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The “War on Terrorism”:
A Double Fraud upon Humanity

Elias Davidsson*

Introduction

Shortly after the mass murder of 11 September 2001, the United
States administration announced a global “war on terrorism”
that knows no borders or time limits. Numerous states have
since broadened police powers of secret surveillance, house
and body searches, detention without trial and enacted new
types of offences designated as “terrorist acts”. Yet the factual
premises to justify such radical assault on constitutional and

human rights have not been produced. The “war on terrorism”
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is legally dubious and factually unjustified. Among the effects
of the major scourges affecting the international community,
the harmful effects of “retail terrorism” seem almost trivial
compared to “wholesale terrorism” committed by states, child
mortality, civil wars, extreme poverty, illiteracy, environmental
degradation, third-world debt, lack of clean water, hunger, AIDS,
drug abuse, child prostitution and common murder. A person is
~ more likely to die from a lightning strike than from terrorism.”
Drunken drivers cause 1000 times more deaths than terrorists,
yet no one has claimed that these drivers threaten international
peace and security.4 Terrorism only appears as a global threat
because governments say so and because mass media amplify
this phenomenon beyond reasonable proportions.

In this essay it will be argued that the “war on terrorism”
is not only a deceptive concept - in fact an oxymoron - but
represents itself a form of terror. By designating terrorism as
a global conspiracy threatening to attack anywhere and at any
time, whole populations are terrorized to fear the unknown
and consent to increased surveillance, security measures and
restrictions of liberties. The events of 9/11, as presented by mass
media, provided the necessary shock to prepare the Americanand
West European public for supporting wars against other nations

) 5
and accept increased police surveillance. By exposing the “war



woD " urIThRW

on terrorism” as a fraud and the 9/11 crime as its fraudulent
justification, it will be easier to mobilize public resistance against
further wars and the creeping emergence of a totalitarian world

6
order.

The genesis of the “war on terrorism”

The etymology of the word terrorism can be traced to
Robespierre and his “régne de la terreur”, namely government
intimidation of the People.7 Today, the term is mainly used
by states to create public fear against an elusive international
conspiracy.3 Yet the original meaning of the word terrorism,
reflecting a state policy, is still employed by concerned scholars,
such as Noam Chomsky, Ed Herman and others. The vague
concept of terrorism (“one’s terrorist is another person’s freedom
fighter”) has prevented the adoption of an internationally
recognized definition.” A less publicized point of contention is
whether government policies intended to coerce or terrorize
civilian populations by military attacks or economic sanctions (or
the threat thereof) should be designated as terrorism. TheStatute
of the International Criminal Court does not include terrorism on
its list of international crimes. Through [U.S.] National Security
Directive No. 179 of July 20,1985, a high level U.S. “Task Force on

Combatting Terrorism” was established. The rationale for this
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measure at the time was that “[ijnternational terrorism poses an
increasing threat to U.S. citizens and our interests. Terrorists are
waging a war against, not only the United States, but all civilized
society in which innocent civilians are intentional victims and our
servicemen are specific targets.” Yet, according to Joanna Bourke,
“just 17 people were killed by terrorists in America between 1980
and 1985.”

Even before the events of 9/11, the annual federal budget
of the United States for combating terrorism had reached
sums exceeding 6 billion dollars.”  The budget of the FBI
Counterterrorism program alone grew from $78.5 million in 1993
to $301.2 million in 1999,15 a year in which six (6) Americans died
worldwide of terrorist acts.

| Merely hours after the aircraft crashed in the United States
onSeptember 11,2001 (shorthand 9/11) before any evidence could
be examined, “federal authorities” designated the main suspect:
Osama bin Laden, the alleged head of al-Qa’ida.U Within three
days the FBI claimed to have identified the 19 “hijackers” and the
links established between them and al-Qa’ida.w

The new existential enemy of “Western civilization” was
now created, profitably replacing the former Soviet threat. This
threat, as will be shown below, was a myth crafted carefully by

19 20
intelligence services, nurtured since then by mass media and
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accepted uncritically by numerous authors and scholars. As
a result of the events of 9/11, as presented by the media, “al-
Qa’ida” became almost overnight the subject of innumerable
books, studies, articles and comments, vying to analyze and
demonstrate the workings of this elusive conspiracy.21 Yet thereis
nocredible evidence for the claim that “al-Qa’ida” wasresponsible
for the crime of 9/11, nor is it certain that there exists, at all, an
organization by the name of al-Qa’ id:::\,22 or whether the trademark
al-Qa’ida merely refers to a CIA project of covert operations using
Arab or Muslim patsies.n

The mass murder of 9/11 permitted the U.S. administration
to justify a new military doctrine of the pre-emptive use of force
anywhere in the world in the name of an unlimited war against
terrorism. Secretary of Defence Donald H. Rumsfeld expounded
this new strategy before it became official U.S. policy. It was, for
example, described in the New York Times of 27 September 2001
under the heading “ A New Kind of War”25 and in his speech to
the North Atlantic Council on 18 December 2001.”

Later, Rumsfeld hinted the “war on terrorism” would never
stop: ‘

I think we will eventually sufficiently damage the
so-called al-Qa’ida terrorist network that it will not be able

to function. But there are many other terrorist networks

aden
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and people will form new groups. Just as we go to school

on them, they go to school on us. As they see us do certain

things they change their techniques and change how they’re

attacking and keep looking for themes or vulnerabilities or

asymmetrical ways to damage us.” i

Asked by amember of the audience “when you look two
or three years down the road, do you have a picture in your
mind as to how the war on terrorism comes to an end and

what the end looks like?”, Rumsfeld answered:

(N
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“On the assumption that human nature is not going
to change dramatically in that period of time, one has to
assume that there will be people who will be teaching the
kind of thing that's being taught in too many Madrasas and
too many locations around the world, that there will still be
people who will be looking for ways to damage the West, the
United States, and free people.

Clearly a terrorist can attack at any time, any place,
using any technique, and it's physically not possible to
defend it every time in every place against every technique.
... It is that cooperation across the globe that is putting
pressure on terrorists. It does not mean that there will notbe
additional terroristattacks that are successful. There will be.
And there will be in country after country. There will bea lot
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fewer than there otherwise would have been.”28

He also hinted at the value of the 9/11 mass murder for U.S.
global leadership:

“Citizens of more than 80 nations died that day.zg And

citizens of every nation saw, in an instant, that the threat

of terrorism is no longer confined by borders, in either its

origin or the targets of its deadly acts. In the global war

against terrorism, President Bush has assembled the largest

coalition in the history of mankind. The scope of this alliance

is truly breathtaking in its breadth and its depth. Some 90

nations-nearly half of the countries on the face of the earth-

are participating in the global war on terrorism.30

To sum up, the U.S. Secretary of Defence forecasted that
there will additional, successful, terrorist attacks “in country
after country” and that “ people will form new [terrorist] groups”,
whose primary motive will be “to damage the West, the United
States, and free people”. In his Testimony, delivered before the
House and Senate Armed Services Committees regarding Iraq on
18 September 2002, he emphasized this forecast: “Let there be no
doubt: an attack will be attempted. The only question is when and
by what technique. It could be months, a year, or several years. But
it will happen. It is in our future”” To ensure that attacks would

happen, he proposed the creation of a new organization, the
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Proactive, Pre-emptive Operations Group (P20G), which would
carry out secret missions to “stimulate reactions” among terrorist
groups, provoke them to commit acts that could be used to justify

massive attacks by the U.S. forces.

The crime of 9/11 catalyzes public opinion

U.S. media, as exemplified by an editorial of Time magazine,
compared 9/11 to the attack on Pearl Harbor and urged a similar
response: “ A day cannot live in infamy without the nourishment
of rage. Let's have rage. What's needed is a unified, unifying Pearl
Harbor sort of purple American fury.”33 The report “Rebuilding
America’s Defenses” issued by the Project for a New American
Century (PNAC), a right-wing institution established by Donald
Rumsfeld, Richard Cheney, Paul Wolfowitz, Elliot Abrams, Jeb
Bush and other neo-fascists,34 suggested a year before 9/11 that
“some catastrophicand catalyzingevent-likea new Pearl Harbor”
could speed up the ”fevolutionary” process of transforming the
US military into “tomorrow’s dominant force.””

The “new Pearl Harbor”, needed to speed up the
“ révolutionary” transformation of the U.S. defence establishment,
materialized, as if by miracle, on 11 September 2001. Almost 3000
people died in this carefully planned, perfectly executed and

dramatically publicized act of mass murder.. The 9/11 events
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caused a threefold surge in public support for increased defence
spending and “a 30 percentage point increase in the number of
mothers who felt that missile defense was a good idea post-9/
117" Support swelled for a “strong” Bush presidency as well as
confidence in the government and the media. “Four out of five
Americans are ready to give up some of their freedoms in return
for more security; nearly half worry about becoming victims of a
terroristattack. [ AttorneyGeneralJohn] Ashcrofthasdonehiswork
well.”” Creating public fear permitted legislators to extend law-
enforcement powers to a new category of individuals (“suspected
terrorists”) who could now be lawfully monitored, searched and
detained without warrant.” The model legislation for such new
police powers was the so-called USA PATRIOT Act, adopted in
the United States shortly after 9/ 11.” While criticized by human
rights organisations, further restrictions to human rights (in the
name of fighting against terrorism) were envisaged. Preventive
law-enforcement, a policy that requires permanent surveillance
of entire social, political or ethnical groups,‘ﬂ is now increasingly
applied by numerous governments under various pretexts, such
astheneedtofightterrorism, moneylaundering, child prostitution
ordrug smuggling.42 Colin Powell, former U.S. Secretary of State,
admitted in 2004 that the due to the disappearance of the Soviet

bloc, the U.S. was “running out of enemies”, thus reducing the
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readiness of the public to maintain a high level of expenditures
on defence-related services and products.m,‘M A new policy of
fear-mongering was urgently needed to keep the military and the
corporations happy. The events of 9/11 justhappened tofulfil that
role.”

In terms of foreign policy goals pursued by the neo-fascists
inthe U.S. administration, the events of 9/11 provided invaluable,
long-sought, opportunities, such as to create US. client
regimes in Afghanistan“ and Iraq. Richard Clarke, former U.S.
Counterterrorism Coordinator, reported how eager U.S. leaders
were to use the events of 9/11 as justification for a war on Iraq,
without even bothering to inquire who committed the atrocities.
He reported to have returned to a conference in the White House
at 2:00 AM on 12 September 2001:

“I walked into a series of discussions about Iraq. At
firstI was incredulous that we were talking about something

other than getting Al Qaeda (sic). Then I realized with

almost a sharp physical pain that Rumsfeld and Wolfowitz

were going to try to take advantage of this national tragedy

to promote their agenda about Iraq..On [that] morning

[..][the] focus was already beginning to shift from Al Qaeda

(sic)...Later in the day, Secretary Rumsfeld complained that

there were no decent targets for bombing in Afghanistan
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and that we should consider bombing Iraq, whic.., he said,
had better targets. At first I thought Rumsfeld was joking.
But he was serious and the President did not reject out of

hand the idea of attacking Iraq.” ¥

Was the crime of 9/11 a case of international terrorism?

On 12 September 2001, the U.N. Security Council adopted
a resolution condemning the mass murder of 9/11 as an act of
international terrorism. The Council was not presented with any
evidence proving that the crime was instigated from outside the
United States. On 2 October 2001, the US Ambassador at Large and
Co-ordinator for Counter-terrorism, Frank Taylor, gave an oral
presentation to the North Atlantic Council, NATO's top decision-
making bodyfg On the base of this presentation the Council
“determined that the individuals who carried out the attacks
belonged to the world-wide terrorist network of Al-Qaida, headed
by Osama bin Laden and protected by the T:alebAn regime in
Afgham'stan.”50 Whatever evidence was presented then remains
to this day secret.” Recalling the lies told by U.S. administration
officials and by British Premier Tony Blair regarding alleged Iraqi
weapons of mass destruction,52 one is entitled to remain sceptical
about the quality of the evidence presented to NATO, let alone to

the world atlarge, about the responsibility of any person or group
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in Afghanistan for the attacks of 9/11.

The U.S. administration has failed to produce any evidence
proving that Al Qaeda members, or even any Muslims, actually
boarded the four aircraft that were allegedly flown onto theknown
landmarks on 9/11. Items of evidence the U.S. administration
could and should have produced to prove its case, but failed to
do, include, inter alia,

* the original passenger lists of the four allegedly hijacked
aircraft (on which the names of the alleged hijackers would
appear);53

* coupons of boarding cards (with the names of the alleged
hijackers on them);

* payment records for purchased flight tickets (with names
and credit card numbers of the alleged hijackers);

* testimonies of individuals who saw the passengers and
alleged hijackers board the aircraft;

* hijackers’ bodily remains.

Until the year 2006, the U.S. authorities refused to release
video evidence in their possession proving that flight AA77
crashed on the Pentagon. The reasoning offered for refusing to
release this evidence is that it “would reasonably be expected
to interfere with enforcement proceedings”.54 On May 16, 2006,

the Pentagon released what American media described as “the
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first video images of American Airlines Flight 77 c.ashing into”
the Pentagon. It is, however, impossible to distinguish an aircraft
from this video, let alone to identify it. The Pentagon still refuses
to release 84 other videos it apparently possesses from that day.55
Shortlyafter9/11, Britishand Arab mediareported thatatleastfive
of the19individualslisted by the FBI as the “hijackers” (Abdulaziz
Alomari, Wail al-Shehri, Salem al-Hamzi, Saeed al-Ghamdi and
Ahmed al-Nami) were still living,56 FBI Director RobertS. Mueller
admitted twice on CNN (20 and 27 September 2001) that there is
“no legal proof to prove the identities of the suicidal hijackers” 7
Yet, the FBI maintains on its website the names and photographs
of the “living suicide hijackers” as if its own doubts about the
“hijackers’” identities were of no consequence.58 What proof is
there that the alleged hijackers, if any, were at all Muslims and
had any relation to al Qa’ida, if their identities are even in doubt?
The 9/11 Commission established by President George W. Bush,
which purported to provide “the fullest possible account of the
events surrounding 9/ 11”,59 glossed entirely over this question.
Dismissing the need to prove U.S. allegations on the responsibility
of al Qa’ida and Osama bin Laden for the mass murder of 9/11,
Donald Rumsfeld contends that “in the age of weapons of mass
destruction”, standards of evidence requiring to prove guilt

60
“beyond a reasonable doubt” ' are not appropriate:
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“We still do not know with certainty who was behind
the 1996 bombing the Khobar Towers in Saudi Arabia—an
attack that killed 19 American service members. We still
do not know who is responsible for last year's anthrax
attacks. The nature of terrorist attacks is that it is often very
difficult to identify who is ultimately responsible. Indeed,
our consistent failure over the past two decades to trace
terrorist attacks to their ultimate source gives terrorist
states the lesson that using terrorist networks as proxies is
an effective way of attacking the U.S. with impunity.”ﬁ1
One of the characteristics of terrorism is, however, the intent
of the perpetrators to attain a political gain through the threat or
use of violence against civilians.” The primary aim of a terrorist is
not to cause harm for its own sake, but to make a forceful, violent,
political statement. In order for the message to be driven home, the
terrorists must claim authorship. Violent acts, such as bombingé
and aircrafthijackings, whichareclaimed by noone (orare claimed
by dubibus, anonymous, groups), must be presumed to be “false
flag” operations by intelligence services. Such covert operations
are committed in order to destabilize enemy governments, strain
relations between states, justify foreign military intervention or
cast blame on an ”enemy”.63 The U.S. government has not only
failed to prove Osama bin Laden and al-Qa’ida’s responsibility‘
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for 9/11 but actually did not relish having the events of 9/11
investigated. Merely 24 hours after the deadliest crime on U.S.
soil, Attorney General John D. Ashcroft made it clear that the
priority was to “stop another attack”, not to investigate the crime
committed on the previous day. Bob Woodward and Dan Balz of
the Washington Post reported that at a meeting of the National
Security Council, convened by President George W. Bush in the
White House’s Cabinet Room in the morning of September 12,
2001,
“FBI Director Robert S. Mueller III began to describe
the investigation underway to identify those responsible for
hijacking the four airplanes the day before...But Attorney
General John D. Ashcroft interrupted him. Let's stop the
discussion right here, he said. The chief mission of U.S.
law enforcement, he added, is to stop another attack and
apprehendl any accomplices or terrorists before they hit us
again. If we can’t bring them to trial, so-be it
~ Yet in the same morning, Ari Fleischer, the White House's
spokesman, announced in a press conference - citing undisclosed
intelligence sources - that “the perpetrators have executed their
plan and, therefore, the risks are significantly reduced”.” How
could the White House know already 24 hours after the events that
therisks were“significantly reduced” unlessithad foreknowledge

-/fm/"‘“f P




woD " urIThRW

Intsmational Sludies Jourmal (S]]

)

=

of the terrorists’ plan? It appears that Ari Fleischer’s statement
was too embarrassing for the White House: The transcript of
this particular press conference cannot be found on the website
of White House Press Briefings.“ This statement, still found on
various websites,'37 did neitherelicitquestions or furthercomments
by media nor aretraction from the White House, as one could have
expected under the circumstances.

Four weeks after 9/11, Attorney General John Ashcroft
and FBI Director Robert Mueller “ordered agents to drop their
investigation of the attacks or any other assignment any time they
learn of a threat or lead that might suggest a future attack.”” One
year after the events there was still no official investigation into 9/
11.” While “investigations into past disasters and attacks such as
Pearl Harbor, the Titanic, the assassination of President Kennedy
and the Shuttle Challenger explosion were established in less than
10 days",70 President Bush resisted for 411 days before grudgingly
accepting to form a National Commission to investigate the events
of 9/ 11.” He did so only after having been allowed to nominate
the Chairman and the Executive Director of the Commission and
restricttheCommission’smandate, subpoenapowersandfunding.
The Commission based its conclusions, published in its Final
Report, on assumptions it did not check and did not apparently

seek to check, such as the true identities of the “hijackers” and
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summaries compiled from reports by unnamed officials who
allegedly interrogated al-Qa’ida leaders at undisclosed locations,
at undisclosed dates and under unknown conditions. The Final
Report of the Commission of Inquiry may accurately been
designated as an Omission Report, because its main characteristic
is the omission of countless facts and items of evidence which run
counter the official accounton9/11. ”

Fearing thatevidencecould emerge whichwould undermine
the official account, some forensic evidence was destroyed. Steel
from the collapsed World Trade towers was sold speedily as
scrap metal to China and Korea before experts could examine it in
order to determine the cause of the collapse.73 Evidence that could
have helped explain delays in dispatching fighters to intercept
the “hijacked” aircraft was also intentionally destroyed. " Many
individuals who have been reported in mass media as sources for
facts regarding the events of 9/11 (witnesses to the crashing of the
aircraft and the collapses of the World Trade towers, employees of
theairlineswhosaw passengersboard theaircraft, family members
and friends of crew and passengers whoreceived phone calls from
the aircraft, individuals who were acquainted with the alleged
hijackers, etc), either cannot be located or have been gagged by the
FBL. Some of those who can be located appear even afraid to say

what they know.  Itis thus almost impossible to independently
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verify testimonies these people may have given to the FBI or to
the media shortly after the events.” When the U.S. authorities
yielded to repeated demands by relatives of 9/11 victims’ to
listen to the recording of the UA93 flight recorder (which was said
to contain details on the passenger’s struggle for control over the
aircraft), they were warned not to reveal the contents of what they
hear. They had to sign a non-disclosure agreement and were not
allowed to take notes.” Similarly, a confidentiality agreement was
demanded from fire officials and relatives in New York before they
were allowed to listen to a tape of emergency radio transmissions
between the fire fighters in the World Trade towers and ground
personnel.-78

The Céngress, by enacting the Air Transportation Safety
and System Stabilization Act, established the September 11th
Victim Compensation Fund of 2001. Under the terms of this
Act, a claimant for compensation “waives the right to file a civil
action (or to be a party to an action) in any Federal or State court
for damages sustained as a result of the terrorist-related aircraft
crashes of September 11, 2001.”" The US Government paid 9/11
victims (and their next-of-kin) lavish compensations-30 times the
size of the largest previous disaster payoutm-but secured itself
thereby immunity against possible legal action by the victims,

which would have compelled it to expose in court its own lies
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regarding theeventsof 9/11.Somerelatives declined toaccept this
“shut-up money” and are struggling against heavy odds to have
the truth on 9/11 revealed through court discovery procedures.81

According to the CIA, its “officers worked with foreign
intelligence services to detain more than 2,900 al-Qa’ida
operatives and associates in over 90 countries” in the aftermath
of 9/ 11.” Yetas of May 2005 not a single “al-Qa’ida operative”, or
anyone else, for that matter, has yet been convicted, anywhere, for
participatinginthe9/11 plot.saTwo alleged topleadersofal-Qa’ida
allegedly in U.S. custody, Khalid Mohammed Sheikh and Ramzi
Binalshibh, who according to the 9/11 Commission, admitted
to US investigators to have planned and coordinated the 9/ 11,84
have neither been charged for any crime nor produced in court.”
They are kept at undisclosed locations, if they are still living.86 The
alleged leader of al-Qa’ida, Osama bin Laden, designated by U.S.
Secretary of State Colin Powell as the person who “committed
these [9/11] acts of murder,”87 has not even been charged by
the U.S. authorities for his alleged part in this crime.”. President
George W. Bush declared on 15 September 2001, regarding Osama
bin Laden: “If he thinks he can hide from the United States and
our allies he will be sorely mistaken.” On 28 December 2001, the
tone has already changed. Bush then said, “Our objective is more

than bin Laden.”” In Bush's State of the Union speech on January
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2002, he did not even mention Osama bin Laden.” In March 2002
President Bush, asked in a press conference why nothing is heard
about Osama bin Laden, answered that he’s “not that concerned
about him...He's just a person who's now been marginalized”.92
The U.S. administration finally admitted officially that it was not
interested in arresting Osama bin Laden: On 6 April 2002, the Joint
Chief of Staff Richard Myers stated: “The goal has never been to
getbinLaden” It appears that the U.S. administration had never
been really interested in catching him.” Beyond the above facts,
it is possible to mathematically prove that the official account on

9/11 cannot be true.95

Is terrorism a threat to international peace and security?
On October 19, 1999, Ambassador Richard C. Holbrooke,
United States’ Representative to the United Nations, said at a
meeting of the U.N. Security Council: “International terrorism
is one of the most egregious threats to international peace
and security”.% In that year exactly six (6) U.S. nationals died
worldwide from terrorist acts.. Mr. Holbrooke evidently had
not state-terrorism in mind when he made his statement to
the Council. The events of 9/11 permitted the United States to
secure the adoption of Security Council resolutions designating

acts of international terrorism as threats to international peace
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and security, a formulation designed to open the way for U.N.-
authorized use of force under Chapter VII of the UN Charter. By
resolution 1373 (2001) the Security Council determined that “any
actof international terrorism, constitute[s] a threat to international
peaceandsecurity.” By the provisions of thisresolution, madewith
reference toChapter VII of the UN Charter, the Council required all
states toadoptnational measures tocombat terrorism. The Council
also established a Counter-Terrorism Committee empowered to
monitor the implementation of these measures and help states to
increase their capability tocombat terrorism. By Security Council
resolution 1456 (2003), the Council designated terrorism as “one
of the most serious threats to peace and security.”” (Emphasis
added).

By designating terrorism as a “threat to international peace
and security” let alone as “one of the most serious” threats, the
Security Council implicitly gave member states a green light
to enact measures that are normally only adopted in “states
of emergency”, including derogations from human rights. Ed
Herman and David Peterson captured well the benefit of these
Security Council resolutions for numerous governments:

“The ‘war against terrorism’ has given a freer hand to
terrorist governments that are ‘with us,’ like Russia’s but also

that of Israel...China has also joined the fight against terrorism,

T
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and is expected to ‘use the international war against terror for
a new crackdown on the Turkic-speaking Uighurs,’...since
September 11 ([...JUPI, October 11, 2001). The new ‘war’ has
encouraged governments across the globe to ask for military
support from the United States to fight their own ‘terrorists,” and
the Bush administration has already come through with aid to the
Philippines and Indonesia in these local struggles.’”m0

The events of 9/11 have provided oppressive governments
with a justification to reconsider the use of torture. The US
Department of Justice has endorsed the use of torture when
interrogating “suspected terrorists” who are not U.S. citizens.
Shipping “terror suspects” to countries known to use torture in
interrogations (designated by the euphemism “extraordinary
rendition”) has been revealed as a covert practice practiced by
the CIA with the tacit or active help of numerous governments.102
The presumption of innocence, acornerstone of civilized law since
the Magna Carta, is being turned on its head.” USS. officials who
long before 9/11 had advocated “the expansion of presidential
powers,”m obtained cause. Imperial rule was duly expanded in
the United States in the form of Presidential Executive Ordgrs.los
By one such Executive Order, the President gave himself

106
power to determine who is to be treated as a “terrorist” ; by

another Executive Order, the President empowered himself to
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“confiscate” Iraqi public assets.  Secret dockets in the US.
judicial system have been revealed. European law-enforcement
authorities are beginning to apply anti-terror legislation to
peaceful protestor:s.110 All these developments, which threaten
fundamental liberties and democratic rights, have been justified

by a contrived terrorist threat, itself resting on the 9/11 fable.

Is terrorism an existential threat to humanity?

The events of 9/11 - as officially presented - led some
politicians to equate terrorism with an existential threat to
humankind. US Senator Richard G. Lugar, for example, asserted
that Americans were now aware that “the United States is exposed
toanexistential threatfrom terrorism”.111 Canada’s]JusticeMinister
Irwin Cotler, referred to terrorism as “an existential threat to the
whole of the human family” in order to justify broadened police
powers.112 Tony Blair, Britain’s Prime Minister, argued that the
threat of terrorism “defined not by Iraq but by September 11th” is
of a“different nature from anything the world has faced before” ®
(emphasis added).

The elusive nature of terrorism allows creative minds to

fantasize aboutits threat. The scenario of Muslim terrorists getting

hold of a nuclear device is widely used as a scare to justify radical
114

law-enforcement measures against individuals and states.
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While there is no evidence that any “terrorist organization” has
acquired weapons of mass destruction, oriscapabletohandlesuch
weapons, it is theoretically possible that a secret terrorist group
could purchase nuclear devices on the black market. Delivering
such a device against a population is, however, hardly within the
capabilities of clandestine, non-state groups. Such cépabilities are
only possessed by a handful of governments. Experts are divided
regarding the ability of ordinary criminals, such as terrorists, to
endanger without State support a large number of people, let
alone a whole population. The main threat for international peace
and security remains, as ever, measures pursued by powerful
States, such as bombing campaigns, ethnical cleansing, economic
sanctions, military occupation, the deployment of nuclear

weapons and the militarization of space.

The threat of terrorism: Myth and reality

When governments and international organizations
designate terrorism as a “threat to international peace and
security” or as an “existential threat to civilization”, one would
expect them to substantiate such claims with hard evidence, such
as statistics on the number of victims from terrorism. However,
an examination of the major declarations and resolutions by

the United Nations, NATO, the European Union and other
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international organisations, reveals that none mentions any
such statistics.  We could only identify one explaﬁation for this
absence: The number of terrorism casualties is so small, compared
to that of other causes of death, that the release of such figures
would expose the “war on terrorism” as a bad joke. According to
the report Patterns of International Terrorism 2003, issued by the
US Department of State on April 2004,116 exactly thirty-five (35)
American citizens died from international terrorism worldwide
in 2003. They were killed in the following countries: Kuwait (1);
Colombia (1); Philippines (1); Israel (10); Palestinian occupied
territories (6); Saudi Arabia (9); Iraq (5); Afghanistan (2) No U.S.
citizen died in 2003 asa result of international terrorism in Europe,
Africa, Australia and North America. In that same year, 16,503
persons were murdered in the U.S. alone,117 apparently too few
to cause international concern. The number of US casualties of
international terrorism in previous years was: 1998 (12); 1999 (6);
2000 (23); 2001 (2689 ~ a figure based on the disputed assumption
that the events of 9/11 were acts of international terrorism); 2002

(27). European casualties of international terrorism are typically

118
a few dozens a year. The above figures show that, in terms of .

fatal casualties, neither the U.S. nor European governments can
honestly claim that non-state terrorism represents a grave threat

for their own citizens. Such claim is preposterous. The fact that
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the yearly U.S. federal budget for the fight against terrorism
exceeded already $8 billion before the events of 9/11 - when the
number of American victims of terrorism could be counted on
one’s fingersm - demonstrates that the “war on terror” was not
impelled by a real threat. According to the statistical database of
the U.S. Department of State (referred to above), the number of
worldwide fatal casualties of terrorism, all nationalities combined,
was the following:

Year Number of fatal casualties

2000 2,49%

2001 4,379

2002 2,723 (source: http:/ / www.tkb.org)

2003 2,385 (source: http:/ / www.tkb.org)

To put casualty figures from terrorism into a global
perspective, one should mention that about 10,500,000 children
die yearly of preventable causes (or the equivalent of ten 9/11
tragedieseverysingleday). Thisstaggeringnumber of child deaths
is merely a symptom of an acute social and political pathology
that nourishes threats to international peace and security. Yet
this yearly Holocaust does not appear to sufficiently shock the
conscience of U.N. Security Council members into undertaking
enforcement measures and end this scourge. The Security Council

has never designated extreme poverty, the lack of drinking water
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and massive child mortality as threats to inter..c*ional peace
and security. It should be emphasized that the above statistics
only cover “retail terrorism”, namely the commission of terrorist
acts by disparate, non-state groups and individuals with limited
resources. Victims of “wholesale terrorism” (state terrorism) ie.
organized attacks by government forces, aimed to demoralize or
coerce a population, are not counted as terrorism but as ordinary
state policies,121 even if their harmful consequences exceed by far

12
all acts of retail terrorism.

Conclusions and Recommendations

We have demonstrated that the “war on terrorism” is
a convenient and fraudulent cover for wars of aggression and
internal repression. This fraudulent “war on terrorism” is in
turn based on a second fraud, namely that the events of 9/11
were an act of “international terrorism” rather than mass murder
whose perpetrators have not yet been identified and prosecuted.
A major challenge facing the world’s peoples is how to deal witha
situation in which the majority of governments aépear to collude
in deceiving public opinion on a non-existing threat, using this
contrived threat as a means to stifle opposition and covering up
one of the most egregious contemporary crimes. Attempts to

uncover the truth on the events of 9/11 through judicial means
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have not been successful. American courts regularly defer to

government claims that it cannot disclose evidence because of

security considerations. Most families of 9/11 victims have been
induced by financial rewards to forfeit their right to the truth.
Many others have been gagged or threatened with sanctions if they
reveal what they know about the events. No international forum
has jurisdiction over the crime of 9/11 because the United States,
on thesoil of which this crime against humanity was committed, is
nota party to the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court
and will certainly notcooperate with the Courtin investigating the
crime. In order to strengthen international solidarity against the
emergence of a new totalitarian order under U.S. leadership, the
following recommendations are suggested:

1. An international, independent, inquiry commission,
should be established, under the auspices of the UN General
Assembly, whose task would be to provide a full, truthful and

-final account of the events of 9/11.

2. An international ad-hoc criminal tribunal should be
established to try and punish those who instigated, planned,
facilitated and committed the crime against humanity committed
on9/11, as well as those who knowingly covered up the crime and
protected its perpetrators.

3. The dissemination and maintenance of terrorism scares
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by governments should be designated as a criminal cffence under

international law. 3
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