this 

strategy provides Daesh a submissive human population and thus makes the holding phase 

easier to realize” (Gurcan, 2014, p. 7).   

 

                                                                 

11 No evidence could be found of IS using unpredictable violence against symbolic targets in the time frame 

applied in this thesis. Nonetheless, when IS reached Palmrya in May 2015, they targeted Islamic sites and 

heritage, which has been called the “worst cultural heritage crisis since WWII” (Romey, 2015). But since this is 

not in the time frame of the thesis, this indicator cannot be taken into account in the thesis. 
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4. CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES 

The criminal activities of Daesh include smuggling, illicit transfers of advanced weapons and 

the exploitation of gang networks. First of all, smuggling. Smuggling is a large part of the 

income of Daesh, especially oil-smuggling (Bronstein & Griffin, 2014; Baker, 2015). 

According to smugglers and Iraqi officials, Daesh has the oil supplies in Iraq in its grip and 

smuggles oil to “Turkey, Jordan, and Iran”, with which Daesh earns “millions of dollars a week” 

(Hawramy, Mohammed & Harding, 2014). The International Energy Agency estimated that by 

August 2014, Daesh could “generate 70,000 barrels of oil per day” (Charles, 2014; Wilkin, 

2014). Additionally, Daesh takes oil “directly from pipelines and storage tanks”, selling it “for 

42% to 74% below market value” (Charles, 2014; Giglio, 2014). Besides oil, Daesh “makes 

millions” from its stolen Islamic antiquities (Erciyes, 2014).  In a single region of Syria, Daesh 

got “36 million dollars” from smuggling the plundered artifacts (Pringle, 2014).  

 Multiple sources have confirmed that Daesh has illicit transfers of advanced weapons. 

Amnesty International (2015b, p. 5) has published a report, after “analyzing thousands of videos 

and images taken in Iraq and Syria”, that the “majority” of Daesh’s weapon arsenal is made up 

of “weapons and equipment looted, captured or illicitly traded from poorly secured Iraqi 

military stocks”, which were manufactured in more than twenty countries, as “Russia, China, 

the USA, and Europe”. Daesh is described, as mentioned previously, as “an elite army, with 

advanced weapons" (Pazira, 2014). Examples of the weapons arsenal of Daesh were already 

mentioned above in a UN report, but the advanced weapons are: “tanks, MANPADS, 

Sidewinder missiles, AIM-9 Sidewinder missiles” (Bender, 2014; Lumby, 2014).   

 Furthermore, Daesh has exploited gang networks, or some sources described Daesh in 

itself as a criminal network, due to its methods used are “akin to a criminal gangs” (Saltman & 

Winter, 2014, p. 25). Such as its “extensive smuggling networks” (Luna, 2016), “trafficking of 

weapons” (Pazira, 2014); “smuggling migrants” (Walt, 2015); and “abducting women for 

slavery” (Stoter, 2015). Although no further evidence can be found of alleged gang networks 

that are being exploited by Daesh, the above should clarify that the characteristic of criminal 

activities does apply for Daesh.  
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5. POLITICAL MEANS 

Non-military warfare for a non-state entity as Daesh is different than it is for a state. The 

indicator political means cannot be traced back in this case, simply, because Daesh cannot be 

seen as a state: “this is a terrorist group and not a state” (Shariatmadari, 2014). Moreover, U.S. 

President Obama stated in a speech in 2014, that Daesh is “not recognized by no government, 

nor by the people it subjugates” (Obama, 2014). Furthermore, “the word ‘state’ implies a system 

of administration and governance, it’s not a term that would be used to characterize a terrorist 

group or militia that is merely rolling up territory” (David Philips in Ross, 2014). Therefore, no 

evidence could be found for the political means. 

 

6. ECONOMIC MEANS 

Only limited evidence could be found for the economic mode. “Daesh controls every detail of 

the economy” of its occupied territories, and in this manner uses “economic persecution as a 

recruitment tactic” (Paraszczuk, 2015).  Therefore, people keep joining the army of Daesh, 

because they are “desperate for money and are struggling to find a way to survive” (Bender, 

2015); and, “out of economic interest” (Khatib, 2015). Moreover, the Daesh has a large capital, 

estimated at “2 billion dollars in October 2014” (Charles, 2014), due to: “oil exports, illicit trade 

of antiquities, bank looting, customs tax, passage fees, business and other taxes, ransoms for 

kidnappings” (Drent, Hendriks & Zandee, 2015, p. 17). This money allows Daesh not only to 

finance its army, but also to “pay the salaries of public sector employees, finance the repair and 

maintenance of infrastructure and social welfare” (Drent, et al., 2015, p. 16).  

 

7. INFORMATION MEANS  

Daesh has its non-military warfare strength in its information warfare, which is its “trademark” 

to reach a “massive audience” and recruit (foreign) fighters  (Peled, 2015). A study by 

Brookings Institute reveals that in the period 4 October until 27 November 2014, 46,000 Twitter 

accounts supported Daesh (Berger & Morgan, 2015, p. 2). It has been mentioned previously, 

that Daesh “uses publicized the slaughter in polished but grimly macabre videos that were 

uploaded onto the Internet as propaganda, hostage-bargaining and recruitment tools” (Amnesty, 

2015a, p. 40). So information is not only used to spread world-wide fear and anxiety, but also 

as recruitment tools for its army (Richards, 2014). Daesh uses “cinematic production 

techniques, Hollywood-style special effects, ‘immersive’ video game-style media, and dramatic 
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apocalyptic narratives to draw the viewer’s attention and secure media coverage” (Williams, 

2016, p. 3). A “omnipresent theme” in the videos of Daesh is its ‘winner’s message’, “which 

portrays Daesh as an unstoppable force capable of defeating all enemies” (Gartenstein-Ross, 

Barr & Moreng, 2016, p. 4).  The Soufan group12 estimated in June 2014, that “approximately 

12,000 foreign fighters” had jointed Daesh (The Soufan Group, 2015, p. 4).  

 

8.1 SOCIAL MEANS: CONFLICT ZONE POPULATION 

There are difficulties in measuring the support of the conflict zone population and the home 

front population, since the population that Daesh has on its territory is only occupied, and 

therefore conflict zone population. Hence, the home front population will not be discussed, and 

instead it will focus on the support and control of Daesh’s occupied ‘conflict zone’ population. 

This is not easily measured, as the Daesh territory, and therefore its population, is continuously 

expanding and diminishing, as explained above (BBC, 2015a).  The Red Cross put the number 

of the population living under Daesh, at a “rough 10 million” in March 2015 (Nebehay, 2015). 

An analysis of four polls13 display that Daesh has a “minimum of 8.5 million strong supporters”, 

and “42 million who feel somewhat positively towards Daesh” in the “Arab world” (Mauro, 

2015).  However, this does not present the view of the specific population living under Daesh, 

rather of the entire Arab world.  

 Daesh holds tight control on its population, “the aims of the Caliphate explicitly include 

population control” (Gilsinan, 2014), and therefore it has imposed “intense Shari’a law” (BBC, 

2015a). The oversight of Shari’a law in the Islamic State is done by the Sharia Council, and is 

responsible for the brutal enforcement (The Clarion Project, 2015). On the one hand, Daesh 

takes care of the “finance the repair and maintenance of infrastructure and social welfare” 

(Drent, et al, 2015, p. 17). On the other hand, Daesh is guilty of “shocking violence, that even 

the leader of al-Qaeda has disavowed them” (McCoy, 2014a).  

 

                                                                 

12  The report also includes how many foreign fighters approximately from every country has joined IS: 

http://soufangroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/TSG_ForeignFightersUpdate3.pdf 

13 This estimate is based on a March 2015 poll by the Iraq-based Independent Institute for Administration and 

Civil Society Studies; a November 2014 poll by Zogby Research Services; another November 2014 poll by the 

Doha-based Arab Center for Research and Policy Studies and an October 2014 poll by the Fikra Forum 

commissioned by the Washington Institute for Near East Policy (Mauro, 2015).  
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8.3  INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY 

The international community does not support the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria. United 

Nations Security General Ban Ki-moon has stated that “now Daesh and all the extremists are 

spreading like a cancer around the world” (PressTV - UN, 2016). Moreover, in a report of the 

United Nations it has stated that Daesh “may have committed genocide, war crimes and crimes 

against humanity in its attacks against ethnic and religious groups in the country [Iraq]” 

(Rebello, 2016). The UN Security Council has stated “unanimously” that Daesh to be an 

“unprecedented threat to international peace and security” (UN Security Council, 2015b). 

 

 Modes of warfare Indicators Found? 

1 Conventional capabilities 

(Weigley, 1973; Reyeg & 

Marsh, 2011) 

 Usage of armies, fleets, and aircraft 

 Heavily resooint combined arms maneuver warfare 

 Firepower intensive 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

2 Irregular tactics 

(Arquilla, 2011; Reyeg & 

Marsh, 2011; Kiras, 2006) 

 Guerrilla tactics 

 Insurgency 

 Credibility and legitimatization 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

3 Terrorism 

(Reinares, 2013) 

 Acts of violence to spread fear and anxiety 

 Unpredictable violence against symbolic targets 

 Violence conveys threats to gain social control 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

4 Criminal activities 

(Hoffman, 2009a) 

 Smuggling 

 Illicit transfers of advanced weapons 

 Exploitation of gang networks 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

5 Political means 

(Glenn, 2009)  

“the intended use of political means to compel an opponent to 

do one’s will, based on hostile intent” 

No 

6 Economic means 

(Glenn, 2009) 

“the use of, or the threat to use, economic means against a 

country in order to weaken its economy and thereby reduce its 

political and military power” 

No 

7 Information means 

(Glenn, 2009) 

“actions taken to achieve information, information-based 

processes, information systems, and computer-based networks 

while defending one’s own information, information-based 

processes, information systems, and computer-based 

networks” 

Yes 

8 Social means 

(Glenn, 2009; McCuen, 2008) 

 Conflict zone population 

 Home front population 

 International community 

   Maybe 

---- 

No 

Figure 7 – Modes of warfare identified in the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria  
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 4.2.2 DIMENSIONS OF HYBRID WARFARE IN THE CASE OF DAESH 

The above presented characteristics and indicators of hybrid warfare can help analyzing how 

the dimensions of hybrid warfare fit into the case of the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria.  

 First of all, multi-modality. In the characteristics of hybrid warfare, there were seven 

modes of warfare. As explained in the table above in Figure 7, Daesh fits into five of these 

characteristics: conventional, irregular, terrorism, criminal activities, and information. The 

indicators of these specific characteristics are all evident in the actions of Daesh. Daesh 

possesses conventional capabilities, comparable with that of a state. The number of fighters in 

the Daesh army varies from 20,000 to 200,000 fighters (BBC, 2015a; Cockburn, 2015); using 

conventional tactics as “combined arms proficiency” (Nichols, 2014; Gibbons-Neff, 2014); and 

the actions of Daesh can be called firepower extensive, whilst also using “beheadings, 

crucifixions, and mass executions” (Chiaramonte, 2014). Furthermore, the irregular tactics 

component is evident in the actions of Daesh: “professionals in guerrilla warfare techniques” 

(Georgy, 2015); the insurgency aspect is the fact that Daesh was established as the caliphate 

(Politico, 2014); and, credibility and legitimatization are paramount, legitimacy being a “central 

issue” (Bakich, 2015). Although, in the period June 2014 to December 2014, Daesh did not 

focus its violence on symbolic targets, the other two indicators of terrorism were found in the 

evidence: the brutal force of violence (also online) to “inspire fear” (Richards, 2014); as well 

as using violence to increase social control, “inflict maximum casualties” and “spread fear” to 

“provide a submissive population” (Gurcan, 2014, p. 7). Criminal activities are also perceptible, 

smuggling is a large part of the income of Daesh ranging from smuggling oil to humans (Baker, 

2015); the weapons arsenal of Daesh is founded on the illicit transfers of advanced weapons 

(Amnesty International; 2015b); and Daesh has centered itself as a criminal network, when 

taking the above examples along with “women slavery” (Stoter, 2015) into account. From the 

non-military warfare means, only information warfare was identified. As a non-state entity, 

Daesh does not have the relations and means to use political tools, and beside its oil smuggling, 

its economic means of warfare are also rather limited. However, information warfare and 

spreading its propaganda through videos and Twitter is a large part of the actions of Daesh, for 

example for recruiting foreign fighters (The Soufan Group, 2015).  Therefore, it can be stated 

that the dimension of multi-modality is evident in the actions of Daesh. 

 The second dimension is simultaneity; the above have established that five of the seven 

modes of warfare were present in the case of Daesh. But were these modes used 

simultaneously?  The answer to that question is yes, “terrorism, urban guerrilla warfare, and 
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more conventional tactics” (Umana, 2015). The five modes of warfare that are thoroughly 

explained in the characteristics, and briefly above, were applied simultaneously in the examined 

period from June 2014 until December 2014. To occupy territory, the Daesh used its army, a 

combined-arms approach of advanced weapons together with its guerrilla warfare tactics, such 

as the “swarm tactic” (McCoy, 2014b). Once the territory was claimed, Daesh used various 

terrorist tactics to spread fear and violence to gain control, through strict Shari’a law with brutal 

punishments as: “mass executions, public beheadings, and symbolic crucifixion” (Byman, 

2015). To fund its military fighters and control its population, Daesh had the revenue from 

“smuggling oil, and plundered artifacts” (Pringle, 2014). Information warfare is also seen 

simultaneously throughout the entire period, since social media is used to spread the propaganda 

of Daesh to install fear, but also to recruit (foreign) fighters (Peled, 2015). It shows that the 

different modes of warfare were applied simultaneously in the actions of Daesh in Iraq and 

Syria. 

 The third dimension of hybrid warfare is fusion. It has been established that five separate 

modes of warfare were identified, but did Daesh fuse these modes as well together? Daesh 

applied conventional warfare combined with irregular warfare against the Iraqi army in 2014. 

In several different attacks, described by Iraqi military, Daesh fused conventional with irregular 

tactics: in response to the air campaign led by the U.S., Daesh fighters “travel at night and in 

smaller units” and "are wearing civilian clothes to blend in” (Malas, Nissenbaum & Abi-Habib, 

2014). Additionally, Daesh “employs not only terrorism” (Umana, 2015), which makes them 

more than a terrorist organization and better than its precedent Islamic groups. Fighting the U.S. 

and coalition forces in Iraq and the Syrian army from 2012, gave Daesh “a lot of opportunities 

to learn and to grow and to master the craft of warfare” (Isquith, 2014). Through simultaneity 

and fusion, Daesh “allows decentralized commanders to use their experienced fighters against 

the weak points of its foes”, whilst “the center retain enough operational control to conduct 

medium-to-long term planning on how to allocate forces, logistics, and reinforcements” 

(Farley, 2014). Therefore, it seems to be that Daesh has fused three modes of warfare together: 

conventional, irregular, and terrorism. 

 The last dimension of hybrid warfare is catastrophic. The above indicators of the hybrid 

warfare characteristics do indicate that there was a high level of mass casualties, damage and 

disruption affecting the population, infrastructure, and environment. The Syrian Observatory 

for Human Rights has stated in September 2015, that in a year time “more than 10,000 men, 

women, and children have been executed” in Iraq and Syria (Joshi, 2015). There are no exact 
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numbers or indications of how many casualties are brought about by Daesh. However, the 

evidence of multiple sources confirming the brutal actions of Daesh as “slaughtering minorities, 

forcing women into sexual slavery, and turning children into killers” (Arango, 2015), indicates 

that there is a high level of damage and disruption affecting the population, infrastructure and 

environment.  

 All  in all, all four dimensions of hybrid warfare can be found in the actions of Daesh in 

Iraq and Syria in the period June 2014 until December 2014.  
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5. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION  

5.1 CONCLUSION 

The aim of this thesis was to examine how certain cases are labeled as hybrid warfare. Due to 

the lack of common definition of the concept, the multiple criticisms, and little empirical 

evidence of hybrid warfare; this was not a simple matter to do. Using the theories of three hybrid 

warfare scholars, Hoffman, Glenn, and McCuen, a framework was established to use an 

exploratory comparative case study approach to identify hybrid warfare. In order to do this, 

eight modes of warfare were highlighted: conventional, irregular, terrorism, and criminal 

activities as the physical modes; and political, economic, information, and social as the 

conceptual modes. The authors did not have indicators or definitions of all these modes of 

warfare in their literature, and therefore this thesis used definitions and indicators from other 

sources. Additionally, four common dimensions of hybrid warfare were forthcoming in the 

literature of the three academics: multi-modality, simultaneity, fusion, and catastrophic. Using 

triangulation of publicly available data sources, this thesis attempted to identify these modes of 

warfare and dimensions of hybrid warfare in the two case studies: Russia’s actions in the 

annexation of Crimea and Daesh’s actions in Iraq and Syria. This was all done to answer the 

main research question of the thesis: “How can ‘hybrid warfare’ be identified in Russia’s 

actions in Crimea and Daesh’s actions in Iraq and Syria?”  

 In both case studies, the modes of warfare were identified using triangulation of data 

sources, as well as the dimensions of hybrid warfare using the data that was gathered in the 

modes of warfare. In Figure 8, an overview is provided of both cases’ modes of warfare. It can 

be identified that Russia has demonstrated eight14 modes of warfare and Daesh has displayed 

five modes of warfare. Interestingly, Russia has more of the conceptual modes, compared to 

Daesh, who only demonstrated strong information means in its case. This difference would 

explain why Russia’s actions were almost bloodless, whilst Daesh is responsible for many 

casualties. There are four common modes of warfare identified, which are conventional, 

irregular, criminal activities, and information means. The first two can explain that there is 

indeed a new form of warfare, where conventional and irregular warfare get converged. 

Interestingly, criminal activities were also discovered. In Russia there was many evidence for 

especially, the illicit transfers of weapons to the pro-Russian separatists and the exploitation of 

                                                                 

14 Eight modes of warfare can be identified in Russia’s actions in Crimea, although only one of the conventional 

indicators was found evidence for in the data sources. 
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Crimea’s gang networks. In the case of Daesh, there was more evidence for smuggling, which 

served as revenue for the Islamic State, and as well the illicit transfer of weapons, as the 

explanation for the size of its weapons arsenal.  

 

Modes of warfare Indicators Russia Daesh 

Conventional capabilities 

(Weigley, 1973; Reyeg & 

Marsh, 2011) 

 Usage of armies, fleets, and aircraft 

 Joint combined arms maneuver warfare 

 Firepower intensive 

Yes 

No 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Irregular tactics 

(Arquilla, 2011; Reyeg & 

Marsh, 2011; Kiras, 2006) 

 Guerrilla tactics 

 Insurgency 

 Credibility and legitimatization 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Terrorism 

(Reinares, 2013) 

 Acts of violence to spread fear and anxiety 

 Unpredictable violence against symbolic targets 

 Violence conveys threats to gain social control 

No 

No 

No 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

Criminal activities 

(Hoffman, 2009a) 

 Smuggling 

 Illicit transfers of advanced weapons 

 Exploitation of gang networks 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Political means 

(Glenn, 2009)  

“the intended use of political means to compel an opponent 

to do one’s will, based on hostile intent” 

Yes No 

Economic means 

(Glenn, 2009) 

“the use of, or the threat to use, economic means against a 

country in order to weaken its economy and thereby reduce 

its political and military power” 

Yes No 

Information means 

(Glenn, 2009) 

“actions taken to achieve information, information-based 

processes, information systems, and computer-based 

networks while defending one’s own information, 

information-based processes, information systems, and 

computer-based networks” 

Yes Yes 

Social means 

(Glenn, 2009; McCuen, 2008) 

 Conflict zone population 

 Home front population 

 International community 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

  Maybe 

---- 

No 

 

Another interesting discovery was the usage of information means in both cases. Russia and 

Daesh used their information means to its fullest as a way to spread its propaganda. In the case 

of Russia this was done to mislead and confuse the international community of its actions, and 

Figure 8 – Comparing modes of warfare of Russia and Daesh 
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to influence the Crimea population in its favor. In the case of Daesh, the information means 

were applied for two reasons: first of all, to recruit Muslims as foreign fighters to join the 

caliphate; and secondly, to spread fear and anxiety amongst the international community by 

publishing its brutal actions in videos online. Moreover, Russia applied also the other 

conceptual modes of warfare, political, economic, and social means, that eventually led to the 

annexation of Crimea. Daesh did not apply any other conceptual mode of warfare, besides 

information means; and, instead used terrorism amongst its modes.  

 

Dimensions Russia Daesh 

Multi-modality Conventional, irregular, 

criminal activities, political 

means, economic means, 

information means, and social 

means 

Conventional, irregular, terrorism, 

criminal activities, information 

means 

Simultaneity Conventional, irregular, 

criminal activities, information 

means, and social means 

Conventional, irregular, terrorism, 

criminal activities, information 

means 

Fusion Conventional and irregular Conventional, irregular, terrorism 

Catastrophic Yes, society, national morale, 

government function 

Yes, many casualties 

 

Furthermore, the data that was collected was applied to explain whether the dimensions 

of hybrid warfare could be identified in these two cases. It would seem that there was evidence 

in each case for each dimension, which is demonstrated in Figure 9. The multi-modality 

dimension was in both cases identified, because both actors demonstrated multiple modes of 

warfare. These modes of warfare that were in common are already mentioned. The simultaneity 

dimension is also identified. The modes of warfare that both actors used simultaneously are 

conventional, irregular, criminal activities, and information means. The fusion dimension can 

also be applied in both cases, Russia fuses conventional with irregular warfare; whilst, Daesh 

combines conventional with irregular and terrorism. The last dimension was catastrophic, and 

in each case the actions of Russia and Daesh had a catastrophic outcome.  

Figure 9 – Comparing dimensions of hybrid warfare of Russia and Daesh 
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 Returning to answering the main research question of this thesis. The framework was 

established using Hoffman, Glenn and McCuen to identify different modes of warfare to explain 

the hybrid warfare dimensions. Each actor displayed multiple modes of warfare, that led to the 

conclusions that multi-modality, simultaneity, fusion, and catastrophic dimensions are 

identified. Hence, it can be explained how according to this framework hybrid warfare was 

identified in order to understand why Russia’s actions in Crimea, and Daesh’s actions in Iraq 

and Syria are labeled as hybrid warfare. Multiple modes of warfare were applied by the actors, 

and all of the dimensions were recognized in their actions.  
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5.2 DISCUSSION  

Despite the limitations of the thesis and through its strengths, some interesting remarks can be 

made that have come up whilst completing this research, as well as some suggestions for future 

research. 

5.2.1 LIMITATIONS AND STRENGTHS 

This thesis aimed to establish a framework on the definitions and perspectives of the three 

hybrid warfare scholars, Hoffmann, Glenn, and McCuen, to identify hybrid warfare in practice. 

Although every attempt was made to build a strong thesis, there are some limitations in this 

research: 1) framework was tested on two cases; 2) data was collected from publicly available 

resources; and, 3) the data collected is Western biased.  

First of all , the framework of identifying hybrid warfare was tested on only two case 

studies. According to Bryman (2012) although this does assure high internal validity, it is at the 

cost of external validity. Therefore this thesis cannot state that the framework on hybrid warfare 

is applicable to other cases that are labeled as hybrid warfare. Fortunately, that was not the aim 

of the thesis. This framework was intended as a first step in building a bridge between the 

existing perspectives of hybrid warfare, and the labeling of cases in practice as such. Therefore 

in using two cases that are labeled as hybrid warfare, instead of only the case of Russia or 

Daesh, this thesis has attempted to increase also the external validity of the research.  

Secondly, the data that was collected to analyze which modes of warfare were present 

in each of the two cases, publicly available data was used. This could potentially have injured 

the results, since not all information can be publicly available. For example, all relevant data 

on the political and economic means that were used in each case are most likely not all available 

on public record. However, it is not possible for anyone to have access to all this data, and 

therefore the decision to use publicly available data in a triangular manner to examine the modes 

of warfare available in both cases still provides trustworthy data to explore hybrid warfare in 

the actions of Russia and Daesh.  

Thirdly, due to the author’s lack of knowledge of Russian, Ukrainian, and Arabic, this 

research is based on English data. This can be a limitation to the thesis, since it can be certain 

that in the cases of Russia and Daesh, relevant data is available in those three languages; which 

implies that the data collection is limited. However, for a first attempt to build a framework on 

identifying hybrid warfare and exploring its utility by using two case studies that are labeled as 
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hybrid warfare, this Western bias should be seen as a major limitation. Multiple Russian, 

Ukrainian and Arabic sources were used in the data collection that were translated to English, 

and yet have a Russian, Ukrainian or Arabic perspective. This way the thesis has attempted to 

limit its Western bias, whilst being aware that although it is limited, that it is present throughout 

the thesis.  

 However, this thesis also possesses certain strengths: 1) a first attempt is done to identify 

hybrid warfare in practice by building a framework; and, 2) by using two case studies that are 

identified by the EU (Council of the European Union, 2015) and NATO (Miranda Calha, 2015) 

as hybrid warfare, this thesis supplements empirical evidence for the hybrid warfare debate.  

First of all, although there is some literature available that labels the cases of Russia and 

Daesh as hybrid warfare, these studies have not clarified how they have made those assumptions 

of hybrid warfare. For instance, Lanoszka (2016, p. 175) described the actions of Russia as 

hybrid warfare due to their “subtler approach intended approach to give the Kremlin ‘plausible 

deniability’ while reducing the costs associated with engaging Ukraine’s armed forces directly”. 

Moreover, the actions of Daesh are described as “they apply means of conventional warfare 

such as bombings and artillery, while also relying on ways of non-conventional warfare 

including suicide attacks and chemical warfare against adversaries” (Frank, 2015). However, 

there is no literature available that provides certain indicators of hybrid warfare that could be 

used in practice. Therefore this thesis can be a first step in the debate on identifying hybrid 

warfare in practice. 

Secondly, this thesis supplements empirical evidence to the hybrid warfare debate. The 

actions of Hezbollah against the Israel Defense Forces in 2006 provided empirical evidence on 

this rather new concept. However, besides literature as described above by Lanoszka and Frank, 

there is little to none empirical evidence on how hybrid warfare is identified in practice. This 

thesis examined the actions of Russia in Crimea from November 2013 until March 2014, and 

the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria from June 2014 until December 2014, to supplement 

empirical evidence to the hybrid warfare debate through applying the framework on these cases. 

Although the thesis has certain limitations, through being aware of these, these were 

attempted to be diminished in any possible manner. Additionally, by recognizing the strengths 

of this thesis, some interesting remarks that could add to the hybrid warfare debate were 

revealed.  
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5.2.2 THE ADDED VALUE OF HYBRID WARFARE IS BROUGHT IN QUESTION 

A critical remark can be made after this research: the dimensions were rather easily identified 

in the case studies, which begs the question how useful the concept of hybrid warfare is, since 

it seems its definitions are too general to be used for identifying hybrid warfare in practice.  

First of all, this thesis built a framework on the definitions and perspectives of the three 

hybrid warfare scholars, Hoffman, Glenn, and McCuen, to identify hybrid warfare in practice. 

It was discovered that there are common dimensions and different modes of warfare, which 

were used in the framework to identify hybrid warfare in the two case studies. However, when 

looking at the results of how many modes of warfare could be identified in each case and how 

this led to the quite easily fulfillment of the dimensions; it begs the question whether or not 

hybrid warfare is a too general concept to be used to label warfare actions in practice. This 

criticism is shared by some scholars of hybrid warfare, for instance Gunneriusson (2012) and 

Hoffman (2009a)  claim that the concept of hybrid warfare serves to gain a better understanding 

of the current difficulties and changes in warfare; and not necessarily as a theoretical or a 

planning concept. But it seems that the problem of hybrid warfare goes beyond the manner in 

which it can be used. As repeatedly stated throughout the thesis, hybrid warfare lacks thorough 

definitions through which hybrid warfare can be identified. This was one of the problems that 

this thesis ran into when creating the framework based on the definitions of hybrid warfare. All 

three authors, but specifically Hoffman and Glenn, have defined the concept of hybrid warfare 

with using multiple other contested concepts in its definition; for instance, conventional, 

irregular, terrorism, and criminal activities. That these authors used contested concepts is not 

per se an act of negligence, but the lack of providing definitions of these concepts, to understand 

their interpretation of them, is. As is demonstrated in the thesis, future theories and frameworks 

that are built on the definitions of these prominent scholars can be used in the own 

interpretation. This thesis did aim to match indicators for the modes of warfare and dimensions 

as close to the presumed intentions of the authors’, yet the question remains if this framework 

represents indicators how Hoffman, Glenn, and McCuen would have intended it. The fact that 

in both of the explored cases in the thesis, that the framework was rather easily filled, only 

strengthens the remark that the current literature that is available on hybrid warfare is not 

specific enough to identify hybrid warfare in specific cases; implying that the concept of hybrid 

warfare is too general to add value to the debate that the line between conventional and irregular 

warfare has started to blur.  
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In the criticism section on hybrid warfare, four other concepts were mentioned that are 

similar to hybrid warfare: ‘new wars’, ‘war amongst the people’, ‘fourth generation warfare’, 

and ‘unrestricted warfare’; which also have the similar elements that hybrid warfare possesses. 

Each has a different focal point in its definition, but all these concepts aim to explain how 

conventional warfare and irregular warfare can be applied in a simultaneous manner. The 

question can be raised why hybrid warfare is chosen as a label for the actions of Russia in 

Crimea and the actions of Daesh in Iraq and Syria, whilst these other similar concepts can also 

be viewed as potential labels for these cases. For instance, Mary Kaldor (2007) assigns the 

following characteristics to new wars: they are fought by a combination of state and non-state 

actors; they use identity politics to fight in a name of a label instead of an ideology; the 

motivation is to achieve political control of a society through the use of control and fear; and, 

they are not per se financed through the state but through other means. Using the information 

that was collected on hybrid warfare for both cases of Russia and Daesh, these points seem to 

be similar to those results that were found. This does not imply that the hybrid warfare does not 

have added value; but it does raise the question why hybrid warfare is used as a label instead 

any of the other similar concepts. 

 

5.2.3 FUTURE RESEARCH 

This thesis has demonstrated with using a framework of hybrid warfare perspectives to identify 

hybrid warfare in practice, that the definitions of hybrid warfare and its elements are too general, 

which leads to doubt of its added value in the debate. Therefore a suggestion of future research 

would be to specify the elements of hybrid warfare further, to produce solid elements that can 

be examined in practice. This will ensure that the hybrid warfare definitions and also of its 

elements get less vague, and the concept will be able to distinguish itself from other similar 

concepts. Once this is achieved, a more coherent framework can be established of the modes of 

warfare and dimensions to identify hybrid warfare in practice. Hence, this can lead to more and 

likely better empirical evidence of hybrid warfare, which then can assist countries and 

organizations as the EU and NATO in developing counter measures regarding hybrid warfare. 

But for now, as a closing remark, with the current literature and empirical evidence; it seems 

that hybrid warfare remains a better theoretical than operational concept. 

 



54 

 

 

6. REFERENCES 

Al Jazeera. (19 August 2014). Islamic State ‘has 50,000 fighters in Syria’. Al Jazeera, accessed 

1 June 2016, http://www.aljazeera.com/news/middleeast/2014/08/islamic-state-50000-

fighters-syria-2014819184258421392.html 

Amnesty International. (2015a). The State of the World’s Human Rights. Amnesty International 

Report, accessed 30 May 2016, 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/pol10/0001/2015/en/ 

Amnesty International. (2015b). Taking Stock: the arming of Islamic State. Amnesty 

International Report, accessed 3 June 2016, 

https://www.amnesty.nl/sites/default/files/public/taking_stock_the_arming_of_is.pdf 

Andersen, B.W. (2012). Clausewitz’s Continued Relevance and Foundation for Educating 

Critical Thinking Skills. U.S. Army War College Carlisle Barracks, PA, pp. 1-36. 

Arango, T. (21 July 2015). ISIS transforming into functioning state that uses terror as tool. The 

New York Times, accessed 4 June 2016, 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/07/22/world/middleeast/isis-transforming-into-

functioning-state-that-uses-terror-as-tool.html?_r=0 

Arquilla, J. (2011). Insurgents, Raiders, and Bandits: how masters of irregular warfare have 

shaped our world. Chicago, Ivan R. Dee. 

Ash, L. (29 January 2015). How Russia outfoxes its enemies. BBC News, accessed 26 May, 

http://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-31020283 

Baker, A. (2015). Why Bashar Assad won’t fight ISIS. Inside ISIS – a TIME special report, 

accessed 2 June 2016, http://time.com/inside-isis-a-time-special-report/ 

Bakich, S. (9 December 2015). Legitimacy, Strategy, and the Islamic State. Medium, accessed 

2 June 2016, https://medium.com/the-bridge/legitimacy-strategy-and-the-islamic-state-

508f30559dbc#.4759ulf8p 

Barnes, J.E. (2016). EU Defense Ministers Back New Group Focused on ‘Hybrid Warfare’. 

The Wall Street Journal, Accessed 8 May 2016, http://www.wsj.com/articles/eu-

defense-ministers-back-new-group-focused-on-ambiguous-warfare-1461086242 



55 

 

 

Barno, D. & Banshael, N. (2015) The Irrelevance of Traditional Warfare? War on the Rocks, 

accessed 2 May 2016, http://warontherocks.com/2015/01/the-irrelevance-of-traditional-

warfare/ 

Baxter, P. & Jack, S. (2008). Qualitative Case Study Methodology: Study Design and 

Implementation for Novice Researchers. The Qualitative Report 13(4), pp. 544-559.  

BBC. (2 December 2015a). What is ‘Islamic State’? BBC News, accessed 1 June 2016, 

http://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-29052144 

BBC. (18 February 2015b). Ukraine crisis in maps. BBC News, accessed 28 May 2016, 

http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-27308526 

BBC. (9 March 2015c). Putin reveals secrets of Russia’s Crimea takeover plot. BBC News, 

Accessed 20 April 2016, http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-31796226 

Beckhusen, R. (1 March 2014). How Russia invaded Crimea by moving fast. War is Boring, 

accessed 1 June 2016, https://warisboring.com/how-russia-invaded-crimea-

af7a59ff4ad8#.919mizg3m 

Beese, E. & Kahn, T. (18 September 2014). FPI Fact Sheet: Timeline of Russian aggression in 

Ukraine and the Western response. Foreign Policy Initiative, 

http://www.foreignpolicyi.org/content/fpi-fact-sheet-timeline-russian-aggression-

ukraine-and-western-response 

Bender, J. (25 August 2014). ISIS just looted advanced weaponry from a crucial Assad regime 

air base in Syria. Business Insider, accessed 3 June 2016, 

http://www.businessinsider.com/isis-captured-a-key-syrian-air-base-2014-8?IR=T 

Bender, J. (18 November 2015). An ISIS defector explained a key reason people continue 

joining the group. Business Insider, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://uk.businessinsider.com/isis-defector-explains-why-people-continue-joining-

group-2015-11?r=US&IR=T 

Berger, J.M. & Morgan, J. (March 2015). The ISIS Twitter Census. Brookings Project on U.S. 

Relations with the Islamic World, pp. 1-68. 

Bershidsky, L. (18 May 2016). Leonid Bershidsky: the West shouldn’t fear Russia’s ‘hybrid 

warfare’. Kyiv Post, accessed 5 June 2016, http://www.kyivpost.com/article/opinion/op-

ed/leonid-bershidsky-the-west-shouldnt-fear-russias-hybrid-warfare-414013.html 



56 

 

 

Bjorgo, T. (ed.). (2005). Root causes of Terrorism: myths, reality and ways forward. London: 

Routledge.  

Black, I. (21 September 2014). The Islamic State: is it ISIS, ISIL – or possibly Daesh? The 

Guardian, accessed 4 June 2016, 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/shortcuts/2014/sep/21/islamic-state-isis-isil-daesh 

Bronstein, S. & Griffin, D. (7 October 2014). Self-funded and deep-rooted: how ISIS makes its 

millions. CNN, accessed 4 June 2016, 

http://edition.cnn.com/2014/10/06/world/meast/isis-funding/ 

Bryman, A. (2012). Social Research Methods. Oxford University Press: Oxford.  

Bunzel, C. (March 2015). From Paper State to Caliphate: the ideology of the Islamic State. 

Brookings Project on U.S. Relations with the Islamic World, pp. 1-48. 

Byman, D.L. (29 April 2015). Comparing Al Qaeda and ISIS: different goals, different targets. 

Brookings Institute, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.brookings.edu/research/testimony/2015/04/29-terrorism-in-africa-byman 

CBS News (28 February 2014). Ukraine accuses Russian troops of blocking off airports. CBS 

News, accessed 21 May 2016, http://www.cbsnews.com/news/ukraine-tension-mounts-

armed-men-take-over-airport-in-crimea-near-russia-border/ 

Charles, B.S. (10 October 2014). Funding terrorists: the rise of ISIS. Security Intelligence, 

accessed 3 June 2016, https://securityintelligence.com/funding-terrorists-the-rise-of-

isis/ 

Chiaramonte, P. (14 October 2014). Fear and firepower: bloodlust biggest weapons in ISIS 

arsenal. Fox News, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.foxnews.com/world/2014/10/14/isis-leads-strong-terror-offense-against-

iraq-despite-small-numbers.html 

Clark, M. (19 February 2014). 10 things you need to know about Ukraine’s economy. 

International Business Times, accessed 26 May 2016, http://www.ibtimes.com/10-

things-you-need-know-about-ukraines-economy-1556651 

Clausewitz, C. von. eds/trans. by Michael Howard and Peter Paret. (1984). On War. New 

Jersey: Princeton University Press.  



57 

 

 

Coalson, R. (18 February, 2014). Pro-Russian Separatism Rises in Crimea as Ukraine’s Crisis 

Unfolds. Radio Free Europe Radio Liberty, accessed 29 May 2016, 

http://www.rferl.org/content/ukraine-crimea-rising-separatism/25268303.html 

Cockburn, P. (16 November 2014). War with ISIS: Islamic militants have army of 200,000, 

claims senior Kurdish leader. Independent, accessed 1 June 2016, 

http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/war-with-isis-islamic-

militants-have-army-of-200000-claims-kurdish-leader-9863418.html 

Cockburn, P. (17 March 2015). Life Under ISIS. The Independent, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/middle-east/life-under-isis-how-the-

jihadis-poke-their-noses-into-everything-and-govern-all-aspects-of-life-in-

10114646.html 

Cordall, S. (2 December 2014). How ISIS governs its caliphate. Europe’s Newsweek, accessed 

1 June 2016, http://europe.newsweek.com/how-isis-governs-its-caliphate-

288517?rm=eu  

Council of the European Union. (2015) Food-for-thought paper “Countering Hybrid Threats”, 

accessed 12 January 2016, http://www.statewatch.org/news/2015/may/eeas-csdp-

hybrid-threats-8887-15.pdf 

Denselow, J. (11 June 2015). ISIL and the tactics of death. Al Jazeera, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2015/06/isil-tactics-death-

150608112809153.html 

Department of Defense. (1996). Chairman of the Joints Chiefs of Staff Instruction Number 

3210.01 in Haeni, R.E. (1997). Information warfare an introduction. The Georgetown 

Washington University, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.trinity.edu/rjensen/infowar.pdf 

Dettmer, J. (23 March 2014). The Mafia ruling Ukraine’s mobs. The Daily Beast, accessed 20 

May 2016, http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2014/03/23/the-mob-and-the-mobs-

in-eastern-ukraine.html 

Drent, M, Hendriks, R. & Zandee, D. (July 2015). New Threats, New EU and NATO 

Responses. Clingendael, accessed 3 June 2016, 



58 

 

 

http://www.clingendael.nl/sites/default/files/New%20Threats_New%20EU_Nato%20

Responses_Clingendael_July2015.pdf 

Elyatt, H. (23 November 2015). How US and Russian arms fell into ISIS’ hands. CNBC, 

accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.cnbc.com/2015/11/23/ 

Encyclopaedia Britannica. (n.d.). Economic Warfare. Encyclopaedia Britannica, accessed 4 

June 2016, http://www.britannica.com/topic/economic-warfare 

Erciyes, C. (2 September 2014). Islamic State makes millions from stolen antiquities. Al-

Monitor, accessed 3 June 2016, http://www.al-

monitor.com/pulse/security/2014/09/turkey-syria-iraq-isis-artifacts-smuggling.html 

Exum, A. (2006). Hizballah at War: a military assessment. Policy Focus 63, pp. 9-11. 

Farley, R. (25 September 2014). Five ISIS Weapons of War America Should Fear. The National 

Interest, accessed 2 June 2016, http://nationalinterest.org/feature/five-isis-weapons-

war-america-should-fear-11346?page=2 

Fleming, B.P. (2009). Hybrid Threats. Headquarters Department of the Army G-3/5/7 

Information Paper. Washington, D.C. 

Flintoff, C. (5 June 2014). Now that Russia has Crimea, what is Moscow’s plan? NPR, accessed 

22 May 2016, http://www.npr.org/sections/parallels/2014/06/05/318870835/now-that-

russia-has-crimea-what-is-moscows-plan 

Frank, A. (14 December 2015). Da’esh as a hybrid threat to European security. CBRNe Portal, 

accessed 20 May 2016, http://www.cbrneportal.com/daesh-as-a-hybrid-threat-to-

european-security-the-cbrne-dimension/ 

Friedman, U. (2 March 2014). Putin’s playbook: the strategy behind Russia’s takeover of 

Crimea. The Atlantic, accessed 26 May 2016, 

http://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2014/03/putins-playbook-the-

strategy-behind-russias-takeover-of-crimea/284154/ 

Galeoitti, M. (3 June 2014a). Putting the ‘Crime’ back in Crimea. The Moscow Times, accessed 

2 June 2016, http://www.themoscowtimes.com/opinion/article/putting-the-crime-back-

in-crimea/501477.html 



59 

 

 

Galeoitti, M. (3 November 2014b). Crime and Crimea: Criminals as allies and agents. Radio 

Free Europe Radio Liberty, accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.rferl.org/content/crimea-

crime-criminals-as-agents-allies/26671923.html 

Garamone, J. (29 September 2014). Obama: ISIL presents a hybrid threat. U.S. Department of 

Defense News, accessed 20 May 2016, http://www.defense.gov/News-Article-

View/Article/603342 

Gartenstein-Ross, D. (9 February 2015). How many fighters does the Islamic State really have? 

War on the Rocks, accessed 1 June 2016, http://warontherocks.com/2015/02/how-

many-fighters-does-the-islamic-state-really-have/ 

Gartenstein-Ross, D., Barr, N. & Moreng, B. (March 2016). The Islamic State’s Global 

Propaganda Strategy. ICCT Research Paper, pp. 1-84 

Georgy, M. (23 June 2015). Iraqi commanders: We’re outmatched by ISIS guerrilla warfare. 

Business Insider UK, accessed 2 June 2016, http://uk.businessinsider.com/r-iraqi-

commanders-see-need-for-new-tactics-against-islamic-state-2015-6?r=US&IR=T 

Gibbons-Neff, T. (18 June 2014). ISIS propaganda videos show their weapons, skills in Iraq. 

The Washington Post, accessed 2 June 2016, 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/checkpoint/wp/2014/06/18/isis-propaganda-

videos-show-their-weapons-skills-in-iraq/ 

Giglio, M. (3 November 2014). This is how ISIS smuggles oil. Buzzfeed, accessed 4 June 2016, 

https://www.buzzfeed.com/mikegiglio/this-is-how-isis-smuggles-

oil?utm_term=.qvDx0Kmn0#.cuYWXgp5X 

Gilsinan, K. (27 August 2014). The many ways to map the Islamic ‘State’. The Atlantic, 

accessed 3 June 2016, http://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2014/08/the-

many-ways-to-map-the-islamic-state/379196/ 

Glenn, R.W. (2009). Thoughts on ‘hybrid’ conflict. Small Wars Journal, pp. 1-8. 

Grant, G. (7 January 2009). Looking at Lessons from the 2006 Lebanon War. DoD Buzz, 

accessed 3 June 2016, http://www.dodbuzz.com/2009/01/07/looking-at-lessons-from-

the-2006-lebanon-war/ 



60 

 

 

Grytsenko, O. (24 November 2013). Ukrainian protesters flood Kiev after president pulls out 

of EU deal. The Guardian, accessed 27 May 2016, 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/nov/24/ukraine-protesters-yanukovych-

aborts-eu-deal-russia 

Gunneriusson, H. (2012). Nothing is taken serious until it gets serious: countering hybrid 

threats. Defence Against Terrorism Review 4(1), pp. 47-70.  

Gurcan, M. (2014). ISIS Military Strategy. Academia, accessed 2 June 2016, 

https://www.academia.edu/7632564/ISIS_MILITARY_STRATEGY 

Hawramy, F., Mohammed, S. & Harding, L. (19 November 2014). Inside Islamic State’s oil 

empire: how captured oilfields fuel ISIS insurgency. The Guardian, accessed 1 June 

2016, http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/nov/19/-sp-islamic-state-oil-empire-

iraq-isis 

Hendawi, H., Abdul-Zahra, Q. & Mroue, B. (8 July 2015). The brutal shock tactics employed 

by ISIL’s elite forces. The National, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.thenational.ae/world/middle-east/the-brutal-shock-tactics-employed-by-

isils-elite-forces 

Herbst, J.E. & Polyakova, A. (24 February 2016). Remembering the day Russia invaded 

Ukraine. Atlantic Council, accessed 26 May 2016, 

http://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/remembering-the-day-russia-

invaded-ukraine/. 

Hoffman, F.G. (2007). Conflict in the 21st Century: the Rise of Hybrid Wars. Potomac Institute 

for Policy Studies. Arlington: Virginia, 1-72. 

Hoffman, F.G. (2009a). Hybrid warfare and challenges. Small Wars Journals 52, pp. 34-39.   

Hoffman, F.G. (2009b). Hybrid vs. Compound War. Armed Forces Journal, pp. 1-6. 

Hoffman, F.G. (2009c). Hybrid Threats: reconceptualizing the evolving character of modern 

conflict. Strategic Forum 240, pp. 1-8.  

Hsu, J. (12 August 2014). “Ambiguous” warfare buys upgrade time for Russia’s military. 

Scientific American, accessed 20 May 2016, 



61 

 

 

http://www.scientificamerican.com/article/ambiguous-warfare-buys-upgrade-time-for-

russia-s-military/ 

Human Rights Watch. (2014a). Rights in Retreat: abuses in Crimea. HRW Report, accessed 18 

May 2016, https://www.hrw.org/report/2014/11/17/rights-retreat/abuses-crimea 

Human Rights Watch. (19 July 2014b). Iraq: ISIS abducting, killing, expelling minorities. 

Human Rights Watch, accessed 2 June 2016, 

https://www.hrw.org/news/2014/07/19/iraq-isis-abducting-killing-expelling-minorities 

Ignatius, D. (29 October 2015). How ISIS Spread in the Middle East. The Atlantic, accessed 2 

June 2016, http://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2015/10/how-isis-started-

syria-iraq/412042/ 

International Republican Institute. (2014). Public Opinion Survey Residents of Ukraine March 

14-26, 2014, pp. 1-135. 

Isquith, E. (25 September 2015). “A very brutal style of warfare”: terrorism experts explains 

ISIS – and what you should really know. Salon, accessed 4 June 2016, 

http://www.salon.com/2014/09/25/weve_created_that_vacuum_of_power_terrorism_e

xpert_on_the_rise_of_isis_and_how_much_you_should_worry/  

Jarrín, J. (24 March 2014). International Response to Annexation of Crimea. Euromaidan 

Press, accessed 20 May 2016, http://euromaidanpress.com/2014/03/24/international-

response-to-annexation-of-crimea/#arvlbdata 

Joshi, P. (24 September 2015). ISIS: Islamic State executed over 10,000 men, women, and 

children in Iraq and Syria. International Business Times, accessed 3 June 2016, 

http://www.ibtimes.co.uk/isis-terror-group-executed-over-10000-men-women-

children-syria-iraq-1521094 

Kaldor, M. (2007). New & Old Wars. Stanford: Stanford University Oress. 

Kardas, S. & Kononczuk, W. (25 June 2014). Russia and Ukraine’s ‘cold gas war’. The Centre 

for Eastern Studies, accessed 27 May 2016, 

http://www.osw.waw.pl/en/publikacje/analyses/2014-06-25/russia-and-ukraines-cold-

gas-war 



62 

 

 

Khatib, L. (29 June 2015). The Islamic State’s Strategy: lasting and expanding. Carnegie 

Middle East Center, accessed 2 June 2016, http://carnegie-mec.org/2015/06/29/islamic-

state-s-strategy-lasting-and-expanding/ib5x 

Kilcullen, D. (16 May 2015). IS/ISIL/ISIS: State of fear outgrows insurgency label. The Sydney 

Morning Herald, accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.smh.com.au/world/isisilisis-state-

of-fear-outgrows-insurgency-label-20150516-gh37wb.html 

Kiras, J.D. (2006). Irregular warfare: terrorism and insurgency in Strategy in the Contemporary 

World, ed. Baylis, J., Cohen, E., Gray, C. & Wirtz, J. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 

pp. 163-191.  

Kononczuk, W. (13 March 2014). Russia’s real aims in Crimea. Carngeie Endowment for 

International Peace, accessed 26 May 2016, 

http://carnegieendowment.org/2014/03/13/russia-s-real-aims-in-crimea 

Kuzio, T. (17 February 2012). Yanukovich provides a Krysha for organized crime. The 

Jamestown Foundation 9(34), 

http://www.jamestown.org/single/?tx_ttnews%5Btt_news%5D=39024#.V1P0y49OKh

c 

Kyiv International Institute of Sociology. (2014). How relations between Ukraine and Russia 

should look like? Public Opinion Polls’ Results. KIIS Sociological and Marketing 

Research – Press releases and reports, accessed 30 May 2016, 

http://www.kiis.com.ua/?lang=eng&cat=reports&id=236&page=1 

Lally, K. (1 March 2014). Russian forces in Ukraine: what does the Black Sea Fleet in Crimea 

look like? The Washington Post, accessed 13 May 2016, 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/europe/russia-decides-to-send-troops-into-

crimea-what-does-the-black-sea-fleet-look-like/2014/03/01/38cf005c-a160-11e3-

b8d8-94577ff66b28_story.html 

Lally, K. & Englund, W. (4 March 2014). Putin says he reserves right to protect Russians in 

Ukraine. The Washington Post, accessed 5 June 2016, 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/putin-reserves-the-right-to-use-force-in-

ukraine/2014/03/04/92d4ca70-a389-11e3-a5fa-55f0c77bf39c_story.html 

Lamb, J.M. (2013). Black. Bloomington: AuthorHouse.  



63 

 

 

Lanoszka, A. (2016). Russia hybrid warfare and extended deterrence in eastern Europe. 

International Affairs, 92(1), 175-195. 

Laqueur, W. (1977). Terrorism, London: Weidenfield and Nicholson.  

Laub, Z. (22 March 2016). The Islamic State. Council on Foreign Relations, accessed 3 June 

2016, http://www.cfr.org/iraq/islamic-state/p14811 

Lind, W.S., Nightengale, K., Schmitt, J.F., Sutton, J.W. & Wilson, G.I. (1989). The changing 

face of war: into the fourth generation. Marine Corps Gazette, pp. 22-26.  

Lumby, A. (16 October 2014). 9 ISIS weapons that will shock you. The Fiscal Times, accessed 

3 June 2016, http://www.thefiscaltimes.com/Media/Slideshow/2014/10/16/9-ISIS-

Weapons-Will-Shock-You?page=2 

Luna, D.M. (28 April 2016). Convergence: human trafficking and criminal exploitation by 

Da’esh of women and vulnerable youth. US Department of State Speech NATO, 

accessed 4 June 2016, http://www.state.gov/j/inl/rls/rm/2016/256682.htm 

Malas, N., Nissenbaum, D. & Abi-Habib, M. (5 October 2014). U.S.-led airstrikes disrupt 

Islamic State, but extremists hold territory. The Wall Street Journal, accessed 2 June 

2016, http://www.wsj.com/articles/u-s-led-airstrikes-disrupt-islamic-state-but-

extremists-hold-territory-1412555718 

Marcus, J. (2014). Putin problem gives NATO headache. BBC, accessed 28 April 2016, 

http://www.bbc.com/news/world-30273813 

Marrapodi, E. (7 November 2014). Central Command General to ISIS: we can hear you. CNN 

News, accessed 2 June 2016, http://edition.cnn.com/2014/11/06/world/general-isis/ 

Mauro, R. (28 June 2015). ISIS has up to 42 million supporters in the Arab world. The Clarion 

Project, accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.clarionproject.org/analysis/isis-has-least-42-

million-supporters-arab-world 

McCoy, T. (13 June 2014a). ISIS, beheadings and the success of horrifying violence. The 

Washington Post, accessed 4 June 2016, 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/morning-mix/wp/2014/06/13/isis-beheadings-

and-the-success-of-horrifying-violence/ 



64 

 

 

McCoy, T. (9 October 2014b). The Islamic State is a formidable tactical fighting force, experts 

say. The Sydney Morning Herald, accessed 3 June 2016, 

http://www.smh.com.au/world/the-islamic-state-is-a-formidable-tactical-fighting-

force-experts-say-20141009-113hbl.html 

McCuen, J.J. (2008). Hybrid Wars. Military Review, pp. 107-113. 

Merriam-Webster. (n.d.). Definition of Hybrid, accessed 16 April 2016, http://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/hybrid 

Merriam-Webster. (n.d). Definition of Insurgency, accessed 3 June 2016, http://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/insurgency 

Merriam-Webster. (n.d.). Definition of Warfare, accessed 26 April 2016, http://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/warfare 

Meyerle, J. (3 October 2013). Is the Islamic State a Terrorist group or an insurgency? Defense 

One, accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.defenseone.com/ideas/2014/10/islamic-state-

terrorist-group-or-insurgency/95765/ 

Miranda Calha, J. (7 April 2015). Hybrid warfare: NATO’s new strategic challenge? NATO 

Defence and Security Committee General Report, pp. 1-13. 

Mohammed, R. (26 August 2014). Islamic State expands: up to 100,000 people have joined 

experts say. Mashable, accessed 1 June 2016, http://mashable.com/2014/08/26/100000-

people-join-islamic-state/#W69l4AxVRsq3 

Munteanu, M. (3 July 2014). Moldova: Criminal underground feeds Ukrainian civil war with 

Russian weapons. Organized Crime and Corruption Reporting Project, accessed 22 

May 2016, https://www.occrp.org/en/investigations/2505-moldova-criminal-

underground-feeds-ukrainian-civil-war-with-russian-weapons 

Murray, W. & Mansoor, P.R. (2012). Hybrid warfare: fighting complex opponents from the 

ancient world to the present. Cambridge University Press: Cambridge.  

NATO. (2 December 2014). Joint Statement of the NATO-Ukraine Commission. NATO Press 

Release (2014) 181, accessed 27 May 2016, 

http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/official_texts_115474.htm 



65 

 

 

Naval Today. (6 March 2014). Russia sinks ship to block Ukrainian navy ships. Naval Today, 

accessed 15 May 2016, http://navaltoday.com/2014/03/06/russia-sinks-ship-to-block-

ukrainian-navy-ships/ 

Nebehay, S. (13 March 2015). Islamic State – controlled part of Syria, Iraq largely out of reach 

– Red Cross. Reuters, accessed 3 June 2016, http://uk.reuters.com/article/mideast-crisis-

syria-icrc-idUKKBN0M921X20150313  

Nemeth, W.J. (2002). Future War and Chechnya: a case for hybrid warfare. Naval Postgraduate 

School Master Thesis, pp. 1-100.  

Nichols, W. (18 June 2014). Here’s a look at ISIS military capabilities in Baiji. Richard the 

Squirrelheart, accessed 3 June 2016, 

https://squirrelheart.wordpress.com/2014/06/18/heres-a-look-at-isis-military-

capabilities-in-baiji/ 

Obama, B. (10 September 2014). Statement by the President on ISIL. Whitehouse Press Office, 

accessed 3 June 2016, https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-

office/2014/09/10/statement-president-isil-1 

Paraszczuk, J. (2 September 2015). The ISIS Economy: crushing taxes and high employment. 

The Atlantic, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2015/09/isis-territory-taxes-

recruitment-syria/403426/ 

Paul, A. (24 March 2015). Crimea one year after Russian annexation. European Policy Centre, 

accessed 5 June 2016, 

http://www.epc.eu/documents/uploads/pub_5432_crimea_one_year_after_russian_ann

exation.pdf 

Payne, K. (2012). What is Conventional Warfare? Small Wars Journal Blog, accessed 29 April 

2016, http://smallwarsjournal.com/blog/what-is-conventional-warfare 

Pazira, N. (16 June 2014). Don’t underestimate the ISIS jihadis, Syrian commanders tell Iraq. 

CBC News, accessed 3 June 2016, 

https://therearenosunglasses.wordpress.com/2014/06/16/syria-warns-that-isis-is-an-

elite-army-with-advanced-weapons/ 



66 

 

 

Peled, D. (19 November 2016). How ISIS fights: terror, insurgency, and slick propaganda. 

Haaretz, accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.haaretz.com/middle-east-

news/isis/1.687160 

Piper, E. (19 December 2013). Special Report: why Ukraine spurned the EU and embraced 

China. Reuters, accessed 20 May 2016, http://www.reuters.com/article/us-ukraine-

russia-deal-special-report-idUSBRE9BI0DZ20131219 

Pifer, S. (7 July 2014). Watch Out for Little Green Men. Brookings Opinion, accessed 1 June 

2016, http://www.brookings.edu/research/opinions/2014/07/07-watch-out-little-green-

men-pifer 

Politico. (12 June 2014). What is happening in Iraq and why? Politico, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.politico.com/story/2014/06/iraq-mosul-baghdad-sunni-insurgents-isis-

107792 

Poushter, J. (10 June 2015). Key findings from our poll on the Russia-Ukraine conflict. Pew 

Research Center FACTANK, accessed 28 May 2016, http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-

tank/2015/06/10/key-findings-from-our-poll-on-the-russia-ukraine-conflict/ 

PressTV-UN. (8 April 2016). Ban says Daesh spreading like cancer. Press TV, accessed 1 June 

2016, http://www.presstv.ir/Detail/2016/04/08/459751/UN-Ban-Kimoon-Daesh-

cancer/ 

Pringle, H. (27 June 2014). ISIS cashing in on looted antiquities to fuel Iraq insurgency. 

National Geographic, accessed 3 June 2016, 

http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2014/06/140626-isis-insurgents-syria-iraq-

looting-antiquities-archaeology/ 

Rácz, A. (2015). Russia’s hybrid war in Ukraine: breaking the enemy’s ability to resist. FIIA 

Report, 43, 19-24. 

Rebello, L. (21 January 2016). Isis: UN recognized Daesh crimes in Iraq as ‘possible genocide’. 

International Business Times, accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.ibtimes.co.uk/isis-un-

recognises-daesh-crimes-iraq-possible-genocide-1539167 

Reyeg, F.M. & Marsh, N. B. (2011). The Filipino way of war: irregular warfare through the 

centuries. Master Thesis Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, CA.  



67 

 

 

Richards, D. (20 June 2014). The Twitter Jihad: ISIS insurgents in Iraq, Syria using social 

media to recruit fighters, promote violence. ABC News, accessed 3 June 2016, 

http://www.abc.net.au/news/2014-06-20/isis-using-social-media-to-recruit-fighters-

promote-violence/5540474 

Rid, T. (2012). Cyber War will not take place. Journal of Strategic Studies 35(1), pp. 5-32.  

Romey, K. (2 July 2015). ISIS Destruction of Ancient sites hits mostly Muslim targets. National 

Geographic, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2015/07/150702-ISIS-Palmyra-destruction-

salafism-sunni-shiite-sufi-Islamic-State/ 

Ross, P. (23 September 2014). ISIL, ISIS, Islamic State, Daesh: What’s the difference? 

International Business Times, accessed 3 June 2016, http://www.ibtimes.com/isil-isis-

islamic-state-daesh-whats-difference-1693495 

RT. (16 March 2014). 95.7% of Crimeans in referendum voted to join Russia – preliminary 

results. Russian Today, accessed 20 May 2016, https://www.rt.com/news/crimea-vote-

join-russia-210/ 

Salem, H., Walker, S. & Harding, L. (28 February 2014). Conflict fears rise after pro-Russian 

gunmen seize Crimean parliament. The Guardian, accessed 16 May 2016, 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/feb/24/ukraine-crimea-russia-secession 

Salmoni, B. (2007). The fallacy of ‘irregular’ warfare. The RUSI Journal  152 (4), pp. 18-24. 

Saltman, E.M. & Winter, C. (2014). Islamic State: the changing face of modern Jihadism. 

Quilliam, pp. 1-72. 

Schuurman, B. (2010). Clausewitz and the ‘New Wars’ Scholars. Parameters, pp. 89-100. 

Shariatmadari, D. (1 October 2014). Why there’s no such thing as Islamic State. The Guardian, 

accessed 5 June 2016, 

http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2014/oct/01/islamic-state-language-isis 

Shenton, A.K. (2004). Strategies for ensuring trustworthiness in qualitative research projects. 

Education for Information 22, pp. 63-75. 



68 

 

 

Shevchenko, V. (11 March 2014). “Little green men” or “Russian invaders”? BBC News, 

accessed 7 May 2016, bbc.com/news/world-europe-26532154  

Shuster, S. (10 March 2014). Putin’s Man in Crimea is Ukraine’s Worst Nightmare. TIME, 

accessed 20 May 2016, http://time.com/19097/putin-crimea-russia-ukraine-aksyonov/. 

Simmons, K., Stokes, B. & Poushter, J. (10 June 2015). Russian public opinion: Putin praised, 

West panned. Pew Research Center, accessed 26 May 2016, 

http://www.pewglobal.org/2015/06/10/2-russian-public-opinion-putin-praised-west-

panned/ 

Simpson, J. (19 March 2014). Russia’s Crimea plan detailed, secret, and successful. BBC News, 

accessed 26 May 2016, http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-26644082 

Smith, R. (2005). The Utility of Force. London: Borzoi Books.  

Smith, M. & Eshchenko, A. (18 March 2014). Ukraine cries ‘robbery’ as Russia annexes 

Crimea. CNN, accessed 26 May 2016, 

http://edition.cnn.com/2014/03/18/world/europe/ukraine-crisis/ 

Smith-Spark, L., Black, P. & Pleitgen, F. (27 February 2014). Russia flexes military muscle as 

tensions rise in Ukraine’s region Crimea. CNN News, accessed 30 May 2016, 

http://edition.cnn.com/2014/02/26/world/europe/ukraine-politics/ 

Spiegel Staff. (25 November 2013). Putin’s Gambit: how the EU lost Ukraine. Spiegel Online 

International, accessed 25 May 2016, http://www.spiegel.de/international/europe/how-

the-eu-lost-to-russia-in-negotiations-over-ukraine-trade-deal-a-935476.html 

Stoter, B. (9 September 2015). After mass rape by the Islamic State, Yazidi women still struggle 

to break the silence. Al-Monitor, accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.al-

monitor.com/pulse/originals/2015/09/yazidi-women-rape-slave-islamic-state.html 

Sullivan, T. & Isachenkov, V. (2 March 2014). Russian troops take over Ukraine’s Crimea 

region. Real Clear Politics, accessed 21 May 2016, 

http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2014/03/02/russian_troops_take_over_ukrain

es_crimea_region_121777.html 

The Clarion Project. (2015). Fact Sheet – the Islamic State. The Clarion Project, pp. 



69 

 

 

The Meir Amit Intelligence and Terrorism Information Center. (Winter 2014). ISIS’s Financial 

and Military Capabilities. Crethiplethi, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://www.crethiplethi.com/isis-s-financial-and-military-capabilities/islamic-

countries/syria-islamic-countries/2015/ 

The Soufan Group. (December 2015). Foreign Fighters: an updated assessment of the flow of 

foreign fighters into Iraq and Syria. The Soufan Group, pp. 1-26. 

Traynor, I. & Grytsenki, O. (21 November 2013). Ukraine suspends talks on EU trade pact as 

Putin wins tug of war. The Guardian, accessed 19 May 2016, 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/nov/21/ukraine-suspends-preparations-eu-

trade-pact 

Umana, F. (3 April 2015). The Islamic State: More than a terrorist group? E-International 

Relations Students, accessed 2 June 2016, http://www.e-ir.info/2015/04/03/the-islamic-

state-more-than-a-terrorist-group/#_edn17 

UN General Assembly. (27 March 2014). General Assembly adopts resolution calling upon 

states not to recognize changes in status of Crimea Region. General Assembly Meetings 

Coverage 80th meeting, accessed 20 May 2016, 

http://www.un.org/press/en/2014/ga11493.doc.htm 

UN Security Council. (1 March 2014). Ukraine, in emergency meeting, calls on Security 

Council to stop military intervention by Russian Federation. Security Council Meetings 

Coverage, accessed 22 May 2016, http://www.un.org/press/en/2014/sc11302.doc.htm 

UN Security Council. (13 May 2015a). Human cost of illicit flow off small arms, light weapons 

stressed in Security Council debate. Security Council Meetings Coverage 7442nd, 

accessed 20 May 2016, http://www.un.org/press/en/2015/sc11889.doc.htm 

UN Security Council. (20 November 2015b). Security Council ‘unequivocally’ condemns ISIL 

terrorist attacks, unanimously adopting text that determines extremist group poses 

‘unprecedented’ threat. UN Security Council Press Meetings Coverage 7565th, accessed 

3 June 2016, http://www.un.org/press/en/2015/sc12132.doc.htm 

United States Forces Joint Command. (2006). Irregular Warfare Special Study. Washington 

D.C.: Joint Warfighting Center.  



70 

 

 

Vacca, W.A., and Davidson, M. (2011). The regularity of irregular warfare. Parameters 41(1), 

pp. 18-28.  

Van Creveld, M. (1991). The Transformation of War. London: Brassey’s.  

Van Creveld, M. (2002). The Transformation of War Revisited. Small Wars & Insurgencies, 

13(2), pp. 3-15. 

Vandiver, J. (4 September 2014). SACEUR: Allies must prepare for Russia ‘hybrid war’. Stars 

and Stripes, accessed 22 May 2016, http://www.stripes.com/news/saceur-allies-must-

prepare-for-russia-hybrid-war-1.301464 

Walker, S. (4 March 2014). Russian takeover of Crimea will not descend into war, says 

Vladimir Putin. The Guardian, accessed 23 May 2016, 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/mar/04/ukraine-crisis-russian-troops-crimea-

john-kerry-kiev 

Walt, V. (13 May 2015). ISIS makes a fortune from smuggling migrants says report. TIME, 

accessed 2 June 2016, http://time.com/3857121/isis-smuggling/ 

Waltz, K. (1981). The spread of nuclear weapons: more may better. Adelphi Papers 21(171). 

London: International Institute for Strategic Studies.  

Watson, B. (23 July 2014). ISIL is now a ‘full blown army’ in Iraq. Defense One, accessed 1 

June 2016, http://www.defenseone.com/threats/2014/07/isil-now-full-blown-army-

iraq/89510/ 

Weigley, R. (1973). The American way of war: a history of united states military strategy and 

policy. Indiana: Indiana University Press. 

Wilkin, S. (14 October 2014). IEA: ISIS oil production reduced by air strikes. Al Arabiya 

English, accessed 2 June 2016, 

http://english.alarabiya.net/en/business/energy/2014/10/14/IEA-ISIS-oil-production-

reduced-by-air-strikes.html 

Williams, L. (29 February 2016). Islamic State Propaganda and the Mainstream Media. Lowy 

Institute, pp. 1-24. 



71 

 

 

Williamson, S.C. (2009). From fourth generation warfare to hybrid war. Strategy Research 

Project U.S. Army War College, Carlisle Barracks, PA.  

Wilkie, R. (2009). Hybrid warfare: something old, not something new. Air and Space Power 

Journal, 23(4), 13-17. 

Yaffa, J. (13 March 2014). Strange Invasion: on the ground as Russia takes Crimea from 

Ukraine. Bloomberg, accessed 22 May 2016, 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2014-03-13/strange-invasion-russia-takes-

crimea-from-ukraine 

Yin, R.K. (2009). Case Study Research: Design and Methods. London: SAGE Publications Ltd. 

Yuhas, A. (13 April 2014). Ukraine crisis: an essential guide to everything that’s happened so 

far. The Guardian, accessed 26 May 2016, 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2014/apr/11/ukraine-russia-crimea-sanctions-us-

eu-guide-explainer 

Yurchak, A. (31 March 2014). Little green men: Russia, Ukraine and post-Soviet sovereignty. 

Anthropoliteia, accessed 20 May 2016, https://anthropoliteia.net/2014/03/31/little-

green-men-russia-ukraine-and-post-soviet-sovereignty/ 


