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Abstract
Two American journalists, James Foley and Steven Sotloff, a British, David Haines, a French tour guide, Herve Pierre, who were exercising their duties according to their professions, were killed only because they were citizens of their countries and were in Iraq, Syria or Algeria. In addition, an indeterminate number of Syrian journalists are prisoners. We are in full war with a state that does not exist, but kills civilians. The Human Rights Law or theInternational Humanitarian Law are ignored by the „Islamic State” which continues to arrogate its quality of counsel of the Muslim population from Mali, Iraq or Syria, but it seems that the Muslims do not want to be “defended” by this terrorist group.
The Islamic State in Iraq and subsequently Iraq Islamic State and the Levant (ISIL), alternatively translated as „Islamic State in Iraq and Syria” (ISIS) or Islamic State and the newer Islamic Caliphate is, in the opinion of many, a result of discrepancies of civilized world and a world of non democratic civilization, frozen in medieval customs. Therefore a result of confrontation between the civilizations protected by deviations of any kind and underdeveloped civilisations full of prejudice, lack of desire and also by the means of progress. Some specialists in the field of security studies of the Arab world say that the civilized world has created an opus of its own, which is growing within in the negative sense, as a destructive kind of cancer that includes almost all the structures and functions, manifesting itself under the form of social anomy, crime growth, proliferation of the underground economy and identity pathological terrorism.
Islamic State, in an ongoing conflict with the whole parade of wounded, refugees, famine, misery, destruction, torture and murders – should have as many reasons to apply and respect the rules of international humanitarian law, in the hope of a resolution of the problems, the establishment of a protective wall in front of the bloody behaviors.
What is happening today and in areas controlled by the self-entitled Islamic State, is an example of poor implementation and non-application of the principles of human rights or humanitarian law – severe repression of Shia Muslim and Christian population; the massacre of several Sunni Muslims, members of rival armed groups, labeled as being a threat to the Islamic State; draconian measures in restriction of freedom of speech and expression and the right of assembly; limiting access to information.
The USA president, Barack Obama, said that “no injustice does not justify these atrocities, the only language these criminals understand is that of force. The fight against terrorism will be one of long-term and will be achieved only in close cooperation. The United States are working at a coalition to annihilate this “network of death”. Following shortly, the Great Britain Parliament approved the air raids against the “Islamic State” terrorist group and the Hexagon leader convened the national council of defense and promised to continue the air attacks in Iraq, against the same group. The president Francois Hollande emphasized that he refuses to give up to the terrorist blackmail. In turn, Barack Obama launched at the 29th of September 2014, during his speech at ONU, an appeal to intensify the efforts in order to destroy the “Islamic State” terrorist group.
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1. Introduction
The eastern lands, the Arab Caliphates, the three Magi and the heroes in Persian fairy tales – all these represented, at a certain point, a world in which good defeated evil and justice could triumph.
Today, the Islamic Caliphate abruptly brings us into another reality, one that surpasses even the darkest of our imagination. Two American journalists, James Foley and Steven Sotloff, a British, David Haines, and the French Herve Pierre Gourdel, persons with no involvement whatsoever in the conflict, were executed for the simple reason of being American, British or French citizens and of finding themselves in Iraq or Syria. On Friday, October 10th, in the North of the country, the Islamic State Group executed nine persons suspected of having ties with the anti-IS Sunnis.
At Samra, the jihadists killed a 37-year-old Iraqi cameraman, Raad al-Azzawi, who worked at the Sama Salaheddine local TV station, his brother and two other civilians.
An indefinite number of Syrian journalists and a few hundred Turks are prisoners of a state that aims to return to the middle ages, proclaiming the Islamic Caliphate.
One must be totally lacking in a sense of reality in order to be capable of mutilating and killing one`s own people and of asking them for faith and unconditional and conscious obedience; of killing your allies for not recognising the infallibility of one`s decisions. One must be devoid of any human attributes in order to fail to understand the fact that killing a member of a humanitarian organization who came to offer disinterested help for an illogical purpose that even those closest to one`s “ideals” do not understand or accept, is in one`s total disfavor and disqualifies you in the eyes of your own citizens and allies, because no one associates with the one who is unconscious unless they follow their own end.
 
 
2. THE ISLAMIC STATE (ISLAMIC CALIPHATE)  
            The Islamic State in Iraq and Levant (in Arab…ad Dawlat al-Islamiyya fi’l-Iraq wa’sh-Sham), is a Sunni insurgent group affiliated with Al-Qaeda, active in Iraq and Syria and an unrecognized Islamic state with the capital at Al-Raqqah, Syria. From 2010, SIIIL is led by Abu Bakr al-Bagdadi. SIIIL controls areas from Syria, Iraq, Turkey and Lebanon.
In April 2013, Abu Bakr al-Bagdadi announced that the Islamic State in Iraq (ISI, the Al-Qaeda organization from Iraq) and the al-Nusra Front (an active jihad group in Syria) would merge to form the Islamic State in Iraq and Levant. The al-Nustra front refused to accede to the new entity and the two groups have operated separately, and from January 2014 are in armed conflict. SIIIL has challenged the authority of the head of Al-Qaida, Ayman al-Zawaihiri, rejecting the request to focus only on Iraq and leave Syria to the al-Nustra front. Charles Lister, researcher at the Brookings Doha Center, estimates that the organization has approx. 5-6.000 combatants in Iraq and approx. 6-7.000 in Syria, figures that cannot be corroborated with other sources.
The Islamic State is in control of the Northern Syria and captured cities like Mosul, Raqqa, Deir az Zawr, Ramadi, Fallujah or Fallujah. On the 29th of June, the Islamic State announced the restoration of the Islamic Caliphate, the first after the abolition, in 1992, of the one resulting from the Ottoman Empire.
In July 2014, the Iraqi Christians began to leave the Mosul city after, in the last period, the Islamic State militants have threatened to kill them unless they convert to Islam or if they do not pay a fee for protection. Also, in July 2014, Al-Qaeda denied the Islamic State, saying that the new Islamic State from Iraq breaks the sharia laws and is deviant. At the end of August 2014, SIIIL merged the Bukmal (Syria) and Al-Qaim (Iraq) cities with the neighboring villages, in a “walaya” which they named the Al-Furat (Eufrat) province, to cancel the effects of the Sykes-Picot Agreement which has divided the Middle East after the First World War. The members of the Islamic State are growing in number are continuing in their actions without mercy converting by force all to Islam, to the cry: Allahu Akbar (God is great), and considering the non-Muslims (unfaithful).
However, the scenario of persecuting Christians, according to ISIS, is not only Levante. They consider the whole West a Christian world; that is why they do not make a difference between East and West; already some of them began to announce the conversion to Islam in some Western nations.
The appearance of the Islamic State of Iraq and, later, of the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL), alternatively translated as the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS) or the Islamic State (IS) and, more recently, the Islamic Caliphate, is, according to numerous people, a result of deepening discrepancies between the civilised democratic world and the world that is fastened in medieval traditions, a world of non-democratic civilisation and, therefore, the result of a confrontation between the civilisation that is protected from any sort of missteps and the civilisation of an underdeveloped world that is full of prejudice and lack of will, as well as means, to progress. Some specialists in the field of security studies in the Arab word have concluded that the civilised world has created an opposite of sorts, developing in its innermost structure, in a negative-destructive manner, similar to a cancer encompassing almost entirely its structures and functions and manifesting itself as a social enmity, rise in criminality and proliferation of underground economy and identity and pathologic terrorism.
As these faults deepens further, the dangers, the threats to modern society, as well as its vulnerabilities multiply. In this stage of transition to a society of knowledge, of informational type, characterized by a series of transitional vulnerabilities (that always changes configuration), the terrorism finds a breeding place for development.
The fact that the actions of the Islamic State are, as it is trying to justify itself, a reaction of the weak against the powerful, a reaction to the interventions of the United States, England or France against the outbreaks of instability in the Arab world cannot be accepted, because these are, certainly, a premeditated action, punitive and vindictive, inhuman, criminal – suicidal and always ferocious – which has as an objective to destroy, to kill with cruelty and to frighten.
The actions of this self-proclaimed Islamic State, or more recently the Islamic Caliphate, are not justified or cannot be justified in any way, since they do not present themselves as a way of unlocking a strategic situation – as war is, generally, presented, nor as a simple reaction of revenge against an enemy that cannot be stricken otherwise, but as an untimely and criminal aggression against the human being, civilization and the value systems. A massive aggression against the European states, of the United States or other powerful states is unlikely, even impossible. We find, however, that this self-declared “STATE” has appealed and continues to appeal to new types of threats, to acts of an unimaginable cruelty, unthinkable even in the conditions of acceptance that we are facing a terrorist threat.
As a result of the crimes committed and the statement given, the self-proclaimed Islamic Caliphate or Islamic State has become an enemy of the entire civilized world, not only for the United States of America, Great Britain and France, but also for Turkey, Iran and more other countries, including Romania. The actions of the Islamic State have as foundation the violent “far religious extremism”, the political extremism and the effects of uprooting. The economical, cultural and social crises, the policy of alienation of young Muslims who live abroad, the violent reactions to intrinsic influences that the Western civilization perform over the areas frozen in phantasms and prejudices, the perverse dialect of the underworld interests have created a gap between the modern world and Eastern world that remained in misery, underdevelopment and powerlessness.
This tortured world does not produce terrorism, but the clash of its entities with the interests of modern civilization generates and maintains the terrorism phenomenon. The war started by the Islamic State, however, can be extremely dangerous, due to the unpredictable actions, in mosaic, especially on urban crowding, public places and institutions.
Even so, in our opinion, the actions started will never succeed in turning into long-lasting armed actions and of a large scale. On the one hand, because these criminal group has not have the armed force and the material resources required, and on the other hand, because it is extremely difficult to trigger and sustain an urban warfare. An urban guerrilla war can be triggered and sustained only under the conditions of serious domestic disturbances, in the situation in which the state territory is slashed because of the intolerance and conflicting relationships between strong entities that have sharpened, degenerating in armed confrontations. The situation as a fact and the actual tensioned state from Iraq and Syria only confirm this conclusion. Even if they are surprising and produce many victims, the recent attacks are just actions in times of despair.
The Islamic State prefers short attacks with limited objectives that will cause loss of life, the destruction of infrastructure and to create panic and uncertainty. It needs a serious afflux of recruits, designed to enhance the combat force, currently made up of 30,000 militants, a number significantly lower that that of the other opposing camps: the Kurd fighters, the government forces in Syria and Iraq and even Sunni tribes. More exactly, it is surrounded by enemies with greater military power and needs to improve its military force to create a true Islamic State in the two countries. Why do jihadists use beheadings? In one word, publicity, consider the American journalists. The extremists are shaping themselves an image of the toughest group with which the so called supreme enemy of Islam could fight. In this way, the jihadists are able to draw many combatants, many with strong anti-American beliefs, upon which the Islamic State desperately needs to win the battles in the territory and to create a de facto Islamic State. Jihadists focus on defeating enemies in close proximity.
Many evidence indicate that the Islamic State aspire rather to a regional control than to an international one. In conclusion, the political purpose of extremists is to gain control of the Sunni territories from Iraq and Syria. To achieve this, the group tries to get rid of the Sunnite governments of the two countries, which currently handle the Sunni territories, and put an end to what the Islamic State calls illegitimate occupation of the Sunni regions.
 
 
 
3. RULES OF LAW APPLICABLE IN THE TERRITORY CONTROLLED BY THE ISLAMIC STATE
 
3.1. International Humanitarian Law
Important part of international public law, includes the body of rules applicable in situations in which a conflict, international or non-international, reaches the level of an armed conflict. The International Humanitarian Law groups together in particular elements of protection to be granted to victims of armed conflict (Geneva Law); elements that govern the conducted hostilities (Haga Law) and control elements over weapons aimed at restricting or suppressing the use of weapons of mass destruction. International humanitarian law – sometimes encountered under the name of The Law of Armed Conflict or The Law of War, prohibits most actions which normally can be considered as “terrorist”, if they were committed in time of peace. Terrorist acts can take place both in the course of armed conflicts, as well as in time of peace, though, as the international humanitarian law applies only in situations of armed conflict, it does not stipulate the terrorist acts committed in time of peace. The principle of distinction, one of the basic pillars of international humanitarian law, expressly stipulates that in an armed conflict the challengers must distinguish at all times between civilians and combatants, as well as between civilian objects and military objectives. From this principle derives the specific rules of protecting the population and civilians in any area of conflict. In this way, any actions intended to spread terror among the civilian population, attacks against civilians or civilian objects, attacks without discrimination, attacks against places of worship, hostage taking or killing persons that do not take part in hostilities are prohibited. [1] As we are approaching our subject of study, we must specify that in the case of non international armed conflict, the states are not willing to grant members of the armed opposition groups immunity against criminal consequences of their action and, consequently, they apply national rules because they put their hands on the gun and fought against an order by the operation of law. In a non-international armed conflict, the combatant status does not exist, because it is applicable to prisoners of law and to civilians as they are defined by the IIIrd and IVth Convention in Geneva and is not applicable in such situations. Members of the organized armed groups do not benefit from any special status by virtue of the rules of law relating to non-international armed conflicts and may be the subject of prosecution in accordance with the national law if they took part in the hostilities, violent actions deliberately aimed against civilians or civilian property, constituting war crimes.
In accordance with the principle of universal jurisdiction, the so called authors of war crimes can be tracked not only by the state in which the crime was committed, but also by any other state, because all states have the obligation and also the right to defend their own citizens against terrorist attacks, by proceeding, if necessary, to arrest and detain persons suspected to have committed terrorist crimes. However, these measures should be taken in a clearly defined national or international framework (persons can be prosecuted for acts committed, in accordance with the national law of the state in which they were captured). To note is that in any of the situation in which they would find out when they are in enemy hands, combatants and civilian persons who participate in hostilities are entitled to humane treatment, respect for the quality of human being and by default to that of rights granted.
           
3.2. Human Rights Law
Applies to persons, individuals, in principal, all the time, both in times of armed conflict and in time on peace. Unlike the international humanitarian law, in the case of human rights, under certain conditions, it may derogate from certain rights stipulated in international legal instruments. For example, if a vital interest for a sovereign state may be seriously affected, derogations from certain rights are permitted, subject to the following conditions:
* derogations must not conflict with the norms of international law, including the rules of international humanitarian law;
* they must not be discriminatory and must be proportionate to the gravity of the situation that generated the need to depart.
We remind that certain human rights – the right to life, the prohibition of slavery, torture or inhuman treatment, cruel or degrading – can never be waived.
Human rights have found their recognition through the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, their application being enshrined as a result of the entry into force of the two “Pacts on human rights”, the states being, however, those who should guarantee and ensure their application. Thus, universal legal conscience relativized the principle of state sovereignty and imposed, as a new topic of the policy, the man – holder of some real rights that cannot be ignored or minimized by state authority. Human rights are recognition of the existence of a database, of common interest of planetary population.
They represent a fundamental rule that must be complied with by the entire human community, in every corner of the world. From this point of view, as a state authority, and the Islamic Caliphate/Islamic State should acquire, implement and ensure compliance to respect the Human Rights Law.
Instead, the Islamic State runs, without complying with a minimal legal proceeding, a person employed in a humanitarian organization, present in the area for helping the civilian situation of the same Islamic State. We understand that the institution of Caliphate is a form of state organization belonging to the middle ages, but Islam, not even in those times, did not behead those who came to offer help. The existence and creation, as a state, of the Islamic Caliphate involves also the setting of a system of legal rules to establish rules of behavior, human behavior, so that the Community may not be questioned, not to become questionable its existence, under the terms of an arbitrary behavior. Within the framework of the process people have an identity of their own, actions become part of the law system.
We must stress the fact that among the greatest achievements of Humanitarian International Law is the codification of human rights, under the circumstances in which the devastation character and high frequency, of the postwar armed conflicts brought into the spotlight the topical interest of this category of rights. The International Humanitarian Law is the “King of Human Rights”, being the one that consolidated the humanitarian protection conferred to the war victims – prisoners, persons held and civilians. Today, the new architecture of international humanitarian law includes new components – protection of human rights through instruments of humanitarian law, even in conflicts with non-international character, those barbarian confrontations so characteristic to this turn of the millennium, when there are new categories of persons in distress – refugees and displaced populations. The Islamic State , in a conflict in progress, with the whole parade of sequels – the wounded, the refugees, famine, misery, destruction, torture and crimes – should have as many reasons for which to apply and respect the rules of international humanitarian law, in hope of resolution of the problems, the establishment of a protective wall in front of bloody behaviors.
But, unfortunately, we find ourselves in front of a major problem regarding the protection of human being, of civilization, due to the unimaginable regress regarding the compliance and the application of Human Rights Law and International Humanitarian Law rules. As stated before, the proclamation of the Islamic Caliphate represents, in terms of social organization, a setback. But this does not mean that a regression in the plane of consciousness must also intervene.
But we are powerlessly witnessing heinous, horrible crimes of the Islamic State, acts of extreme terrorism, purges on religious criteria – real crimes of genocide, the killing of innocent people, mutilation, torture; the human being the main victim of the Islamic State barbaric cruelties. As scientists, as members of organizations or societies with humanitarian character, as citizens of civilized world, it is appropriate to intervene in stopping this scourge that proves to be much more murderously than Ebola epidemic, protection against the degradation of the human being, insisting in getting strong aftershocks, through political actions and military operations, in order to stop the unjustified human suffering and trauma.
Leaning on the events regarding the self-proclaimed Islamic State or, currently, Islamic Caliphate, we have appreciated them as being part of the non-international armed conflict category, even though we are in the presence of the implication of several states. Under these circumstances, the provisions of the forth Geneva Conventions of 1949, art. 3, are applicable, commonly known as “mini-convention”, which require a special protection for all those participating in the conflict that are not, or are no longer actively involved in the conflict. It is especially prohibited the attack to life and corporal integrity, to personal dignity, hostage taking and to humiliating and degrading treatments. The executions without pervious judgment carried out by a court legally constituted and which provides judicial guarantees recognized as essential, are interdicted. In the same order of ideas, it should be noted that in the case of a non-international armed conflict are also applicable the intern regulations relating to human rights. It is therefore, it is of the essence of armed conflict with non-international character the merge of the humanitarian law with the rules relating to human rights, in order to protect the fundamental rights of the individual. Paraphrasing Kant’s [2], the humanity is to be treated as an end in itself. According to the humanity principle, every human being in distress must be assisted, regardless of where they are and even if it is difficult to achieve.
It is also well known that one of the first principles of International Humanitarian Law is the principal of humanity, because although covers an extremely large area, the humanitarian law norms does not resolve all the problems which may arise in the course of an armed conflict, the gaps being covered trough behaviors centered on a sense of humanity. They contain the obligation to avoid the expansion of the conflict to those who do not take part in it, to refer to the excessive suffering or even to the death of persons without protection.
3.3. International Humanitarian Law in the Islamic Concept
In the Islamic conception, with reference to the International Humanitarian Law, the principle of humanity is based on the basic rules of the legal system of Islam. Thus, there is no difference between the various war theaters or between the types or armed conflicts. It has no relevance if it is about the war waged to make the Muslin belief known to the world and to propagate it, if the conflict is against persecutions, schismatic or rebels, because the governing rules are the same, since they are “dictated” by Divinity and it is required to be respected and applied without discrimination and without distinguish, by all Islamic and to all participants at the armed conflict [3].
The field of rules application includes all types of armed conflicts, the Islamic humanitarian legal system making no distinction, regarding the appliance of the humanitarian rules, between the international and non-international armed conflict because the notion of state did not exist in the VIIth century, at the creation of the rules which compose the Islamic Law system. Under these conditions, even in the situation of the typical modern world conflicts – the fight against colonial domination, foreign occupation or of the racist regimes, in exercising the right of people to dispose of themselves, the Islamic law system applies the same rules of the VIIth century, without distinction.
The maritime and air conflict and even the nuclear war, all assuming the modern means and methods of fight, are treated under the same VIIth century rules, because the laws of war have their origins in the Divine Authority. Thus, the field of application of these divine precepts crosses time and space, being governing rules for conflicts at any instance and all places. The laws of war, according to the Islamic humanitarian legal system, have all as a foundation the mercy, the clemency, protection of the weak and helpless and also protection of woman, children and elders.
In another order of ideas, another fundamental principal of the Islamic humanitarian law system imposes on Muslim believers, who fight with the will of the Divine Authority, “…to never and nowhere violate the rules, not to extend the limits of justice and equity…” [4].
            Expressed in a modern language, this rule appears more restrictive than the Martens Clause, formulated in the content of the Hague Regulation of 1907. The Islamic law system, through the conception of humanitarian law, requires as a fundamental principle, the rule enshrine the dignity and integrity of the human being. The principle interdicts mutilation, torture, or any other degrading treatment applied to the enemy, during the armed conflict. Verses from the Koran, the Sunni rules and the rational deductions of the great jurists of Islam are explicit about to the prohibitions imposed on Muslim believers regarding wild behavior, inhuman and degrading treatment or mutilations of the enemies. In the collective memory of Islam is retained the moment in which the “Divinity Messenger”, gave an explicitly and specifically order to the Muslim followers “Never mutilate, not even a dog!”. Although it has been spelt out thirteen centuries ago, when in the era the practice involved mutilations and wild or degrading treatments applied to the enemy, even deceased, this percept, was always a part of the core rules imposed by their commanders, to the Muslim soldiers. Any contrary doctrine is foreign to Islam.
            What is happening today and now, in the areas controlled by the self-proclaimed Islamic State is a good example of poor implementation and more of non-application of the principles of humanitarian law or human rights – the severe repression of the Muslim, Shiite and Christian repression , the massacre of several Sunni Muslims, members of rival armed groups, labeled as a threat to the Islamic State; draconian measures of freedom of speech and expression; restriction of the right of meeting and limitation of the access to information. A teacher from Syria, who was persuaded to join the terrorists, recounted how she witnessed in countless rows of cruel violence, under her eyes being hanged and beheaded several hostages. By far, the most traumatic experience, she witnessed was the beheading of a 16th years old boy. The Islamic State executed four locals from Az-Zab and two from the near-by villages Az-Zwiya. Witnesses claim that the six were involved in organizing the Sunnite resistance to the Islamic State in Hawija region. All were executed in a marketplace. In the same region, the locals of the Tel Ali village burned a flag of the Islamic State a month ago, so the jihads kidnapped 50 locals and raised their flags in the entire region, some having installed bombs so they could not be removed. Also on Friday, the10th of October, at 35 miles South, in Baiji, three men were beheaded. A local official has revealed that the men were kidnapped a few days ago and were former members of the Sahwa, the organization founded by the US Army to content with Al-Qaida, in the 2007-2008 period.
“Never mutilate, not even a dog!” Any contrary doctrine is foreign to Islam.
 
4. Fight against terrorism
            The news from the bulletins, the media, from all mass-media is stuffed with information, all with reference to the inhuman, immoral and brutal actions of the Islamic State. In front of the torrents of blood flowing in Iraq, the oldest cities of Christiany panorama, now emptied; in front of thousands of refugees running daily from their lands; in front of the photographs of children and old people abandoned; before the bombing of elder churches and mosques and in front of the unlimited number of Christian martyrs; during this last months, the international community has decided to intervene to stop this criminal group.
President Barack Obama, declared that “…no injustice does not justify these atrocities, the only language this criminals know is that of violence…”. United States and Great Britain have announced a maximum fear alert status of an assassination attempt in their territory.
The public manifestations in support of the Islamic State, along with the discovery of many Europeans that fight in Iraq and Syria, have constituted the necessary impulse for some civilian officials in Europe that became aware of the danger that is in progress. General Martin Dempsey and the commander for the Middle East and Central Asia, General Lloyd Austin, US army, have convened, in the week from the 13th to 20th of October, a reunion of more than 20 foreign military chiefs, representatives of all European partners within the Coalition, as well as from the five Arab countries which play an active role in aerial attacks against Bahrin, Jordan and Qatar, Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates – in the federal capital Washington, at Andrews Air Force Base, to discuss the Coalition’ s efforts in the campaign against SI. Austria should also send its military Chief.
The German Foreign Minister, Frank-Walter Steinmeier, has announced that he wants to persuade the Arab countries, Iran and Turkey to fight against the Islamic State group. The French President Francois Holland declared that he refuses to give up to the terrorist blackmail and vowed to continue air attacks in Iraq against the Islamic State. US President, Barack Obama, hailed on Thursday, the 18th of October, France’s decision to carry out air attacks in Iraq against the Islamic State jihad group (SI), emphasizing the role of this “solid partner”. “France is one of the oldest and closes allies, it is a solid partner in our efforts against terrorism.” said Obama. The US President has also welcomed the vote of Congress in favor of the plan to aid the moderate Syrian rebels, the first point of Obama’s strategy against SI, which is gaining ground in Northern Syria.
“The Islamic State is a threat to NATO’s allies, which are likely to export terrorists in the countries of the Alliance; it is virulent, violent and vicious anti-occidental. It takes advantage of any opportunity to subvert our values,” said Anders Fogh Rasmussen regarding the terrorist organization. The head of NATO has supported the use of force against the jihads and demanded the formation of a coalition within NATO. Moreover, SUA has conducted an international coalition which comprises 6 countries, UE members – Denmark, France, Germany, Italy, Poland and the United Kingdom – along with Australia, Canada and Turkey. In addition, 10 Arab Nations joined last week. Anders Fogh Rasmussen said that, according to the UN Charter, there is a legal base for military operations against the Islamic State. In addition, he asked the United Nations to do more in the post-conflict state construction, for as to prevent the disorder that is in Libya after NATO’s intervention that led to the removal of the old regime of Gaddafi.
The Belgian, Gilles de Kerchove, the European official responsible for the coordination of UE level of anti-terrorism measures, declared Friday in a separate interview that the directors of the most important providers of social media, including Twitter, Facebook and Google, will attend the meeting in Luxemburg to learn and possibly improve the European plan to counter the propaganda of ISIS, conducted over the internet.
Romania will participate in the international coalition to fight the terrorist organization Islamic State, not with soldiers, but with logistical, operational and humanitarian support. It is sure that at the Governmental level and depending on the discussions we have with our partners, we will determine what the aid of Romania is. There will be a humanitarian aid, but it will also be the capabilities that will be made available to international forces.
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