But the scene changed in the 1980s, with the Soviet
invasion of Afghanistan. Jihadis and mujahideen were
organized from far and near to battle the Godless com-
munists. It was at that time that the CIA and the British
MI6 became extremely dependent on the Pakistani
ISI. Although the CIA and the MI6 helped the mujahi-
deen with cash and arms, all the ground operations
were done under the aegis of the ISI. At the time, the
IST had a very capable director, Lt. Gen. Hamid Gul.
Later, in the 1990s, Washington sought and received
assistance from Gul to cobble together a Punjab-based
political party, the Islami Jamhoori Ittehad (IJI), to
defeat the Benazir Bhutto-led Pakistan People’s Party
(PPP). The party, led by Mian Nawaz Sharif, was an
alliance formed by the ISI out of nine mainly rightist
parties under Gul. Gul denies this, claiming that the
ISI’s political cell created by Bhutto only “monitored”
the elections.

With Gul at the helm of the ISI, a closely knit net-
work among these intelligence agencies, CIA, MI16, and
ISI, with some involvement of the Israeli intelligence
agency, Mossad, was set up. Subsequently, when Wash-
ington chose to walk away from Afghanistan in 1989, it
was British intelligence and the ISI that later oversaw
the Afghan civil war (1989-95) and the emergence of
the Taliban (1996). It was also the time when the MI6
and the ISI were sending “committed” Muslim youths
from Britain to fight standing next to the al-Qaeda mili-
tia, who were seeking no territory, but the establishment
of an Islamic Caliphate.

With the Soviet Union decimated and Washington
showing scant interest in Afghanistan, the Great Game
was back in the hands of the British. They were helped
by the ISI and the al-Qaeda/Taliban militia. But this
phase changed again following 9/11. With the United
States moving into Afghanistan, and building bridges
with India to counter al-Qaeda and the Taliban, new
players emerged on the Great Game canvas.

The emergence of India as an ally of the United
States has brought India right into the line of attack of
those Islamic zealots who would not allow foreign
shadows to fall on the oil wells of Arabia and Central
Asia. These zealots, however powerful or committed
they are, need organizational support to operate in a for-
eign land which is hostile to Islamic jihadis. That is
where the M16 and the ISI provide the jihadis the orga-
nizational and intelligence support. The Mumbai mas-
sacre was the outcome of such an organizational “suc-
cess.”
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From EIR’s Archives

Put Britain on List
Of Terrorist Sponsors

The following are substantial excerpts from a memo-
randum, dated Jan. 11, 2000, and prepared for deliv-
erytothen-U.S. Secretary of State Madeleine Albright.
It is a request to launch an investigation, pursuant to
placing Great Britain on the list of states sponsoring
terrorism.

To: Hon. Madeleine Albright, Secretary of State
From: The Editors, Executive Intelligence Review....

This is a formal request for you to initiate a review of
the role of the government of Great Britain in support-
ing international terrorism, to determine whether Brit-
ain should be added to the list of nations sanctioned by
the U.S. government for lending support to interna-
tional terrorist organizations.

This issue has been recently highlighted, as the
result of the December 1999 Indian Airlines hijacking,
and the response of the British government to the re-
quest of one of the freed Kashmiri terrorists, Ahmed
Omar Sheikh, to be given safe passage to England. Mr.
Sheikh, a British national, was tried and convicted in
India, for his role in the kidnapping of four British na-
tionals and an American in 1995. He was sentenced to
five years in prison in November 1998. Initially, the
British government announced that it would provide
Mr. Sheikh with safe passage to Britain, and would not
prosecute him or make any effort to extradite him back
to India.

However, long before the Sheikh case, Executive
Intelligence Review had documented a pattern of Brit-
ish involvement in harboring international terrorists,
dating back to 1995. As of this writing, no fewer than a
dozen governments—many of them leading allies of
the United States—have filed formal diplomatic pro-
tests with the British Foreign Office, over specific in-
stances of British official support for terrorist groups
targetting those nations.
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The U.S. military barracks, Khobar Towers, in Dharan, Saudi Arabia, was bombed on June 25, 1996. Mohammed al-Massari, head
of the London-based Committee for the Defense of Legitimate Rights and an associate of Osama bin Laden, described the attack as
“intellectually justified,” and said there would be more to come. The British government granted him “exceptional leave” to

remain in the U.K.

Criteria for Evaluating Whether Britain
Should Be Sanctioned

U.S. Government policy on sanctions against states
sponsoring terrorism has been set by a series of Con-
gressional acts, including, but not limited to: the Export
Administration Act of 1979 (EAAA), the Anti-Terror-
ism and Arms Export Amendments Act of 1989
(ATAEAA), the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C.
2780), the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the Omni-
bus Appropriations Act of 1996, and the Antiterrorism
and Effective Death Penalty Act (AEDPA) of 1996.

It is our understanding that, while the Congress has
given the Secretary of State broad discretion in desig-
nating a country as a state sponsor of terrorism, the leg-
islative history of the House Foreign Affairs Committee
and the Senate Foreign Relations Committee has speci-
fied seven criteria which should guide the Secretary’s
action.
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These criteria are:

1. Does the state provide terrorists sanctuary from
extradition or prosecution?

2. Does the state provide terrorists with weapons
and other means of conducting violence?

3. Does the state provide logistical support to terror-
ists?

4. Does the state permit terrorists to maintain safe-
houses and headquarters on its territory?

5. Does the state provide training and other material
assistance to terrorists?

6. Does the state provide financial backing to terror-
ist organizations?

7. Does the state provide diplomatic services, in-
cluding travel documents, that could aid in the commis-
sion of terrorist acts?

As of this writing, the State Department currently
designates seven countries as state sponsors of terror-
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ism: Iraq, Iran, Libya, Syria, Sudan, Cuba, and North
Korea. In the case of Syria, which is presently engaged
in peace negotiations with Israel, the primary reason the
regime remains on the list is that several designated
Foreign Terrorist Organizations (FTOs) are headquar-
tered in Damascus.

In the State Department Authorization Act of Octo-
ber 1991, specific procedures were spelled out for the
President to remove a country from the list of state
sponsors of terrorism. Congress has a 45-day period to
pass a joint resolution overriding such a Presidential
decision to remove a state from the list, which carries
with it a number of significant sanctions.

The Case of Great Britain

The following documentary time line is intended to
provide an outline of the evidence that we wish the ap-
propriate officials at the U.S. State Department to
review, to make a determination whether Great Britain
should be added to the list of states sponsoring terror-
ism, according to the criteria outlined above.

* In July 1998, a former British MI5 officer, David
Shayler, revealed that, in February 1996, British secu-
rity services financed and supported a London-based
Islamic terrorist group, in an attempted assassination
against Libyan leader Muammar Qaddafi. The action,
Shayler charged, in an interview with the British Daily
Mail, was approved by then-Foreign Secretary Mal-
colm Rifkind. The incident described by Shayler did, in
fact, occur. Although Qaddafi escaped without injury,
the bomb, planted along a road where the Libyan leader
was travelling, killed several innocent bystanders. In an
Aug. 5, 1998 interview with BBC, Shayler charged,
“We paid £100,000 to carry out the murder of a foreign
head of state. That is apart from the fact that the money
was used to kill innocent people, because the bomb ex-
ploded at the wrong time. In fact, this is hideous fund-
ing of international terrorism.” According to Shayler’s
BBC interview, MI6 provided the funds to an Arab
agent inside Libya, with instructions to carry out the
attack.

In fact, in 1996, a previously unknown Libyan “Is-
lamist” group appeared in London to claim responsibil-
ity for the attempted assassination of Qaddafi.

* On June 25, 1996, a bomb blew up the U.S. mili-
tary barracks in Dharan, Saudi Arabia, killing 19 Amer-
ican soldiers. The next day, Saudi expatriate Moham-
med al-Massari, the head of the London-based
Committee for the Defense of Legitimate Rights, was
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interviewed on BBC. He warned the United States to
expect more terror attacks, which he described as “in-
tellectually justified.”. ..

Despite the fact that al-Massari has repeatedly called
for the overthrow of the House of Saud and the creation
of an Islamic revolutionary state, he has been given
“exceptional leave” to remain in Britain. In April 1996,
the British Home Office granted al-Massari a four-year
refugee permit to remain on British soil.

Al-Massari is allied with the well-known Saudi ex-
patriate Osama bin Laden, who, to this day, maintains
a residence in the wealthy London suburb of Wembly.
And London is the headquarters of bin Laden’s Advise
and Reform Commission, run by the London-based
Khalid al-Fawwaz.

Bin Laden has been given regular access to BBC
and a variety of major British newspapers, to spread his
calls for jihad against the United States. Thus, in July
1996, bin Laden told the London Independent, “What
happened in Khobar [the U.S. Army barracks that was
bombed on June 25] is a clear proof of the enormous
rage of the Saudi population against them. Resistance
against America will spread in many places through
Muslim lands.”

* On Jan. 25, 1997, Tory Member of Parliament
Nigel Waterson introduced legislation to ban foreign
terrorists from operating on British soil. His “Conspir-
acy and Incitement Bill,” according to his press release,
would for the first time have banned British residents
from plotting and conducting terrorist operations over-
seas. Waterson proposed the bill in the aftermath of a
scandal over Britain’s providing safe haven for Saudi
terrorist Mohammed al-Massari, who claimed credit
for the bombing of U.S. military sites in Saudi Arabia in
June 1996.

On Feb. 14, 1997, Labour MP George Galloway
succeeded in blocking Waterson’s bill from getting out
of committee. Galloway, in a speech before the com-
mittee that was printed in the House of Commons offi-
cial proceedings, stated: “The Bill will change political
asylum in this country in a profound and dangerous
way. It will change a state of affairs that has existed
since Napoleon’s time. ... We are all in favor of control-
ling terrorism in Britain. Surely not a single honorable
Member has any truck with terrorism here, but we are
talking about terrorism in other countries. ... The legis-
lation is rushed in response to a specific, and, for the
government, highly embarrassing refugee case—that
of Professor al-Massari, who was a thorn in the side of
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the government of Saudi Arabia. ... By definition, a tyr-
anny can be removed only by extraordinary measures.
Inevitably, in conditions of extreme repression, the
leadership of such movements will gravitate to coun-
tries such as ours where freedom and liberty prevail.
The bill will criminalize such people, even though they
have not broken any law in Britain or caused any harm
to the Queen’s peace in her realm. They will fall open to
prosecution in this country under the Bill because they
are inciting, supporting, or organizing events in distant
tyrannies, which are clearly offenses under the laws of
such tyrants.”

* OnNov. 17,1997, the Gamaa al-Islamiya (Islamic
Group) carried out a massacre of tourists in Luxor,
Egypt, in which 62 people were killed. Since 1992, ter-
rorist attacks by the Islamic Group have claimed at least
92 lives. Yet, the leaders of the organization have been
provided with political asylum in Britain, and repeated
efforts by the Egyptian government to have them extra-
dited to Egypt have met with stern rebuffs by Tory and
Labour governments alike.

On Dec. 14, 1997, British Ambassador to Egypt
David Baltherwick was summoned by Egypt’s Foreign
Minister Amr Moussa and handed an official note, de-
manding that Britain “stop providing a safe haven to
terrorists, and cooperate with Egypt to counter terror-
ism.” In an interview with the London 7imes the same
day, the Foreign Minister “called on Britain to stop the
flow of money from Islamic radicals in London to ter-
rorist groups in Egypt, and to ban preachers in British
mosques calling for the assassination of foreign lead-
ers.” The Times added that Moussa “was outraged by
reports that £2.5 million had come from exiles in Brit-
ain to the outlawed Gamaa al-Islamiya,” and noted that
the Egyptian government “has blamed the Luxor mas-
sacre on terrorists funded and encouraged from abroad,
and identified Britain as the main center for radicals
plotting assassinations.”

To substantiate the charges against Britain, the
Egyptian State Information Service posted a “Call to
Combat Terrorism” on its official web site. The docu-
ment read, in part, “Hereunder, is a list of some of the
wanted masterminds of terrorism, who are currently en-
joying secure and convenient asylum in some world
capitals.” The “wanted list” consisted of photographs
and biographical data on 14 men, linked to the Luxor
massacre and other earlier incidents of terrorism. The
first 7 individuals listed were all, at the time, residing in
London. They are:

14 Strategy of Tension

Yasser al Sirri: “Sentenced to death in the assassi-
nation attempt on the life of former Prime Minister Dr.
Atef Sidqi; founded the Media Observatory in London
as mouthpiece for the New Vanguards of Conquest.”

Adel Abdel Bari: “At present, heads Egyptian
Human Rights Defense Office, affiliated to Media Ob-
servatory in London, the mouthpiece for the outlawed
Jihad Organization.”

Mustafa Hamzah: “Commander of the military
branch of the outlawed ‘Islamic Group.””

Tharwat Shehata: “Sentenced to death in the as-
sassination attempt on Dr. Atef Sidqi, former Prime
Minister; associated with, and in charge of financing
extremist elements abroad; involved in reactivating the
outlawed ‘Jihad Organization’ abroad.”

Osama Khalifa: “Accused no. 1 in the case involv-
ing domestic and foreign activities of the outlawed Is-
lamic Group.”

Refa Mousa.

Mohamed el Islambouli: “One of the principal
leaders of the Islamic Group; sentenced to death in the
case of the outlawed organization of ‘Returnees from
Afghanistan.””

Groups Banned by United States Are
Headquartered in London

Shortly before the Luxor massacre, on Oct. 8, 1997,
the U.S. State Department, in compliance with the Anti-
Terrorism Act of 1996, released a list of 30 Foreign Ter-
rorist Organizations, banned from operating on U.S.
soil.

Of the 30 groups named, 6 maintain headquarters in
Britain. They are: the Islamic Group (Egypt), Al-Jihad
(Egypt), Hamas (Israel, Palestinian Authority), Armed
Islamic Group (Algeria, France), Kurdish Workers
Party (Turkey), and the Liberation Tigers of Tamil
Eelam (Sri Lanka).

The Islamic Group and its subsidiary arm, Islamic
Jihad, are headquartered in London. In February 1997,
the British government formally granted permission to
Abel Abdel Majid and Adel Tawfiq al-Sirri to estab-
lish Islamic Group fundraising and media offices in
London, under the names International Bureau for the
Defense of the Egyptian People and the Islamic Obser-
vatory.

Abdel Majid was implicated in the October 1981 as-
sassination of Egyptian President Anwar Sadat, and he
subsequently masterminded the escape of two prison-
ers jailed for the assassination. In 1991, he fled to Brit-
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ain and immediately was granted political asylum. He
has coordinated the Islamic Group’s overseas opera-
tions ever since. In fact, he was sentenced to death in
absentia for the bombing of the Egyptian Embassy in
Islamabad, Pakistan, in November 1995, in which 15
diplomats were killed.

Abdel Tawfiq al Sirri, the co-director of the move-
ment, has also been granted political asylum in Britain,
despite the fact that he was also sentenced to death in
absentia for his part in the 1993 attempted assassina-
tion of Egyptian Prime Minister Atif Sidqi.

In September 1997, Sheikh Omar Abdel Rahman,
who is in jail in the United States for his role in the Feb.
28, 1993 bombing of the World Trade Center in New
York, issued an order, as the spiritual leader of the Is-
lamic Group, calling for an immediate cease-fire. The
six members of the ruling council of Islamic Group re-
siding in Egypt endorsed the Sheikh’s order, but the re-
maining six council members, living in London, re-
jected the order. Two months later, the massacre at
Luxor took place.

Similarly, the Algerian Armed Islamic Group (GIA),
which was responsible for the assassination of Algerian
President Mohamed Boudiaf on June 29, 1992, has its
international headquarters in London. Sheikh Abu Qa-
tabda and Abu Musab communicate military orders to
GIA terrorists operating in Algeria and France via the
London-based party organ, al-Ansar. Sheikh Abu Qa-
tabda was granted political asylum in Britain in 1992,
after spending years working in Peshawar, Pakistan,
with various Afghani mujahideen groups. A third
London-based GIA leader, Abou Farres, oversees op-
erations targetted against France. He was granted
asylum in Britain in 1992, after he was condemned to
death in Algeria for acknowledging responsibility for a
bombing at Algiers airport, which killed nine people
and wounded 125....

The Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE),
known as the “Tamil Tigers,” have carried out a decade-
long terror campaign against the government of Sri
Lanka, in which they have killed an estimated 130,000
people. In addition, LTTE was responsible for the sui-
cide-bomber murder of former Indian Prime Minister
Rajiv Gandhi on May 21, 1991, and the similar assas-
sination of Sri Lankan President Ranasinghe Prema-
dasa on May 1, 1993.

Since 1984, the LTTE International Secretariat has
been located in London. The official spokesman for the
Secretariat is Anton Balsingham, an Oxford Univer-
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sity graduate and former British Foreign Office em-
ployee. The group’s suicide-bomber division, the Black
Tigers, which killed Rajiv Gandhi, is run by Pampan
Ajith, out of LTTE London headquarters; another elite
suicide-bomber cell, the Sky Tigers, which employs
light aircraft, is coordinated by Dr. Maheswaran, also
based in London.

Most of the marching orders for LTTE terrorist op-
erations in the Indian subcontinent are delivered from
London, via a string of LTTE publications, including
Tamil Nation and Hot Spring, published in London, and
Network and Kalathil, published in Surrey. The organi-
zation’s chief fundraiser and banker, Lawrence Tilagar,
is also based in London.

Similarly, the Islamic Resistance Movement,
Hamas, maintains its publishing operations in London,
including its monthly organ, Filisteen al-Muslima. In
1996, this publication issued a fatwa (religious ruling),
calling for terrorist attacks against Israel. On Feb. 25
and March 3, shortly after the farwa was published,
Hamas suicide bombers blew up two Jerusalem buses
and a Tel Aviv market, killing 55 people. Funding of
these terrorists, who are part of the military wing, Ized-
din al-Kassam, comes from London, where Interpal is
the chief money arm of the group.

In the case of the Kurdish Workers Party (PKK), the
British government played an even more direct role in
supporting the 17-year war against the Turkish govern-
ment by the Kurdish separatists. An estimated 19,000
people have been killed in Southeast Turkey since the
PKK launched its terror war in 1983. In May 1995, after
the PKK was expelled from Germany for seizing con-
trol of Turkish diplomatic buildings in 18 European
cities, the British government licensed MED-TV in
London, through which the PKK broadcasts four hours
a day into its enclaves inside Turkey, and all over
Europe.

InaMarch 1996 broadcast, PKK leader Apo Ocalan
called for the execution of German Chancellor Helmut
Kohl and his Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel. And when
the PKK held its founding “parliament in exile” in Bel-
gium in 1995, three members of the British House of
Lords either attended or sent personal telegrams of en-
dorsement. The three were Lord Hylton, Lord Avebury,
and Baroness Gould.

The same Lord Avebury has been an active backer
of the Peru Support Group in London, which has served
as a major international fundraising front for the Peru-
vian narco-terrorist group Shining Path (Sendero Lu-
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minoso). When Adolfo Héctor Olaechea was dis-
patched by Shining Path to London in July 1992, to
establish the “foreign affairs bureau,” he received a
letter of recognition from Buckingham Palace, which
he circulated widely. The letter read in part, “The pri-
vate secretary is commanded by Her Majesty Queen
Elizabeth to acknowledge receipt of the letter from Mr.
Olaechea, and to say that it has been passed on to the
Home Office.”...

The ‘Fatwa’ Against American Targets

On Feb. 10, 1998, a group of well-known London-
based “Islamists” and Islamic organizations issued a
fatwa, calling for terrorist attacks against American tar-
gets. It was signed by Saudi terrorist supporter Moham-
med al-Massari and Omar Bakri, head of al-Muha-
jiroon, and was endorsed by 60 organizations that are
based in the United Kingdom. It instructed Muslims
living in the United States: “You have first to renounce
the residency or acquire citizenship, then start military
activities if physically capable. You are then at liberty
to fight them everywhere in the world or re-enter the
realm clandestinely and wreak havoc, obviously facing
charges as spy, terrorist, etc.”

On Feb. 23, 1998, a second fatwa was issued, enti-
tled “World Islamic Front’s Statement Urging Jihad
Against Jews and Crusaders.” It called for killing Amer-
icans because of their “occupation of the holy Arab
Peninsula and Jerusalem” and their “oppressing the
Muslim nations.”...

The fatwa, which was widely reported in the
London-based Arabic daily Al-Quds al Arabi, was
signed by Sheikh Osama bin Laden, who, despite his
current residence in Afghanistan, continues to maintain
alavish mansion in London; Ayman al-Zawabhiri, head
of the Islamic Group behind the November 1997 mas-
sacre at Luxor, Egypt; Abu Yasser Rifai Ahmad Taha,
another leader of the Islamic Group, residing in London;
and Sheikh Mir Hamza, secretary of the Jamiat ul
Ulema e, of Pakistan....

Two days before the Aug. 7, 1998 bombings of the
U.S. embassies in Dar es Salaam, Tanzania, and Nai-
robi, Kenya, the Islamic Jihad issued a declaration, tar-
getting American interests all over the world. The com-
muniqué accused the CIA of cooperating with Egyptian
officials to capture three members of the group in Alba-
nia, and extradite them to Egypt where they faced pros-
ecution on capital offenses.

Within hours of the two bombings, a number of
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London-based groups issued endorsements of the
bombings. Supporters of Sharia, headed by Abu Hamza
al-Misri, an Egyptian who was convicted of a capital
offense in Egypt, but who enjoys political asylum in
London, issued one of the most virulent “endorse-
ments.” Omar Bakri, the head of al-Muhajiroon, as well
as the Islamic Observation Center, the Islamic Jihad
organization’s official propaganda and fundraising or-
ganization in London, also endorsed the bombings. The
Islamic Observation Center was officially licensed by
the British government in 1996 to carry out activities in
Britain.

Attacks on Yemen

In the third week of December 1998, a London-
based terrorist group was planning to launch opera-
tions to destabilize the Republic of Yemen. Members
of the Ansar al-Sharia, directed from London by Mus-
tafa Kamel (a.k.a. Abu Hamza al-Masri, a British citi-
zen and former Afghansi “mujahid,” who trains groups
of young people for terrorist activities at his Finsbury
Mosque in north London), were arrested on Dec. 23,
1998 in Yemen, as they were planning armed terrorist
operations. These terrorists were in contact with the
Islamic Army of Abeen-Aden (affiliated with the
London-based Egyptian Islamic Jihad), which had kid-
napped 16 British and Australian tourists a few days
earlier.

A rescue operation on Dec. 29 by the Yemeni secu-
rity forces resulted in the kidnappers killing 3 British
hostages and 1 Australian; 12 tourists were freed. Brit-
ish press and, later, government officials, accused the
Yemeni security forces of “provoking the murders,” be-
cause they refused to negotiate with the terrorists.

In response, the Yemeni authorities did not mince
words. In one day, Yemen kicked out the British Scot-
land Yard officers who had been invited to observe the
investigations, withdrew its application to join the Brit-
ish Commonwealth, and announced that a group of
British citizens had been arrested while attempting a
massive terror-bombing campaign in Aden.

On Jan. 25, Yemen President Ali Abdullah Saleh de-
manded from British Prime Minister Tony Blair that
Abu Hamza al-Masri be handed over for trial in Yemen
on charges of carrying out terrorist acts in Yemen and
several other Arab states.... The London-based daily
Al-Hayat reported that, according to government
sources in Sanaa, Yemen’s capital, the message from
President Saleh stressed that the Yemeni government
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has the right to demand that the British government
hand over Abu Hamza, and evidence and documents
which prove its description of Abu Hamza as a “terror-
ist” and “extremist.”

However, British law does not consider it a crime
for individuals and groups based in Britain to plan,
incite, or conduct terrorist operations outside Her Maj-
esty’s domains.. ..

Formal Diplomatic Protests to London

This British harboring of international terrorist
groups has not gone unnoticed by the nations that have
been the targets of this brutality. To date, the British
Foreign Office has received formal diplomatic protests
from at least ten victimized countries. These include:

Egypt: British asylum for the Islamic Group and
Islamic Jihad has been a persistent reason for Egyptian
complaints to the British government. In April 1996,
Egyptian Interior Minister Hasan al-Alfi told the Brit-
ish Arabic weekly Al-Wasat: “All terrorists come from
London. They exist in other European countries, but
they start from London.” On Aug. 29, the government
daily Al-Ahram reported that the British chargé
d’affaires in Cairo was summoned by the Deputy For-
eign Minister, and given a letter for Foreign Minister
Malcolm Rifkind, protesting Britain’s “double standard
policy” and “support for international terrorism.” An
official of the Egyptian Foreign Ministry was quoted in
the paper, saying, “The asylum law in Britain has pro-
vided a safe-haven for terrorists.”. ..

Following the Luxor massacre, Egyptian President
Hosni Mubarak launched a personal international cru-
sade to spotlight the role of the British government in
harboring and sponsoring the terrorists who have tar-
getted Egypt.

Israel: On March 3, 1996, after a Hamas bomb ex-
ploded in a Jerusalem market, killing a dozen people,
and a second bomb exploded in Tel Aviv, Israel’s am-
bassador to London met with Foreign Minister Rifkind
to demand that Britain stop protecting the group. In an
account of that confrontation, the London Express re-
ported the next day: “Israeli security sources say the
fanatics behind the bombings are funded and con-
trolled through secret cells operating here. Only days
before the latest terror campaign began, military chiefs
in Jerusalem detailed how Islamic groups raised £7
million in donations from British organizations. The
ambassador, Moshe Raviv, yesterday shared Israel’s
latest information about the Hamas operations. A
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source at the Israeli embassy said last night, ‘It is not
the first time we have pointed out that Islamic terror-
ists are in Britain.””

The British Foreign Office officially responded to
the Israeli ambassador: “We have seen no proof to sup-
port allegations that funds raised by the Hamas in the
U.K. are used directly in support of terrorist acts else-
where.”

In early September 1997, Shin Bet chief Ami Ayalon
travelled to Britain, according to the Sunday Telegraph,
after investigations determined that the two Hamas sui-
cide bombers who killed 15 people in a Jerusalem
market on July 30, arrived in Israel on British passports:
“Israeli officials are said to have become increasingly
frustrated by what they see as British foot-dragging in
curbing the activities of Palestinian hard-liners. The Is-
raeli government has made repeated calls for action to
be taken against militants, said to be operating freely in
the British capital.”

France: In late 1995, the Armed Islamic Group’s
(GIA’s) London headquarters ordered a terror war
against France, leading France to loudly protest to the
British government, according to the Nov. 6, 1995
London Daily Telegraph, in an article entitled “Britain
Harbours Paris Bomber.”...

Algeria also filed strong protests to the British For-
eign Office over the harboring of the GIA in London.

Peru: The Peruvian government has made repeated
requests to the British government, since 1992, de-
manding the extradition of Adolfo Héctor Olaechea, the
London-based head of overseas operations for Shining
Path, as well as the shutdown of its fundraising and sup-
port operations there. Both requests have been refused,
to this day. ...

Turkey: On Aug. 20, 1996, the Turkish government
formally protested to the British government for allow-
ing the Kurdish Workers Party to continue its London-
based MED TV broadcasts into Turkey, despite docu-
mentation that the broadcasts were being used to convey
marching orders to PKK terrorists there.

Germany: The Bonn government also issued a dip-
lomatic note to London, following a March 1996 MED
TV broadcast in which PKK leader Apo Ocalan called
for the murder of German Chancellor Kohl and Foreign
Minister Kinkel. ...

Yemen: In January 1999, the government of Yemen
filed formal diplomatic protests with Britain for harbor-
ing the terrorists who carried out bombings and kidnap-

pings.
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Russia: On Nov. 14, 1999, the Russian Foreign
Ministry filed a formal protest to Andrew Wood, Brit-
ain’s Ambassador in Moscow, after two Russian televi-
sion journalists were brutally beaten as they attempted
to film a London conference, where bin Laden’s Inter-
national Islamic Front, Ansar as-Shariah, al-Muha-
jiroon, and other Islamist groups called for a jihad
against Russia, in retaliation for the Russian military
actions in Chechnya.

One of the victims of the beating, ORT cameraman
Alexandr Panov, told Kommersant daily that he was
“very surprised at the indifference of the British gov-
ernment. Some of the participants at the ‘charity’ event
were people wanted by Interpol, but Scotland Yard, al-
though evidently aware of their residence [in Britain],
does not react.”

On Nov. 10, 1999, the Russian government had al-
ready filed a formal diplomatic démarche via the Rus-
sian Embassy in London, protesting the attacks on the
Russian journalists, and also the admissions by Sheikh
Omar Bakri Mohammed, the head of the “political
wing” of the bin Laden organization, al-Muhajiroon,
that the group was recruiting Muslims in England to go
to Chechnya to fight the Russian Army. Bakri’s organi-
zation operates freely from offices in the London suburb
of Lee Valley, where they occupy two rooms at a local
computer center, and maintain their own Internet com-
pany. Bakri has admitted that “retired” British military
officers are training new recruits in Lee Valley, before
they are sent off to camps in Afghanistan or Pakistan, or
are smuggled directly into Chechnya.

On Nov. 20, 1999, the Daily Telegraph admitted,
following the release of the U.S. State Department’s
updated list of Foreign Terrorist Organizations, that
“Britain is now an international center for Islamic mili-
tancy on a huge scale ... and the capital is the home to a
bewildering variety of radical Islamic fundamentalist
movements, many of which make no secret of their
commitment to violence and terrorism to achieve their
goals.”

India: In December 1999, following the conclusion
of the Indian Airlines hijacking, the Indian government
protested the fact that British officials publicly stated
that they would allow one of the freed Kashmiri terror-
ists, Ahmed Omar Sheikh, to return to London, because
there “were no charges filed against him in Britain.”
The British government, facing growing international
pressure, apparently has backed down from this deci-
sion.

18 Strategy of Tension

‘Strategic Significance
Of the Hit on India’

For information on how the British Empire uses terror-
ism as a geopolitical weapon, the following EIR arti-
cles and Special Reports provide extensive evidence:

Oct. 13, 1995: A 61-page EIR Special Report, “The
New International Terrorism” by Lyndon LaRouche,
followed by two sections: “London’s Afghansi,” and
“A Case Study: South Asia.” Part I of II1.

Nov. 10, 1995: “London’s Irregular Warfare vs. Na-
tions of the Americas,” with case studies of narcoterror-
ism and London’s operations in Brazil, Venezuela, Co-
lombia, Mexico, and Puerto Rico. Part IT of III.

Nov. 17, 1995: “RIM: London’s Narcoterrorist In-
ternational.” The conclusion of a three-part series, with
dossiers on the Maoist Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement (RIM) and the Basque separatist group ETA
(Euskadi and Freedom).

March 7, 1997: “New British Terrorist Offensive
Unleashed Throughout the Middle East,” describing
how Britain legalized fundraising and operations of ter-
rorist groups, including Egypt’s Islamic Jihad, al-Jihad
al-Islami, and al-Gamaa al-Islami.

April 4,1997: “Sanction Britain for Harboring Ter-
rorists,” including “Governments Worldwide Protest
London Harboring of Terrorists,” and “EIR’s Yellow
Pages of Terrorist Groups in London.” Also a dossier on
Osama bin Laden’s fundraising apparatus in London.

Aug. 22, 1997: “Britain’s ‘Invisible’ Empire Un-
leashes the Dogs of War,” the third feature in the series
called “The True Story Behind the Fall of the House of
Windsor,” provided extensive documentation of the
war the British Empire is waging to seize the mineral
wealth of the planet, and to destroy the U.S.A., that
nation-state uniquely capable of stopping the Empire’s
designs.

Aug. 28, 1998: “Behind the Bombings of the U.S.
Embassy in Kenya: What Will Happen If...,” by
Lyndon LaRouche

Nov. 20, 1998: “Susan Rice Caught in Iran-Contra-
Style Capers in Africa.” The State Department’s Africa
specialist Susan Rice sits at the center of a web of dirty
operations in Africa, including supplying arms and lo-
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