It is graduation time at our country's colleges. One of our frequent contributors, Gary Olson, chair of poltical science at Moravian College, was voted by Moravian's Senior Class to give their commencement address. He kindly sent it to us and on reading it, my reaction was, I wish this same address were given at all campuses, I wish that all senior classes had the wisdom to select Gary for their graduation ceremony. 
So, for all those who weren't there to benefit in person, here is the address as given at Moravian, May 13, 2006. 

-- 

Commencement 2006 

Gary Olson 

 (Note: Each year, Moravian College's senior class selects a faculty member to give the Commencement address. The following remarks were offered on May 13, 2006).
President Rokke, Pam Rokke, honored guests, faculty colleagues, friends, parents, lovers of the graduates of all sorts, the folks who've cooked, cleaned and taken care of the graduates and their surroundings for four years, including preparing today's ceremony, and especially, Moravian's Class of 2006.
A few of you might recall the last time I spoke at commencement my mother sent along some unsolicited advice, as mothers will do.  I'll share just one line again because it's timeless.  She wrote, "Gary, you might remind the graduates of your own mediocre undergraduate record. If you could make something of yourself, surely anyone can and that will give them confidence! Heed my mother's wisdom. 
Before proceeding with some brief observations, I want to acknowledge  that the Class of 2006 has been blessed with a college president who's been a keen and steadfast advocate for unhampered discussion and free inquiry on this campus. I know that perhaps better than most because my presence on the faculty  requires that he demonstrate that commitment on a regular basis. Pres. Rokke, as you retire today -- and I don't make a practice of this -- I salute you.  Now, let me extend one final opportunity  to defend academic freedom.
As a faculty member I watch our freshly tasseled graduates stride across the stage each year and invariably ask myself: Have we satisfied our responsibility to these young  people?
It's my sense that colleges like Moravian are among the few remaining U.S. institutions where human relations aren't mediated through an impoverished bottom line "marketspeak ethos" where everything, including education, has been transformed and reduced to a commodity.  
 We are a fragile sanctuary where students can critically ponder what should be the ends of society as opposed to college impersonators that merely train students in means to serve ends prescribed by others.
We aspire to do what Howard Zinn, the magisterial American historian, describes when he writes that for many people, "There was a moment in our lives (or a month, or a year) when certain facts appeared before us, startled us, and then caused us to question beliefs that were strongly fixed in our consciousness - embedded there by years of family prejudice, orthodox schooling, imbibing of newspapers, radio and television."
 My conceit is that a few of these occasions, these moments of secular grace, have occurred here -- even in a classroom. And that these epiphanies have elongated into a moral clarity that you will draw upon later. It's my fervant hope, more than a firm conviction, that you've internalized three of these revelations:
 First, you're critical thinkers, skeptical citizens. As we said in the 60s, even vegetarians know that sacred cows make the best hamburger. Thanks to your liberal arts education you now possess what the late Neil Postman described as a "built-in crap detector. " You don't accept an idea as authoritative merely because it's  been around a long time, someone important uttered it, or because someone feels it strongly. You submit received opinion to respectful but ruthless analysis. You demand evidence. Indeed, you know that doing anything less would be a sign of disrespect for the idea, for the person asserting it and for yourself. (1) 
 You've read Noam Chomskey and you realize that "...citizens in a democratic society should undertake a course of intellectual self-defense to protect themselves from manipulation and control, and to lay the basis for more meaningful democracy." (2)
 For example, today you recognize the need for a doublespeak glossary to decipher the proliferating thought police euphemisms and oxymorans in circulation. Just a few of the buzzwords providing cover for abuses of official power abroad and the erosion of our democratic principles and civil liberties at home include:
  1) The USA Patriot "Improvement" Act.  Translation: One nation under surveillance. 

  2)  Operation Iraqi Freedom.  Translation: Somehow our oil got under their sand. 

  3) And my favorite environmental catch phrase: Healthy Forests.  My decoder ring says:  No tree left behind. 

While you search for your old copy of George Orwell's prophetic Nineteen Eighty-Four, you refuse to surrender your intellect to fear-mongering.  Starved for someone to speak "truthiness" to power, you cheer on Steven Colbert as a satirical and righteous antitode.Of course, all this  healthy skepticism makes you cantankerous, difficult citizens to govern. But doesn't our democracy desparately need more difficult citizens?
Second, you're cosmopolitan, no longer ethnocentric.  You don't judge other cultures as wanting because they differ from your own.  You've acquired this perspective from many sources: From exposure to our magnificent choir's stirring world  music at Vespers to studying post-colonial literature and religions of India on campus, to gaining an appreciation for ecology in Peru's upper Amazon with Prof. Bevington and observing the European Union up close in Brussels with Prof. Lalande.
You celebrate different cultures but you know that a "traditional culture defense" can't justify crimes against humanity. Of course, Muslims shouldn't be made scapegoats for terrorism and Islamophobia is unconscionable bigotry.  But neither should  misogyny, honor crimes, battered wives, and barbarism be rationalized through a patriarchial rendering  of the Koran or any other text.
Likewise, you're aware that our own society is hardly immune  to religious extremism.  It ranges from the fundamentalist Puritanism complicit in the genocide of indigenous peoples of North America to today's  "theocrat wanabees" in Washington. These guys believe they're reading God's blog each morning. And guess what? It conveniently corresponds to their dreams of global domination.
Third, you're more compassionate. You realize that claims to be neutral in this world usually means siding with the oppressor. As South African Archbishop Desmond Tutu states it, "If you are in a situation where an elephant is sitting on the tail of a mouse and you say, 'Oh no, no, no. I am neutral,' the mouse is not going to appreciate your neutrality." (3)
And when your own government or its proxies trample on human rights, especially then, your sense of compassionate world citizenship easily trumps pious recitations of knee-jerk nationalism. Because you don't suffer from moral amnesia you know that war is terrorism, with a bigger budget. 
You grasp that a cynical Social Darwinist "survival of the fittest" reading of  human nature is routinely invoked to rationalize power and privilege. 
And you're now willing to entertain the proposition that differnt socioeconomic arrangements can offer an auspicious setting for other human capacities to flourish, including empathy, compassion, social solidarity, and dare I suggest...love.  You know, as Erich Fromm asserted, that love is the only rational answer to the problem of human existence. (4)  And you want this loving attitude to flourish because you're internationalists.  You have a special connection to this country but you embrace your sisters and brothers around the globe because your liberal arts education has put you in closer touch with these different members of the same human family. 
Well, have I answered my question about meeting our faculty responsibilities?  To be consistent, I suppose we must await the evidence.  We hope you're more critical, more cosmopolitan, and more compassionate.

Please also understand that committed teachers care about the world, in part, because they care so deeply about you, you who are about to make your own way in that world. 
I began with a few words from my mother and I conclude with a few verses from another senior citizen, Bob Dylan: 

  May you build a ladder to the stars 
  And climb on every rung, 
  May you stay forever young. 
  May your feet always be swift 
  May you have a strong foundation 
  When the the winds of changes shift, 
  May your heart always be joyful, 
  May your song always be sung, 
  May you stay forever young. 

On behalf of your proud teachers, know that we desire long, safe, productive, and passionate lives for you. And know that today you have my deepest gratitude for inviting me to experience my own deeply treasured moment of grace. Thank you.
 (Gary Olson chairs the Political Science Department at Moravian 
 College, Bethlehem, PA. contact:olson@moravian.edu) 
 _____________________ 

1) See Richard Dawkins, A Devil's Chaplain (New York: Houghton-Mifflin, 2003), Chapter 7. 

2) Noam Chomsky, Necessary Illusions: Thought Control in Democratic Societies (Boston: 1989), p.1. 

3) As quoted in Robert Jensen, "The Myth of the Neutral Professional." 
(unpublished paper, n.d.) 

4) Erich Fromm, The Art of Loving (New York: Perennial Library Edition, 1974),p.111. 

93.
 

Nice to see some scepticism.
 

Zogby poll out in US says 50% of people don't believe official story for 911; that your Govt either let it happen or were actually involved. What is the general view there do you think?
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R.
Hi Rob,
93

This was sent to my political discussion group (Astute Circle); we've spoken of it a lot and I'm highly skeptical of my government's collusion in this...also of the Money Masters that are ruining this country...the Rothschilde bank (the Fed) and its Zionist connections (through Lord Balfour). No wonder the U.S. and England are such good friends.

:-)
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pj

93
Hi all,

 

I Heard rumors that the federal reserve passed a policy where they are no-longer required to count money that is put into circulation.  According to this source the government is attempting to stall the effects of its national deficit by inflating the economy.  I did see some proof.  All americans visiting canada or elsewhere are given a special currency coated in red radioactive dye, that can be tracked by satelite.  I checked some of the money in possession of american tourists, and it was red.  One fellow was even able to get a mild reading on a geiger counter.  Apparently China and Europe are in similar situations.  

 

Has anybody have better sources on these economic absurdities.  I know the questionable La Rouche program has been circulating similar claims regarding the U.S. economy.  If there is any validity to such claims we are looking at some real potential problems.
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Ryan

93
Some of these ideas correspond with the Critical theorists, particularly the Frankfurt School.  I have been studying the work of Max Horkheimer, and t. Adorno's critique of instrumental reason, i.e. the bureacratic machine that makes holocausts possible.  

 

But it seems that the only salvation must start with the indiviudal waking up from the collective human egregore, an insane trance or perception of the world that is so often mistaken for 'nature' or empiricism.  In reality this collective reality is just a bunch of 'normalized' ideas, that make certain individuals comfortable.  

 

The problem with this egregore is that it can take any counter idea, even Thelema and turn it into a commodity, thus becoming the middle man for the revolution itself.  That is how christism managed to sneak into the cracks of the original Enlightenment program.  

 

But even 'enlightened' intellectuals such as Horkheimer are rooting their critique in un-articulated and hence un-criticized moral sentiments.  If morals are pluralistic, moral critique simply becomes another organized expression of one's will to power as Nietszche often put it. 

 

Of course I do think some basic human rights can be derived from human phenomenology, thus giving rise to Liber Oz.  But people fear the dark honesty of such solutions.  

 

Russia is getting close to this with their social ethics.  One is expected to spend every last cent to hire a hit man to terminate anyone who practices bad business.  In this sense bad business is becoming extinct in Russia, literally, as my friend Ark joyfully describes it.  
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Ryan

93 PJ,
 

Well I'm sure your group is being monitored as we speak - if it's not you should try harder!

 

I'd recommend a video called "Loose Change" - summarises most of the 911 anomalies and issues - free on net.
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Rob.

Hi Ryan, & 93.
 

Absolutely right - the Fed suddenly decided to get legal backing where it now has no duty to declare how much currency is in circulation. Astounding really - some alarm bells should be going off there. I wouldn't be in the slightest surprised if there were a heavy crash in US or even worldwide - or at least the "West".

 

Do your papers there ask any questions re. this blatent "cooking of the books"?

 

Why has the Fed never been audited?
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R.

Hi Ryan,
93
Yes, this is weird...what is your source?
We've talked about this quite a bit on my private political discussion group, the Astute Circle (which anyone here is welcome to join if they want...let me know).
If you have one of those mp3 download programs, such as emule, look up a program called 'The Money Masters' and download it.  It's a very important program and will show you what 'The Fed' really is.
Paul Thomas turned me on to this...it will blow your mind.
93/93
pj
Hi Ryan,
93
The more you study the politics of Thelema, the more interesting things become.  Remember that Grady McMurtry was an American military officer.  Motta came under heavy political attack from the fascist forces in his country; he writes quite a bit about this.  Suddenly this American military officer shows up and the Caliphate is formed with a lot of Motta's American students defecting to them.
The next thing, Motta is being slandered and libelled on every front.  Today, if you're in the Caliphate and the leadership discovers that you're reading Motta, they'll try to steer you away.  They used to tell me he was a madman and they've done all that they could to squelch his writings.  In the beginning I was naive and trusted these guys.  Then, after they helped my x (a beautiful women they wanted to fuck) hide from the police after looting my apartment, I decided to take a look at his work.  And I saw quite a different story from the one he's told me.
Motta came out against fascist forces, but the Caliphate has been trying to support these forces both here and in Brasil...Motta's native country.  Motta knew that Thelema's main focus was individual Liberty; not the group mind that the Caliphate has now formented.  This is why his philosophical contributions to Thelema are so important; and why I transcribed all his comments to AL, LXV and other documents.
Eventually, Thelemites will begin and they are already beginning to see what they've passed up.  And this is all part of the reason why there's been such a concerted effort by so many Caliphate people to attack me on so many different fronts.
Also, note that Michael Aquino is also a U.S. military intelligence officer.  Why do you think he puts out his twisted ideas?  He's out to make the occult community look like a bunch of raving lunatics...something both the Setians and the Caliphate seem to be quite cooperative on.  Is it no wonder that Thelema-Coast-To-Coast did a broadcast on the Setians (when I stopped listening to these guys)?
There's so much more going on than meets the eye.
93/93
pj
Hi Rob,
93

Yes, I saw this a while back...the scene with the building owner telling people that he made a quick decision to collapse his building was horrifying.  It was a real estate or business decision...bizarre!
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pj

93 PJ,
 

The press is the fed is the bank is etc. Alternative media eg net is taking way more interest than standard rags. Pirates like Murdoch see that and are trying to find ways to access it. The net will probably not be as free as it is now in years to come - I hope I'm wrong of course, but I doubt it. 

 

Murdoch btw is a press owner and is consulted regularly by our woebegone politicians eg Blair before they move to get his papers' approval. An investigative journalist - if there are any left - requested a transcript of their meetings at No 10; was told this was "not in the interest of 'national security'". Freedom of the press - right of information - Right.

 

Bill Hicks: "You are free to do what we tell you".
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R.

Hi Rob,
93

And of course, we're at war...so they feel they have the moral authority to do this.  Watch what Palpatine does in the latest Star Wars movie; the parallels are stunning.
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pj

93
I have also been thinking on the relationship between Thelema and fascism.
Before I even start to analyse these things I would like to point out that the fascist forces of US and Brazil are so well organized, that if there were any whatsoever potent fascist force behind the caliphate we would have noticed. The actions of the caliphate are as we could or should have expected of Murtry, Breeze, Heidrick and co, not more.
I have previously pointed out that no ideology have shown capable of protecting the rights of the individual. Capitalism was the greatest fraud in this respect. The dollar doesnt protect anyone but the owner, and the socio-darwinistic nature of capitalism which 50 years ago were understood as beneficent in that the worker are premiered instead of the lazy, and that it will somehow be a tool of natural selection, and its of no concern because the harm will be done later,  is now obviously gone wild, since later have become now. It is evident that competition lead to a single winner, and the winner will sooner or later take it all.

The connectionpoint between fascism, communism and nazism is their fight for consensus and their brutalism towards the rest.
And herein is the point of interest for looking for connection between Thelema and fascism.
Where do Thelema need consensus and absolute agreement? Thats where Thelema can get fascist and also start executioning and death sentences.
And I see the one and single Law, and Liber OZ as the points.

The lesser points are where organisations demand consensus on following bylaws created for the organisations purposes of action.

Historically the Kings have collaborated with the moral forces, The church and their bishops, for creating such consensus, which could again release the dogs, the hird, the fascists upon the antagonists of the royal reign, and this has also put its mark upon religion which i have noticed in the OTO. 
Sometimes I have felt like a recruiter when somebody have signed an OTO Minerval or a 1st degree application, and it has disturbed me. 
Because there is a blending of spirituality and political interest. It is certainly not in the interest of the spiritual, but the blend is so common, that we have a lot of names and words which expresses this. And its of course Holy crusade and similar.
I dont see the blend as automatically an error, but we must accept that the use of spirituality in terms of warfare has become a type of sorcery, and not a clean and honest spiritual engagement, and the OTO is full of this blend which is expressed in confusing ways. 
But its therfore not strange that the OTO have got a unhealthy current, when these concepts have been so confusingly written into the initiations, that we can conclude that there are parts where spirituality is directly abused.

However, when these things are said, and we see that its possible to separate spirituality from knighthood, is there a innate holyness of the knight, which isnt just deriving from the fact the knight is a human? Of course, its a hero, and thats highly valid spirituality.
The Hero opposes the villain, as Heru opposes Set, or rather Set opposes Heru and gets as deserved.
Crowley didnt make this a major theme of his theology, it was expected to come more as it was part of the third chapter.
I have seen all this in The book of the EM, and the fight between brethren have there played out as the fight between a human and its shadow, and therefore a completely internal project, only serving as a directly spiritual project. I think its very obvious and have never felt much need to shout so loud about it. But the time is ready to turn that internal fight outwardly again, to find ways of making it serve something greater. I will have to do some thinking, but after some more posts and more writing in my book.
93 93
Runar

Hi Runar,
93
I'm not saying that there's some sort of fascist military director who Breeze & Co., Inc. report to.  But don't underestimate the potency of our intelligence community to subtly influence them.  You should have a talk with Rick Miller some time.
Per Capitalism...as Ayn Rand points out, Capitalism is something that hasn't yet been tried.  Adam Smith, a Rosicrucian, did not design Capitalism to cater to corporate interests in the nature of international conglomerates that also infiltrate governments and print money.  The fundamental flaw today and since the 19th century ev, is that the Capitalists in power have considered the human being as a commodity in the equations involved in analyzing market forces.  This has created the alienation that we have in the extreme today.
In this same way, the Caliphate has played a numbers game and not an initiation game.  Their membership is seen as a commodity that provides money for their coffers; not as spiritual beings attempting to flourish in any wholesome manner.  When Breeze publicly declared that he was willing to sacrifice a generation of O.T.O. initiates in order to get the publishing arm of the Caliphate to financial strength, it became obvious to many that the soul was gutted from their program.
We can include other S.O.T.O. groups (and H.O.O.R.) as well as the Temple of Set and especially all the groups connected with Nema in this maelstrom of alienating forces; quantity, not quality is their goal.  As I often refer to them: petty power mongers.  Even such A.'.A.'. lines as the College & Temple of Thelema that start skirting the spirit of the law (sotospeak) as they dance on the letter of the law; indirectly charging for instruction reveal the potency of the psychic hypnosis/brainwashing that our intelligence community is capable of inflicting on certain leaders in the occult community.  Again, talk to Rick Miller.
93/93
pj
Hi PJ and Runar,
\93

Some interesting Points here.  I still have much to learn about the vast history of Thelema, Motta and O.T.O.  From my own experience, an acquiantance of mine actually tired to convince me to join the O.T.O.  This I found disturbing, why would an order want people that need to be bought?  If I were looking for a team of compitent players I would only want people who fully intended to be there.  Even this individual claimed that there were no magickal secrets, and that it was more of a social club for him, and I respect his brutal honesty in this regard.  He seemed too concerned with all the 'Thelema Hotshots' that he knew.  Personally I don't have much time outside my current affairs.  I have even less time to involved in these types of games.  From this I can see how elements of thelema have become mere commodities.  

 

I think, that Crowley kept his philosophy purposely vague, and 'open ended' just like the critical theorists, in order to prevent any ideologies emerging that can be controlled and expropriated by 'instrumental reason'.  Thank the gods, if he hadn't Madona, would claim to be A.'. A.'. 
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Ryan 
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Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
Two thoughts here...on the one hand, Liber AL admonishes us not to prosyletize.  So your 'friends' that were attempting this weren't Thelemites at all and we have yet another example of the Caliphate failing to initiate.
The second thought: I like to think I'm reasonably well-read when it comes to Crowley's philosophy.  And I don't see anything open-ended...I don't see any stone left unturned.  But as you are much more studied in the overall discipline of philosophy, I'd ask you to elaborate on this point.
93/93
pj
Hey PJ,
93

The origal source as per the dept, were some of the La Rouch youth converts handing out flyers near my university.  I don't trust La Rouch (nor anyone else for that matter) but I knew there had to be a majority of accuracy in his information in order for people to take him seriously.  

 

My second source is a new age fraud prophet.  The mouth peice of choronzon himself.  But he was at least able to provide evidence for the claims that I mentioned.  His name is Sean Morton, full of shit about most things, I think he just does alot of economic research and then plagarizes edgar cayce and other famous prophets.  I say him when I was working for an audio company doing the sound tech for one of those new ager christist conferences.  Some interesting speakers, but I have to hold on tight to the magickal sword.  Many well intentioned frauds, duped by the first things they see on the astral plane.
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Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
Considering that there's no other mention of this that I can see in the media, I'm having real trouble taking the word of the two nutcases you list for your sources.  Can anyone do better than this?  Rob, what sources do you have on this?
93/93
pj
Hey Rob and PJ.
93

Again my sources were'nt from the most credible places, thats why I asked if anyone else could confirm.  I might have one of the La Rouche handouts.  Rob do you know of any descent sources on this issue?
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Ryan

93
Hi Ryan and Pj and everybody.

At 00:21 26.05.2006, Ryan Higgins wrote:

Hi PJ and Runar,
\93
Some interesting Points here.  I still have much to learn about the vast history of Thelema, Motta and O.T.O.  From my own experience, an acquiantance of mine actually tired to convince me to join the O.T.O.  This I found disturbing, why would an order want people that need to be bought? 


Bought is actually a very important word to describe the continuation and difference between the OTO and the Masons and Knights of old.
The Knights were bought, and they fought - to the advantage of the Kings wallets which again paid them. 

The OTO have much of the same system, but no real enemy with real estate or other treasures. The purpose of Knighthood as it appears in KEW is to be a missionary and converter to Thelema or a political agent for the same. And thats not a paid job. There is no other serious income. Dues are high in higher degrees, but there are no regular paid offices. The wages of Breeze is deal within the cOTO.  The income from Crowleys books is just a lucky event. But its limited. The cOTO does not deal touch any concrete which could have brought income or jobs to those members who have none.
Thats what Masonry in the first place became a builder in the society, they were masons, and of course buildt their own homes and palaces, and also far more which again filled the coffers and made them a foundation of society. Organized and REAL economy. And the spirituality worked well, as its much easier to keep fed workers happy, than antagonistic intellectuals without sight for food and future.

Today its presumed that, the OTO could have worked well, as all members worked for themselves and then let economy be a personal issue, and then just paid the dues. But today there are some factors working very well.
Work is for workers, and 
Profit is for profiteers.
To run the whole company is what in the end always pays off, and keeping business within community is able to highten the conspirazy level, both internal and external, and its hightens the need for good standing, decency and all classic morals. If it succeeds, the feedback on the religious ideas are enormous. As opposed to the feedback possible to get by just being a good fellow or having some good ideas on theology- within the classic religious modern order.

USA have still not seen its feudal times as Europe have. All over France there are castles still watching over their communities and villages.
Some phenomena are though coming in US, fenced villages with local rules and the corporate village with subsidiced products for the workers. I think there will be more.

Malapropos: bhuddists (I know you like them Ryan) : My flatmate the postbhuddist ( he was inclined to bhuddism and worked for the post thereof the name) eventually came out here a day in our neverending quarrel concerning kitchen hygiene aso with the following heated argument: "Why should he ever relate or react to anything that we did?"
I couldnt take it as a provocation, just as a acne mature to burst. And I think he can burst it on my cousin.



Paul Joseph Rovelli <provelli1@nycap.rr.com> wrote: 

Hi Runar, 

93 

I'm not saying that there's some sort of fascist military director who Breeze & Co., Inc. report to.  

Yes i noticed, but you wrote it so loud between the lines.
93 93
Runar

Hi Runar,

93

I was just thinking of this subject of religion and politics last night, after the situation of Islam and the other major religions and ideologies getting involved in politics and legal issues, and me getting pissed off about their stupid and trivial arguments taking center stage to bigger and more important issues. It's like, where do you draw the line?

And Thelemites being in groups with non-Thelemites, performing rituals and discussing spirituality, esp with those who seem to have an affinity for it - that might seem and feel like recruiting as well (yes, to me too), though it isn't. Maybe it's because we are avoiding doing with Thelema what the Caliphate has done, and keeping religion as a personal matter and not a public one of trying to convert people or convince them to interpret AL in a certain way. And when we get into politics, eventually there will be political correctness to face and if not dealt correctly, this results in hypocrisy from plurality of thought and disagreements. In other words, a lack of unity. 

Not only that, but so as to not bring trouble into one's life by revealing their religion, including by handing out Liber AL to people (we have the internet for that now). Those that are interested, have to express their interest and be firm about it and their desire to go forward. 

Finally, drawing the line of taking responsibility between a religion/philosophy and its adherents. That would encourage more morality and ethics, or at least quarantine the corruption which spreads like disease, to the responsible individual(s) and group(s). It would also keep mountains being made out of molehills.

93 93

Cammy

At 15:42 26.05.2006, Cammy P wrote:

>Hi Runar,

>93

>I was just thinking of this subject of religion and politics last night, after the situation of Islam and the other major religions and ideologies getting involved in politics and legal issues, and me getting pissed off about their stupid and trivial arguments taking center stage to bigger and more important issues. It's like, where do you draw the line?

93 & Hi Cammy

That is the great question, and it has been asked and answered before.

The OTO structure does copy the ancient nation structure in that there is one King, Patriarch under God, and his spiritual forces are pervading the whole in symbiosis. Therefore we see that there is a ideal that there shall be no distinction between spiritual and mundane, and it also makes sense. That would be what elucidates our world or makes it Holy.

But when we have old structures and suddenly notices the great noise of the mechanics within, we simply have to sit down to analyze the organism (Order) and follow the various needs and functions, to see that the spiritual is not abused but used, and that the mundane is enhanced in ways which would be natural, and not hypocritical. Consistency. The careful analysis may result in slight tuning which can correct a lot if not all.

I do think that this was one of the reasons that i also left the caliphate. The sense of mission, which KEW gave, did not feel like anything else than a order of going on an errand to somebody we all knew wasn’t at home. The gap between what we were doing in OTO and the average understanding or inclination towards religion was also so large that I clearly saw; it was no time for that. I do believe that Crowley believed in mass conversion, the numbers of sponsored members which should accompany the proceeding from certain degrees to the next was originally very high. Which points to that also Crowley was thinking even more in numbers than what the caliphate have later.

I dont see anything wrong with being a Thelemic missionary, in so far its based upon the voluntary. Make a stand, a booth or bring the box to Hyde park, sell your books and bang the bell (at times) or whatever. To even want to convert others isn’t bad, but it turns bad immediately as one wants that person to become convinced now or very soon, as it violates the "lust of result" principle. If just dwelling in the Thelemic world and speaking its sense, others will sooner or later understand.

Ok I have to run - I have begun working a little with Gateavisa (Anarchist newspaper) and now I also am to meet some right-wing extremists. The world is confused, I am not.

93 93

Runar

Hey PJ,
93

Well, I did warn you.  Thats why I was asking for verification my self.  Though I do not know much about LaRouch.  I always got a closet fascist vibe from him.  LaRouch Youth/ Hitler youth?  Is he really considered a nutcase?  It wouldn't surprise me.  Its usually nutcases that try to feed off the enthusiasm of naive do-gooder undergrads.  But I did see the marked currency.  It has a light red dye, while the regular U.S. bills do not.  

 

Rob what were you're sources on this issue?  

93/93

Ryan  

93 Ryan,
 

Been away for a few days so late with this.

 

Not really - but La Rouche seems fairly credible to me - more so than the mainstream media at least. He has been on the ball with some things - particularly the Middle East "theatre" (he was being interviewed as the planes hit WTC, and predicted there and then live on radio Osama would be the official "bogey man" before he was rolled out for saturation coverage). Really just Google it - got this for instance?: 

http://moneycentral.msn.com/content/P146592.asp?Printer
 

By definition it's going to be harder to find as not reported. Discriminate between the wacko websites - blogs are idiotic and to be avoided - but there's some good independant financial sites if you can find them.
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Rob.

93.
 

I agree that the O.T.O. system is intertwined with politics - A.C. designed it that way. I agree it's open to problems on many levels e.g. as it is perceived as "recruiting" it descends into primate games - it also has the idea of associating politics with mysticism, which of course has its most success with Nazism. But then they kept the real mysticism private and sold the masses "Volk".

 

But this can be avoided - Albion O.T.O. has done this by changing the initiation rituals themselves. Freemasonic terms (particularly in the lower degrees) are largely redundant and to me have an unnecessary link to the Establishment that Thelema must eventually overcome. It is nonsense to think this can be changed from within as some Caliphate people I know seem to think. People like that are simply bought - and want to be. Also the terms like "soldier" seem irrelevant if not theatrical to me - at this stage certainly. Our Order has subverted the idea of false hierarchy - "position" so-called is earned by putting the emphasis on progress by Work, and Service to the Brethren (both tested) - this simple thought eliminates a lot of nonsense associated with such groupings.

 

Thelema is undemocratic - this does not make it "fascist". It is against the herd - this does not mean it wills their destruction. It seems to say: if you are not prepared to become the King you are, you by default become a slave. The point is - I trust - that such defective people in all spheres of life will at some point be no longer allowed to rule over others falsely - whether Order or Government. How this all pans out is - well, another question! But Thelema will not progress with old formulas of belief in leaders - no thinking person accepts this anymore. Also the self-importance of Orders with miniscule membership is absurd. They should think ahead and beyond themselves. Otherwise they become dupes.

 

Also the "Church" (militant?) - with us the E.G.C. - is seperate from the Albion O.T.O. This is necessary as both have completely different functions. O.T.O. was never meant for the masses. E.G.C. is for devoted types - not necessarily the same types attracted to O.T.O. - and the masses are open to the public, whereas O.T.O. rituals are not. The confusion rests with the Caliphate's mismanagement of 20 years now. Their blending of Bishop with VII' O.T.O. (for example) was merely Breeze's inadequacies and power-grab. This explains their lack of development - as they have not one new idea! If people can't see beyond these defectives that is a lack of spiritual sight on their part. Museums are nice to visit but I wouldn't like to live in them.

 

That the O.T.O. system is not reliant on the Caliphate is evident. That Thelema is not dependant on any outward Order is obvious. But unless those outer Orders adjust to the present Current and times they will assuredly die. I look forward confidently to this being proved right in the near future. "Success is your proof". Until any Order takes all this on board membership will not grow and Thelema will be hamstrung. This implies any blockages must be removed, as they surely will.
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R.

93 PJ,
 

I don't deny such subtle influences - or not so subtle. A person I knew years ago who was involved in small political groups was targetted by the intelligence services here - usual procedure but also in a funny sloppy way e.g. he'd pick up his phone to call a friend and hear his last call played back to him.

 

So? - well it's their job to check out any small group that is outside the mainstream - standard procedure. Occult Orders - whether small or not - should expect such interest. Not paranoia - mere common-sense. As to infiltration - again common - Cf. Minerval degree Oath where Crowley allowed for such intrusions. The Temple of Set with Aquino at the helm seems a classic "honey-trap" i.e. designed and set-up to attract such "strays". Standard procedure.

 

Most Orders are far too small to warrant further surveillance - if it happens you can take it as a compliment - the kind you don't want. It's a healthy game to play at some meetings - try and see who might fit the profile of an agent - low-level ones are surely not too bright.

 

What's that old saying? - "When four people sit down to conspire against the Government, three of them are fools and one's a Govt agent".

 

Incidentally, Liber Oz being brought up constantly as "revolutionary" due to the last verse is to me nonsense - it is no more than the argument of self-defence.
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Fraternally,

 

R.

Hi Ryan, 93.
 

The history of Thelema is the history of man's spiritual development - this just it's latest phase naturally. The history of O.T.O. on the other hand has been obfuscated, confused and generally shat upon by people with a drum to bang (Coto) or others with more contrived motives (Cf. Keonig - talking of "agents"..!
 

The A.'. A.'. does not of course "recruit" in a normal sense - "convert not". The O.T.O. system however does - Crowley encouraged such through the Constitution etc. Question is how? Well, "there are means and means". We need not be slaves to A.C.s ideas the same as anyone else's. I have chosen to use the method - if I may say - of example, for myself and Officers within Albion O.T.O. - if aspirants see that you only see the Work as important, and not the usual side-issues, they will - I think - respect the Work and not a false hierarchy. Good habits are as easy to pick up as bad. This btw works. Also - importantly - as policy we do not indulge in sniping at other Orders publicly (this is the only place I comment as it is private). This method denies the oxygen to fatuous fools and also works. Hopefully all "that remains" is fraternity - for those capable of it. 

 

I would like to ask you to - if I may - consider closely this statement: "It is only a social club". The other mantra of the Caliphate is "We are not a teaching Order" (btw - against the O.T.O. Constitution where it says we teach yoga, magick etc). I have heard these two statements over and over again in my years within the Caliphate, and from those still in it after I resigned. Does this not strike you as a definition of brainwashing? - people of all backgrounds within the Coto mindlessly repeating statements they don't even understand. I see an influence here of Black Brother proportions - and I do not use the term lightly.

 

"A social club" - so why join a magickal Order? "Not a teaching Order" - so why join a magickal Order? Underlying message? - don't practice Magick! Don't get involved. Induce apathy - induce resignation - induce non-thinking. People are easily controlled until they realise and accept they can be controlled. Magick is also unlearning. Crowley used his considerable magickal influence for the good - that's the difference between the Prophet of Thelema, and some of those who claim to represent or disseminate Thelema. As A.C. quoted: "Happy is the movement without a history!"
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R.

93 Ryan et al,
 

That did make me laugh - "full of shit about most things" - not all things then? - I wonder how often that's been said about me? Surely not?

 

Ryan - is your friend a Christian? If so how about give him something else to shout about? I came across an obscure piece by Crowley on the net (long may it be unedited!) where he was addressing what used to be known as, and still is in some quarters, the "Jewish Problem" i.e. their perceived influence and non-integration etc. Well after saying this was due - in essence - to their quest for the lost Soul of their Race, Crowley went on to say they would only reach this salvation when their Messiah arrives. Crowley went on to say this Messiah would be called "Anti-Christ" (by definition really!) and would arise - wait for it - in Israel..!

 

So now you can say to your friend that Aleister Crowley predicted the Anti-Christ would arise and appear in Israel! What do you think? The curious point about this is Crowley made this statement well before the idea of Israel as a country (which is certainly what A.C. meant in the piece) had been mooted. Spooky! I wonder how the concept would go down with the Xtian Fundamentalists there in US? - I think they're confused enough!
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Rob.

 

P.S. Crowley of course pointed out that Anti-Christ was misunderstood as a term, and was necessary to "Christ" for both to work - as a balanced force. But don't tell your friend that.

Hi Rob,
93

For a picture of LaRouche, try:

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lyndon_LaRouche
93/93

pj

Hi Rob,
93

I spoke with a Tibetan Buddhist the other day; a brave man escaping Tibet and subsequently making his fortune in the U.S.  He's not only a misogynist, but someone who argues that religion must be separated from culture.  With the world unconsciously accepting the law of Thelema albeit slowly, we must remember that you can't separate religion from culture; and that includes politics.

The looming world war is the necessary effect of the disassociation inherent in the old aeonic Christist religions.

Also, I spoke with a friend the other evening; he's chasing down a line that shows the compassion of the Tibetan Buddhist is really a ruse for their outer court.  Their agenda is really quite hidden.  And I said but of course; the Dali Lama is trying to get a war engine moving to get back to political power in Tibet.

The moral of the story: Don't listen to what people say, watch what they do and where they go; the feet don't lie.
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pj

Hi Rob,
93

Love the quote!...when four sit to conspire against the government...lol.

Indirectly you address something that's quite important for Thelemites to realize; with 3,000 of us on a planet of 8,000,000,000, all these petty power mongers are imagining mountains as they really live on ant hills.  The exagerated self-importance of all these little order leaders is rationally more stupid than it is even pompous.

So Bill Breeze has a few more ants than Ray Eales, than David Cherubim et al ad nauseum.  I simply say to them all, grow up.
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pj

Hi Rob,
93

Of course, with the non-teaching order propaganda, the Caliphate is really hiding its own lack of understanding and its own inability to communicate and initiate.  It proves that it has no ability to transfer the shakti-pat as it never received it...it only received a piece of paper from Grady McMurtry.  That's why they rely so heavily on legal papers and not mystical tranference.
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pj

93 PJ,
 

How about the Fed itself? - http://www.federalreserve.gov/releases/h6/discm3.htm
 

They say it's not needed - but another view: http://www.investmentu.com/IUEL/2005/20051208.html
Milton Friedman is someone I've been meaning to read more of - but can't comment for now.

 

Wikepedia has it "may cover-up monetary expansion" as another quote: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Money_supply
 

Google some sources yourself: the essence of the idea - not being an economist - seems to be that by not publishing M3 (used for over 40 years) you can eg hide the amount of dollars in circulation easier - thereby propping up your economy with more of the same from the Fed's printing press. In a word - a mighty bubble, bub. I'm sure it's not that simple - but suspicious to hide inflation at a time of rising inflation?

 

I found this statement also:

 

M1, M2, and M3 are measures of the quantity of money, in this case dollars. The measures each include different categories of money. M1 is the most restrictive; M3 is the most inclusive. M3 includes offshore dollar deposits (AKA eurodollars). Petrodollars are just eurodollars held by oil producers. 

There are two definitions for inflation. The one the layman is most familiar with is an increase in prices. Another definition is an increase in the money supply in excess of the real increase in the size of the economy (which tends to raise prices, either of assets such as real estate or of consumer goods). Hyperinflation is just when inflation spirals out of control, like in Germany in the 1920s, when housewives pushed shopping carts full of paper money to the bakery to buy a loaf of bread. 

The idea here is that the Federal Reserve Bank is suppressing the M3 measure of money because they want to conceal sharp changes in the number of dollars held overseas, for example if foreign central banks start dumping their dollar reserves, which they might do as a result of the following developments, among others: 

1) The US economy slides into recession by spring of 2006, the Fed lowers interest rates sharply, and the value of the dollar drops sharply against other currencies (since people are holding dollars mainly because they can get a better interest rate in the US than in most other countries with apparently sound banking systems). 

2) Iran opens its oil bourse, where people can buy and sell gold in euros, and it is such a success that foreign central banks no longer see a need to hold dollars to safeguard their ability to import oil. 

The combination of 1) and 2) would be particularly disastrous for the dollar. 

The result would be sharply rising import prices in the US (sharply rising prices in general) and probably recession. The likely Fed response would be to print money in an attempt to push the US out of recession. This, however, would be likely only to make matters worse and could lead to hyperinflation. 

Or, the Fed foresees recession and plans to print money by buying US government debt (Treasury notes), which would force down interest rates in an effort to get US consumers to take on more debt. This would sustain the consumption of imports and the trade deficit, which would send MORE dollars overseas, dramatically increasing M3. This outcome would also mean inflation, but it would manifest itself mainly in further asset bubbles (a revival of the real estate and stock market bubbles, mainly). 

I believe that this strategy would fail either because consumers will no longer be solvent and able to take on more debt after this winter's shocks to their budgets, or, if enough do remain solvent, because this strategy will boost economic activity in both the US and the many countries that export to the US, which will again push up the price of oil to the point where US consumers are no longer solvent. 

However, the bankers at the Fed seem to be masters of wishful thinking, and they figure that if they can keep the public from knowing about alarming developments in the money supply, they will be able to keep the party going at least long enough for the big players to buy up gold or other real assets, leaving ordinary consumers, and probably countries that rely on the US consumer market (e.g. China), to deal with the wreckage.
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Hi Rob,
93

Your last statement fascinates me.  I have said since the outset of discussion on the war against Iran that the real and ultimate target is China.  The stage is being set up for the final integration of the world into one unified planet and it's going to take one horrific war to get there.  Since money is the key to any war...it looks like the stage is getting that much further set along.
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pj

93
Hi Rob,

 

Thankyou for the link.  It seems that tidbits of 'truth' can be found anywhere, the real problem I think with any source is not really credibility, since all sources are fallable, rather it is the human urge to assume that because someone is right about a couple things they are right in all things.  This is the danger in our media, or scientific institutions.  Because they provide coherent information about many things, we assume that they always tell the truth.  (By 'we' I mean the biped in general)  

 

I found LaRouch to have many insights on affairs,  i.e. his prediction of the current situation with Iran.  But I would not want him as a ruler.  I do not trust many of his other claims.  Just as I distrust everyone else for that matter.  It seems that there is a part of the human that is always trying to project the desired reality of their lower ego onto others.  In this regard, for politics and social contexts in general, I think that pluralism is the best safe guard.  Thus we need 'our nutcases' because in reality we are all nut cases, and when faced by the plurality of perspectives we are given an opportunity to recognize our own partiality, to expand our perspective in the body of Nuit and perhaps become more balanced and sane.  
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Ryan

Hi Ryan,
93
This feeds into the post that I sent to the list last night on Blavatsky.  Getting past the Maya means extending the mind to Universal consciousness.
93/93
pj
Hi Cammy, & 93.
 

I think you can have Orders and Churches without being oppressively hierarchical or overtly political. The one sacrifice you make as inevitable (which can be a real pain) is being known as what you represent - for good or bad. I hadn't thought of the net as being evangelical in that way - as an idea that's why it works - Taoistic - everything flows through it with indifference.

 

But we are not let out so easily I feel. At least A.'. A.'. initiates are bound to "proclaim their membership everywhere" and explain such as they may. In their own way of course. But whichever manifestation I take your view exactly (which isn't often for me with other people!) - "Those that are interested, have to express their interest and be firm about it and their desire to go forward."
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Fraternally,

 

Rob.

Hi Rob
93

 

No, he is no friend of mine.  I saw him when I was working for a media company at one of those 'new age conferences'.  He claims to be a prophet, I looked him up on Ufo watch dog, and it turns out that he is a fraud with interesting tidbits of truth.  I did see the new foreign currency; however, and it is dyed.  

 

I always understood the anti-christ and the christ to be the same entity or phenomenon viewed from two perspectives.  Jesus was the savior in his time, he revolutionized the understanding and brought new gnosis, he was also the anti-christ, since this new gnosis involved the destruction of old paradigms, and social structures.  

 

One could apply this general analysis to Crowley as a Magus, the creation and growth of New gnosis seems to entail the destruction of old models.  This is my understanding of 666 in Sepher Sephiroth which adds up to one of the names of Jesus.  

 

But the fanatical and fundamentalist Christians annoy me so much that it is only poison to talk about it.  Lets just say that if I had some crosses, some nails, and some private land...

there might be a mysterious disappearance of christian fundamentalism.  Hope you  don't mind my Russian humor lol.

 

93/93

 

Ryan

93.
 

Sources given re. M3 stuff - for what it's worth! 

 

La Rouche - I think he's right-wing, but in an old-fashioned way - hence can be confused with old ideas of fascism I suppose. He has been vilified by some US media certainly, but this probably to do with his group's "Unauthorised Biography of Bush (Sr)" (available on net) - wherein he points out the Bush's purported ties to drug-running through the CIA - Cf. also "Dope Inc." Remember Gary Webb's stories about CIA flooding US with crack to finance the Contras?

 

But as said - La Rouche predicted US Govt line re. Bin Laden before anyone else that I'm aware of (live on air as attacks happened). He's an economist of some renown apparently. I think it was also his group who pointed out General Mahmoud Ahmed, the Head of Pakistani Intelligence (ISI) was having breakfast with George Tenet, the then Head of CIA on morning of 911. Nothing strange there  - hmm - except General Ahmed instructed $100,000 was wired to Mohammed Atta, the lead hijacker just before the attacks on your country. I suppose I had better give a source damn quick if you haven't heard this! - this from major paper here Guardian, the writer a former Member of Parliament:

 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/usa/story/0,12271,1266520,00.html
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Hi Rob,
93

The Guardian report further confirms my growing suspicion that the U.S. was innvolved in 911.  It's probably more than about time that Americans start reading foreign new sources.

Per LaRouche, he's marginalized himself with an over-emphasis on all his conspiracy theories and his communist/marxist ideology.  It has removed all his credulity.
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pj

Hey PJ
93

I hesitate, at the title of being more studied in Philosphy.  I am a pigionholed grad. student.  But what I meant by open ended, and maybe thats not the best way to put it, is that I find the so called 'mythical' content of thelema to take on an elastic quality that is not wholly linear, in that no god or concept can be taken as the absolute in exclusion to all others.  Also Crowley does not really come up with an in-accessible metaphysics, that is even his notions of the star, gods, etc.  are all experientially accessible.  And in Liber O he warns about metaphysical assumptions in this regard.  But you could say that he puts together an elastic and phenomenological metaphyisics; But this is very different from say Locke or Descartes.  But best of all is his morality, a critque could ask 'where is his morality?'  again he is unique in that it is up to the individual's particular orientation within history to intelligently formulate his or here course.  He doesn't try to rationalize the particulars like so many other intelligent morons.  It is the general, reducing friction within one's own nature, while mitigating one's interference with the course of other stars. 

 

You are right to say that Crowley does define his philosophical point of view; it is complete, and encompassing, but its elastic nature, its refusal to designate a finite particular as metaphisica and thus hypostatized foundation, and the room for individual experiment, make it open ended in so far as it cannot be easily simplified into a dogma and then used to dominate the masses the way positivism, christianity, buddhism, or any-other foundational ideology.  

 

to further support my expression: Crowley's perspective acknowledges its historical contingency; it does not claim to be a perspective beyond history, thus it allows developement, and self reflexive critique, which the black lodge eschews.  His philosophical stance seems to be more a self reflexive and thus finite expression of nature occuring within history.  

 

Positivism, however, in essence hypostatizes nature, even human nature into something fixed and mechanical.  Ontological and Epistemic existense is assigned only to perceptions that can be turned into numeric singularities, subject to human manipulation.  These are only abstractions of reality, fragments that are intrumental for power and self preservation. However, by limiting understanding to these mere abstractions, all other forms of human experience, such as values, morality, existential meaning, and gnosis become labeled fantasy, non-reality.  This stuff is easily bought and sold to the masses and used by the christist egregore to make them in to the slaves that they now are.

 

93/93

 

Ryan

93
 

From http://www.islam101.com/women/hijabfaq.html :

Q. Why is Islamic dress becoming an issue for personnel managers and 
supervisors? 

A: The Muslim community in American is growing rapidly. Growth factors 
include conversions to Islam, immigration from Muslim countries and high 
birth rates for Muslim families. As the community grows, more Muslim 
women will enter the work force. In many cases, these women wish both to 
work and to maintain their religious convictions. It should be possible 
to fulfill both goals. 

Q. What issues do Muslim women face in the workplace? 

A: Muslim women report that the issue of attire comes up most often in 
the initial interview for a job. Some interviewers will ask if the 
prospective employee plans to wear the scarf to work. Others may 
inappropriately inquire about religious practices or beliefs. Sometimes 
the prospective employee, feeling pressure to earn a living, will take 
off the scarf for the interview and then put it on when hired for the 
job. Modest dress should not be equated with incompetence. 

Other issues include unwanted touching or pulling on scarves by other 
employees, verbal harassment or subtle ostracism and denial of 
promotion. Many Muslims also object to being pressured to attend 
celebrations of other religious traditions or to attend 
employer-sponsored celebrations at which alcohol is served. 

Q. What can an employer reasonably require of a woman wearing hijab? 

A: An employer can ask that an employee's attire not pose a danger to 
that employee or to others. For example, a Muslim woman who wears her 
head scarf so that loose ends are exposed should not be operating a 
drill press or similar machinery. That employee could be asked to 
arrange her hijab so that the loose ends are tucked in. An employer can 
ask that the hijab be neat and clean and in a color that does not clash 
with a company uniform. 

Q. What are the legal precedents on this issue? 

A: Many cases have demonstrated an employee's legal right to reasonable 
accommodation in matters of faith. Examples: 1) The failure of other 
Muslim employees to wear headscarves is legally irrelevant. The employee 
need only show sincerely-held religious beliefs. (E.E.O.C. v. Reads, 
Inc., 1991) 2) There are no health or safety concerns at issue. (Cf. 
E.E.O.C. Dec. No. 82-1, 1982, also E.E.O.C. Dec. No. 81-20, 1981) 3) 
Companies cannot give effect to private biases. In other words, just 
because an employer believes customers will be prejudiced against a 
woman in a scarf, that does not mean the employee can be fired. (Palmer 
v. Sidoti, 1984, also Cf. Sprogis v. United Air Lines, Inc., 1971) 4) An 
employer must demonstrate "undue hardship" caused by the wearing of 
religious attire. (TWA v. Hardison, 1977) Hardships recognized by the 
courts include cost to the employer or effect on co-workers. 5) Dress 
codes can have disproportionate impact on certain faiths. (E.E.O.C. Dec. 
No. 71-2620, 1971, also E.E.O.C. Dec. No. 71-779, 1970) 

© 1998 CAIR. All Rights Reserved.
 

From http://www.aicongress.org/policy/articles/Courant1.htm :

Although some women fear wearing a hijab in America, my experience has been just the opposite: People are respectful and understanding. On Oct. 8, I showed up at work and discovered many female colleagues -- all non-Muslims -- wearing the hijab as a sign of sisterly solidarity, an act repeated by American women across the country. It was a special day for America.
I ask my Muslim friends to imagine the reverse scenario. If Americans had hijacked planes and crashed them into Mecca, would the Muslim world have ever shown such sympathy? My friends cannot help but agree that the response we have encountered here is extraordinary.
Now American Muslim women must respond in kind. We have come to America seeking safety and freedom, and rightly demanded equal respect and equal rights as citizens. Although American democracy has welcomed and accommodated Islam, the Muslim world continues to regard America with suspicion. And for too long, we silently tolerated this one-way embrace.
Whether we wear hijab or not, American Muslims face a barrier of our own creation. We have not done enough to denounce Islamic hate speech and defend pluralism around the world. The Muslim world and the American public must hear our voices. As Americans, we must work to ensure that respect for individual rights and tolerance are rooted within all parts of our community. We are all human beings first, then citizens with our own personal beliefs.
Women have not had a significant voice in the American Muslim community. Although we cannot be imams, we should be community leaders. In any case, we are mothers, raising a new generation of American-born Muslims. We must educate our children not to judge people by the clothes they wear or their religious identity, but by how they behave.
American Muslims have a personal interest in strengthening and defending our country's values of tolerance and civil rights, under which we have thrived. So much is at stake, for us and for our country. Because when and if our daughters choose to wear the hijab in public, they should do so in an America that recognizes Muslim women as its proudest freedom fighters.

93 Ryan,
 

But the fanatical and fundamentalist Christians annoy me so much that it is only poison to talk about it.  Lets just say that if I had some crosses, some nails, and some private land...
 

Don't do it! What you trying to do - turn them on? There's many a Southern preacher would pay good bucks for something like that. Pain is pleasure. Sweet Lord!
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Rob.

It's true, there is depression and despair among the Hasidic immigrants. But how do they get to be depressed? Their cultural communities are isolated in the ghettos. Ironically, we allow them to practice their religion and follow their own social and dietary laws, which prevent them from integrating into society and getting out of the ghettos. On the other hand, civil rights against religious discrimination allow Muslim women to wear hijab in the American workplace.
93

Cammy

 

Constitution - Bill of Rights - Amendment I

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the government for a redress of grievances. 

We also allow the Amish and Muslims to have non-photo ids:
survey of state laws on driver's license photos - December 21, 2004 04:17 PM

Follow-up on Sultana Freeman case - June 10, 2004 01:30 PM

Amish refuse to do photo ID - April 3, 2004 10:42 PM

judge rules against Freeman - June 6, 2003 02:19 PM

miscellaneous updates on Freeman case - May 28, 2003 03:28 PM

Supreme Court says it doesn't matter if driving is a privilege not a right, and other notes - May 25, 2003 02:46 PM

the current state of the law in regard to non-photo driver's licenses - May 25, 2003 02:44 PM

on religious exercise issues, it doesn't matter if she's the only one that believes that - May 25, 2003 02:41 PM

legal issues related to driver's licenses, showing ID, etc - May 25, 2003 02:37 PM

wearing niqab in a driver's license photo? - May 25, 2003 02:15 PM
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Cammy

Islam put on trial in terrorism cases
 

Al-Timimi, who is now waiting for his appeal to be heard and is serving his sentence in isolation at the Alexandria City Detention Center, was convicted by a jury that included no Muslims and whose members had no prior knowledge or understanding of Islamic tenets. Jurors were unfamiliar with the full meaning of Islamic terms, such as the word "jihad," used repeatedly by the prosecution during the trial to underline al-Timimi's religious zeal.

"For a growing number of legal scholars and Islamic community leaders concerned about American courts discriminating against Muslims, al-Timimi's case is a harbinger of how Muslim believers are becoming the target of a new emerging kind of civil rights discrimination," says Jess Ghannam, former president of the Arab-American Anti-Defamation League in San Francisco.

 

The Crime of Being a Muslim Charity (Re: US Patriot Act)

93

Cammy

http://www.spitfirelist.com/f500.html
 

excerpts:
 

This interview highlights the work of investigator, social worker and ex-cop Allan Duncan and publisher/author Sander Hicks. Setting forth the story of counter-terror sting “Operation Diamondback,” the program presents the stunning forecast of the 9/11 attacks recorded by the FBI in 1999. Apparent Pakistani intelligence agent R.G. Abbas (while attempting to procure weaponry for Al Qaeda and the Taliban) disclosed that the World Trade Center towers were “coming down.” Stingman Randy Glass was “wearing a wire” and Abbas’ statement was recorded! Nonetheless, few news media have reported this. After reviewing information about Homeland Security Chief Michael Chertoff and his connections to Bin Laden collaborator Dr. Magdy El-Amir, the program presents Randy Glass’ assertion that Abbas and his associates Diaa Moshen and Mohamed (Mike) Malik were interested in procuring nuclear weaponry for Al Qaeda. Glass reported his information about the impending attack on the World Trade Center to Florida Senator Robert Graham in July of 2001. When Glass relayed his information to the State Department in the summer of 2001, a top aide to Colin Powell disclosed that it was known that a plan was afoot to fly airplanes into the World Trade Center, but that Glass couldn’t discuss it.
 
“ ‘Dateline’ used Glass in a follow-up piece five months later, but still failed to mention the crucial details about Abbas. I was eager to get Randy Glass on INN World Report and go where ‘Dateline’ and Sy Hersh feared to tread. R.G. Abbas and the ISI had their paw prints all over 9/11. The Times of India and French News Agency AFP had reported that the head of ISI, General Mahmood, wired $100,000 to Mohamed Atta, through Saed Sheikh, right before 9/11. But no U.S. media outlet ever reported this. It was common knowledge that the ISI and the CIA have been in bed together since Afghanistan’s Mujahideen/Soviet civil war. (As we’ll see in a subsequent chapter, Pakistani intrigue and intelligence created the Bank of Credit and Commerce International, which partnered with the CIA to create a $20 billion empire of corruption and covert ops.)”
 

Apparent ISI operative R.G. Abbas (who forecast the destruction of the WTC towers) brought Pakistani nuclear scientific personnel into the attempt to obtain material for a nuclear device. The Pakistani scientist was described as an associate of Mr. Khan, the focal point of the much-publicized international nuclear smuggling ring. “SANDER HICKS: So, which of these three guys had links to ISI? RANDY GLASS: Mohamed Malik and Abbas. Abbas was a high-ranking ISI official. SANDER HICKS: Okay. So this led you to some inside knowledge about 9/11, correct? RANDY GLASS: Oh, absolutely. SANDER HICKS: What was your inside knowledge? RANDY GLASS: Okay, the investigation continued on, okay? And Abbas brought—sent—he went back to Pakistan. He and Mohamed Malik got on a plane and flew back to Pakistan. Malik came back. Abbas sent other operatives from the ISI including one of their nuclear scientists, associate of their main nuclear scientist, Khan. He sent back one of his associates to inspect weapons-grade plutonium to make sure that it was weapons-grade plutonium and nuclear triggers. As well as other sophisticated weapons systems. 9/11 was supposed to be a nuclear attack.” 
 

  Pakistan’s status as an ally in the “war on terror” (!) led to the State Department’s sanitizing of any mention of Pakistan or of the fact that the terrorists Glass had targeted were seeking nukes. “A little later, I interrupted Glass and threw him a curveball to see what he’d say—‘When Dick Stoltz on ‘Dateline’ says stuff like, ‘Well, gee, we really thought that FBI or CIA would take over this case.’ Is it possible that the reason that the CIA didn’t take over this case is because the CIA has been working with Pakistani intelligence?’ Glass replied, ‘Of course. That was the whole thing. . . .the State Department was the vehicle that was used to shut down the case. . . So when I called the State Department—because I knew they were the ones who ordered the case shut down. . .The State Department orders the complaint sanitized, and Barbarini [another ATF agent who worked with Glass] is all pissed off because he’s the guy given the job to rewrite the complaint and if you look—it’s a public record, you can get if off the internet—and if you look, you’ll see there’s no mention of Pakistan. There’s no mention of us showing them plutonium. There’s no mention that incriminates Pakistan. I mean, Pakistan is not in there one time. And these were all Pakistani people who were here.” 
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The Pakistan connection 

There is evidence of foreign intelligence backing for the 9/11 hijackers. Why is the US government so keen to cover it up? 

Michael Meacher 
Thursday July 22, 2004
The Guardian 
Omar Sheikh, a British-born Islamist militant, is waiting to be hanged in Pakistan for a murder he almost certainly didn't commit - of the Wall Street Journal reporter Daniel Pearl in 2002. Both the US government and Pearl's wife have since acknowledged that Sheikh was not responsible. Yet the Pakistani government is refusing to try other suspects newly implicated in Pearl's kidnap and murder for fear the evidence they produce in court might acquit Sheikh and reveal too much.

 

Significantly, Sheikh is also the man who, on the instructions of General Mahmoud Ahmed, the then head of Pakistan's Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI), wired $100,000 before the 9/11 attacks to Mohammed Atta, the lead hijacker. It is extraordinary that neither Ahmed nor Sheikh have been charged and brought to trial on this count. Why not? 

Ahmed, the paymaster for the hijackers, was actually in Washington on 9/11, and had a series of pre-9/11 top-level meetings in the White House, the Pentagon, the national security council, and with George Tenet, then head of the CIA, and Marc Grossman, the under-secretary of state for political affairs. When Ahmed was exposed by the Wall Street Journal as having sent the money to the hijackers, he was forced to "retire" by President Pervez Musharraf. Why hasn't the US demanded that he be questioned and tried in court? 

Another person who must know a great deal about what led up to 9/11 is Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, allegedly arrested in Rawalpindi on March 1 2003. A joint Senate-House intelligence select committee inquiry in July 2003 stated: "KSM appears to be one of Bin Laden's most trusted lieutenants and was active in recruiting people to travel outside Afghanistan, including to the US, on behalf of Bin Laden." According to the report, the clear implication was that they would be engaged in planning terrorist-related activities. 

The report was sent from the CIA to the FBI, but neither agency apparently recognised the significance of a Bin Laden lieutenant sending terrorists to the US and asking them to establish contacts with colleagues already there. Yet the New York Times has since noted that "American officials said that KSM, once al-Qaida's top operational commander, personally executed Daniel Pearl .. but he was unlikely to be accused of the crime in an American criminal court because of the risk of divulging classified information". Indeed, he may never be brought to trial. 

A fourth witness is Sibel Edmonds. She is a 33-year-old Turkish-American former FBI translator of intelligence, fluent in Farsi, the language spoken mainly in Iran and Afghanistan, who had top-secret security clearance. She tried to blow the whistle on the cover-up of intelligence that names some of the culprits who orchestrated the 9/11 attacks, but is now under two gagging orders that forbid her from testifying in court or mentioning the names of the people or the countries involved. She has been quoted as saying: "My translations of the 9/11 intercepts included [terrorist] money laundering, detailed and date-specific information ... if they were to do real investigations, we would see several significant high-level criminal prosecutions in this country [the US] ... and believe me, they will do everything to cover this up". 

Furthermore, the trial in the US of Zacharias Moussaoui (allegedly the 20th hijacker) is in danger of collapse apparently because of "the CIA's reluctance to allow key lieutenants of Osama bin Laden to testify at the trial". Two of the alleged conspirators have already been set free in Germany for the same reason. 

The FBI, illegally, continues to refuse the to release of their agent Robert Wright's 500-page manuscript Fatal Betrayals of the Intelligence Mission, and has even refused to turn the manuscript over to Senator Shelby, vice-chairman of the joint intelligence committee charged with investigating America's 9/11 intelligence failures. And the US government still refuses to declassify 28 secret pages of a recent report on 9/11. 

It has been rumoured that Pearl was especially interested in any role played by the US in training or backing the ISI. Daniel Ellsberg, the former US defence department whistleblower who has accompanied Edmonds in court, has stated: "It seems to me quite plausible that Pakistan was quite involved in this ... To say Pakistan is, to me, to say CIA because ... it's hard to say that the ISI knew something that the CIA had no knowledge of." Ahmed's close relations with the CIA would seem to confirm this. For years the CIA used the ISI as a conduit to pump billions of dollars into militant Islamist groups in Afghanistan, both before and after the Soviet invasion of 1979. 

W ith CIA backing, the ISI has developed, since the early 1980s, into a parallel structure, a state within a state, with staff and informers estimated by some at 150,000. It wields enormous power over all aspects of government. The case of Ahmed confirms that parts of the ISI directly supported and financed al-Qaida, and it has long been established that the ISI has acted as go-between in intelligence operations on behalf of the CIA. 

Senator Bob Graham, chairman of the Senate select committee on intelligence, has said: "I think there is very compelling evidence that at least some of the terrorists were assisted, not just in financing ... by a sovereign foreign government." In that context, Horst Ehmke, former coordinator of the West German secret services, observed: "Terrorists could not have carried out such an operation with four hijacked planes without the support of a secret service." 

That might give meaning to the reaction on 9/11 of Richard Clarke, the White House counter-terrorism chief, when he saw the passenger lists later on the day itself: "I was stunned ... that there were al-Qaida operatives on board using names that the FBI knew were al-Qaida." It was just that, as Dale Watson, head of counter-terrorism at the FBI told him, the "CIA forgot to tell us about them". 

· Michael Meacher is Labour MP for Oldham West and Royton. He was environment minister 1997-2003 

massonm@parliament.uk
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Yep, anyone who's read up on any of this will recognise some of it - there are a lot of accounts from insiders that apparently the NY attack was originally supposed to be a "mini-nuclear" device - suitcase bomb - to go off in downtown Manhattan. Think of the minds that think this is ok to "further policy" - fairly deranged. 
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R.

93
As you mention muslim charity, I have been wondering why muslim countries and then in particular the Saudis are not more involed in charity. Pj also asked this question after the asian earthquake. It may be we just are too little informed on their activities.
Also I have noticed that palestinian refugees, which there are so many of, are not easily integrated in neighbour countries, they remain often in refugee camps in Lebanon. Also since Hamas came to power, the euro flow suddenly stopped, and we have noticed a certain frenzy about that. Doesnt the Saudi support Palestininas economically? Have you seen anything about these themes?
93 93
Runar

Granville Savidge <vavvavsix@yahoo.com> wrote:
93

They should have no right and every freedom loving American should tear the fuckin hiJab off these Ignporant women with a high jab their face!!!

93/93

lol...I don't agree with it either, it's favouritism. I think religious and cultural symbols are ok at school and outside the home but not in the workplace with a dress code, it's distracting and the hijab is definitely not Western or American whether culture-wise or in terms of economics/consumerism. Religious freedom and tolerance has gone too far in this respect. At least there won't be a Muslim woman running for Congress - she'll want to wear her hijab for that. Since when should race, sex and sexuality, which one is born as, be equated with religion which is (essentially) a choice? I think either everyone should wear their symbols or not at all. Seriously, these women would be harming themselves if they weren't allowed to wear it outside and stayed home - and blame us!
I am not happy with how we have to suck up to Muslims, even as a pretense (an employer doesn't have to reveal the reasons for not hiring). It seems hypocritical to me.

93

Cammy

Responding to Runar

All I know so far is that Pakistanis have been making weapons in remote villages, and Saudis hire foreign labor while they sit on their asses in the office. Pakistanis happen to be among those contractor workers, but they live in horrible conditions (not so different than in their own country, eh?) and there are reports of the workers being abused and kept in the country. They also make up the drivers for both men and women (and the women don't drive) and Saudi Arabia has the highest number of car accidents in the world. Arabs and Pakistanis don't like each other at all, if they are in association it's to get something - the Arabs from the Pakis. So there's a chance they could use them in jihad and suicide bombings. Lots of both are inbred anyway.
93
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	Sept. 11's Smoking Gun: The Many Faces of Saeed Sheikh



	
	

	
	  
	By Paul Thompson 

If you read just one thing at this website, please read this essay. Don’t mind the length and complexity. Saeed Sheikh’s story is not just mildly interesting. Understanding the history of this young man may not only explain many mysteries of 9/11, including solid evidence of foreign government involvement in the attacks, but may also reveal if nuclear war in the near future is likely. No kidding. Please read! Note that this was first written in September 2002 but has been thoroughly overhauled based on exposure to additional evidence. Also, click to find more details about Saeed Sheikh and his boss Mahmood Ahmed.
 

[image: image1]A young Saeed Sheikh.

The ISI: “The Invisible Government”
As the London Times has put it, Saeed Sheikh “is no ordinary terrorist but a man who has connections that reach high into Pakistan’s military and intelligence elite and into the innermost circles of Osama Bin Laden and the al-Qaeda organization.” [London Times, 4/21/02] To understand why Saeed is so important in understanding 9/11, it is necessary to first understand the Pakistan’s intelligence agency, the Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI). The ISI plays a much more significant role in the Pakistani government than do its counterparts in other countries. Time Magazine has noted, “Even by the shadowy standards of spy agencies, the ISI is notorious. It is commonly branded ‘a state within the state,’ or Pakistan’s ‘invisible government.’” [Time, 5/6/02] The ISI grew into its present form during the war between the Soviet Union and mujaheddin guerrillas in Afghanistan in the 1980s. The CIA thought the Afghan war could be Russia’s own costly Vietnam War, and they funneled billions to the mujaheddin resistance to keep them a thorn in Russia’s side. The strategy worked: Soviet soldiers withdrew from Afghanistan in 1989, and the Soviet Union collapsed two years later, partly due to the costs of the war. [Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, 9/23/01]

 

But the costs to keep the mujaheddin fighting were staggering, with estimates ranging between $6 billion and $40 billion. [New York Times, 8/24/98, Nation, 2/15/99] While a substantial portion of this amount came from the CIA and the Saudi Arabian government, who were both funneling the money through the ISI, much of the cost was deferred by Afghanistan’s opium trade. The Sydney Morning Herald notes, “Opium cultivation and heroin production in Pakistan’s northern tribal belt and adjoining Afghanistan were a vital offshoot of the ISI-CIA cooperation. It succeeded in turning some of the Soviet troops into addicts. Heroin sales in Europe and the US, carried out through an elaborate web of deception, transport networks, couriers and payoffs, offset the cost of the decade-long war in Afghanistan.” [Sydney Morning Herald, 9/27/01] Afghan opium production ballooned from 250 tons in 1982 at the start of the war to 2,000 tons in 1991 just after its end. The Minneapolis Star Tribune observed, “If their local allies were involved in narcotics trafficking”—the ISI and their allies in Afghanistan—“it didn’t trouble CIA.” [Star Tribune, 9/30/01]

 

Although the Afghan war has ended, the ISI has continued to profit from opium. In 1999, the United Nations Drug Control Programme estimated that the ISI was making around $2.5 billion annually from the sale of illegal drugs. [Times of India, 11/29/99] The drug trade helped unite the ISI and Osama bin Laden, who was said to have taken a 15% cut of the Afghan drug trade money in exchange for protecting smugglers and laundering their profits. [Star Tribune, 9/30/01]

 

By 1994, the Taliban, a group of Muslim radicals studying in Pakistan, began conquering Afghanistan. The Taliban had been recruited by the ISI and molded into a fanatical force that conquered Afghanistan’s capital by 1996. CNN reported, “The Taliban are widely alleged to be the creation of Pakistan’s military intelligence [the ISI]. Experts say that explains the Taliban’s swift military successes.” [CNN, 10/5/96] This support continued. For instance, in early 2001, a leading US expert on South Asia claimed that the Taliban were still “on the payroll of the ISI.” [Times of India, 3/7/01] The ISI didn’t create the Taliban simply for strategic reasons; they shared the Taliban’s extreme radical vision. As the Wall Street Journal remarked in November 2001, “Despite their clean chins and pressed uniforms, the ISI men are as deeply fundamentalist as any bearded fanatic; the ISI created the Taliban as their own instrument and still supports it.” [Asia Times, 11/15/01]

 

Saeed’s Background 

Saeed Sheikh would eventually become deeply involved in the world of the ISI, as well as al-Qaeda. But initially he seemed an unlikely candidate for a career in espionage and terrorism. He was born in Britain with the name Ahmed Omar Saeed Sheikh, the son of a wealthy Pakistani clothing manufacturer. He grew up in London, a brilliant student attending the best private schools. He studied mathematics and statistics at the London School of Economics. While still at school, he started a successful shares and equities business and also was a chess champion, world class arm wrestler, and martial arts expert—a rare combination of physical and mental prowess. [Rediff, 2/6/02, South Asian Outlook, 3/02]

 

His life took a turn when he volunteered for charity work in Bosnia in late 1992. The Bosnian war was raging, and he saw atrocities committed by Serbians on Bosnian Muslims. He returned to Britain a committed Muslim radical. Because of his impressive abilities in economics and mathematics, as well as fluency in English and complete understanding of Western society, he was a very valuable asset to any terrorist group. [ABC News, 2/7/02]

 

In 1993 he emerged in Pakistan as a member of a militant group fighting for the liberation of Kashmir from India. Pakistan has been fighting India for years over control of Kashmir, and it appears Saeed was put on the ISI payroll around this time, to help the Pakistani cause in Kashmir. [ABC News, 2/7/02] In 1994, Saeed began training at a training camp in Afghanistan. He soon was teaching the classes. [Los Angeles Times, 2/9/02] He developed close ties with al-Qaeda while training there. By the end of the year he was known as Osama bin Laden’s “favored son” or “my special son.” [London Times, 8/21/02, Vanity Fair, 8/02]

 

[image: image2]Saeed in an Indian hospital shortly after being arrested in 1994. He was shot while being captured. [Indian Express]

Prison and Escape 

Saeed Sheikh was arrested in India in 1994 while on a kidnapping mission designed to trade Western tourists for Kashmiri separatists. [ABC News, 2/7/02] The ISI paid his legal fees, but he was nonetheless sentenced to a long prison term in an Indian jail. [Washington Post, 5/3/02] While in prison, his natural abilities soon allowed him to become the leader of the jail’s large Muslim population. By his own admission, he “lived practically like a Mafia don.” [London Times, 8/21/02] It has been claimed that in 1999, British intelligence secretly offered Saeed an amnesty and the ability to “live in London a free man” if he would reveal his links to al-Qaeda. He apparently refused. [Daily Mail, 7/16/02, London Times, 7/16/02] Even more curiously, the Pittsburgh Tribune-Review suggested in March 2002, “There are many in Musharraf’s government who believe that Saeed Sheikh’s power comes not from the ISI, but from his connections with our own CIA. The theory is that ... Saeed Sheikh was bought and paid for.” [Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02]

 

In December 1999, terrorists hijacked an Indian Airlines aircraft and flew it to Kandahar, Afghanistan. After an eight-day standoff, the 155 hostages were released in exchange for Saeed and two other three Pakistani terrorists held by India. [BBC, 12/31/99] He must have been already highly valued by al-Qaeda, because the hijacking appears to have been largely funded and carried out by them. [CNN, 6/13/02, New York Times, 12/6/01] Saeed stayed at a Kandahar guesthouse for several days, conferring with Taliban leader Mullah Muhammad Omar and Osama bin Laden. An ISI colonel then escorted him to a safe house in Pakistan. [Vanity Fair, 8/02] 

 

[image: image3]The hijackers leave the Indian Airlines plane, under Taliban supervision. They were given 8 hours to leave the country. [BBC]

Saeed Keeps Busy
In his roughly two years of freedom before 9/11, Saeed was a very busy terrorist. According to Newsweek, once in Pakistan, Saeed “lived openly—and opulently—in a wealthy Lahore neighborhood. US sources say he did little to hide his connections to terrorist organizations, and even attended swanky parties attended by senior Pakistani government officials.” The US government inferred that he was a “protected asset” of the ISI. [Newsweek, 3/13/02] In fact, his house was given to him by the ISI. [Vanity Fair, 8/02] Even more remarkably, the media reported that Saeed was freely able to return to Britain [Press Trust of India, 1/3/00], just as if he had accepted Britain’s secret amnesty offer. He visited his parents in Britain in 2000 and again in early 2001. [Vanity Fair, 8/02, BBC, 7/16/02, Telegraph, 7/16/02] The British citizens kidnapped by Saeed in 1994 called the government’s decision not to try him a “disgrace” and “scandalous.” [Press Trust of India, 1/3/00] 

 

It as been reported that Saeed helped train the hijackers. [Telegraph, 9/30/01] Presumably this happened in Afghanistan, where he trained others and where he traveled regularly. [New York Times, 2/25/02, National Post, 2/26/02, Guardian, 7/16/02, India Today, 2/25/02] He also reportedly helped devise a secure, encrypted Web-based communications system for al-Qaeda. “His future in the network seemed limitless; there was even talk of one day succeeding bin Laden.” [Vanity Fair, 8/02, Telegraph, 7/16/02] 

But at the same time, much of his time was spent working with the ISI. He worked with Ijaz Shah, a former ISI official in charge of handling two terrorist groups, Lieutenant-General Mohammad Aziz Khan, also a former deputy chief of the ISI in charge of relations with Jaish-e-Mohammad, and Brigadier Abdullah, a former ISI officer. He was well known to other senior ISI officers. [National Post, 2/26/02, Guardian, 7/16/02, India Today, 2/25/02] How much of his work with al-Qaeda was done on the orders of the ISI is not known. 

 

Saeed’s 9/11 Role is First Revealed
By now, the al-Qaeda 9/11 plot was in motion. Someone in the United Arab Emirates (UAE), using an alias, periodically wired money to and from hijackers Mohamed Atta and Marwan Alshehhi between June 2000 and the day before 9/11. [MSNBC, 12/11/01] The identity of this person has been a highly disputed subject. On September 23, 2001, it was first reported that authorities were now (finally) looking for Saeed Sheikh, though it wasn’t explained why. [London Times, 9/23/01] The next day, it was reported that the 9/11 “paymaster” had been found, using the alias “Mustafa Ahmed.” [Newsweek, 9/24/01] On October 1, 2001, the Guardian reported, “The man at the center of the financial web is believed to be Sheikh Saeed, also known as Mustafa Mohamed Ahmad,” but it wasn’t immediately clear who this person was. [Guardian, 10/1/01] On October 6, CNN revealed that “US investigators now believe Sheik Syed, using the alias Mustafa Muhammad Ahmad, sent more than $100,000 from Pakistan to Mohamed Atta.” More importantly, CNN confirmed that this was in fact the same Saeed Sheikh who had been released from an Indian prison in 1999. [CNN, 10/6/01]

 

Enter Lt. Gen. Mahmood and the ISI
[image: image4]President Musharraf shakes hands with ISI Director Lt. Gen. Mahmood. [AFP]

On October 7, 2001, Pakistani President Musharraf fired Lt. Gen. Mahmood Ahmed, the head of the ISI. The next day, some newspapers, mostly in India but also in Pakistan, shockingly said he was fired for his role in the 9/11 attacks. [Press Trust of India, 10/8/01] For instance, a Pakistani newspaper stated, “Lt. Gen. Mahmood Ahmed has been replaced after the FBI investigators established credible links between him and Umar Sheikh, one of the three militants released in exchange for passengers of the hijacked Indian Airlines plane in 1999... Informed sources said there were enough indications with the US intelligence agencies that it was at Gen. Mahmood’s instruction that Sheikh had transferred 100,000 US dollars into the account of Mohammed Atta...” [Dawn, 10/9/01] Indian newspapers claimed that Indian intelligence had been instrumental in helping to establish the connection. [Times of India, 10/9/01, India Today, 10/15/01, Agence France-Presse, 10/10/01, Daily Excelsior, 10/18/01] Yet this explosive story was barely mentioned in the West. [Australian, 10/10/01, AFP, 10/10/01] In the US, surprisingly, the only mention was in a one short piece in the Wall Street Journal, mentioning that, “The US authorities ... confirm[ed] the fact that $100,000 [was] wired to WTC hijacker Mohammed Atta from Pakistan by Ahmad Umar Sheikh at the insistence of General Mahmood.” [Wall Street Journal, 10/10/01] Most other Western accounts simply explained Mahmood was fired for being too close to the Taliban. [London Times, 10/9/01, Guardian, 10/9/01]

 

If true, the story would strongly suggest that the ISI played a very large role in the 9/11 attacks. Why the silence on such an important story? One might credit skepticism that the story was merely Indian propaganda. But a larger pattern, detailed below, suggests there is something more to the media’s attitude: a strong reluctance to print any evidence suggesting Pakistan was behind the 9/11 attacks. 

Mahmood’s sudden and complete disappearance also seems curious. He is reportedly living under “virtual house arrest” [Asia Times, 1/5/02], and has refused to speak to reporters since being fired. [AP, 2/21/02] Other former ISI Directors living in Pakistan seemingly even more supportive of the Taliban continue to be very vocal (such as Lt. Gen. Hamid Gul, for instance [New Yorker, 12/3/01]), and numerous other ISI officers have supported the Taliban in seeming defiance of Musharraf’s wishes and not faced house arrest. [Guardian, 5/25/02]

 

Distractions Away From Saeed
Not only did Mahmood suddenly become persona non grata, but so did Saeed Sheikh, now that he was implicated in Mahmood’s story. He was again mentioned as the 9/11 paymaster the day before the Mahmood story broke [CNN, 10/8/01], and then suddenly, all mention of him ceased (with one exception [CNN, 10/28/01]). Since then, the FBI has put forth a variety of alternates for the identity of the person in the 9/11 paymaster role. The story is too complicated to greatly detail here, but the FBI and media have variously filled Saeed Sheikh’s shoes with an Egyptian named Shaykh Saiid [Sydney Morning Herald, 9/28/01, New York Times, 10/15/01, Los Angeles Times, 10/20/01], a Saudi named Sa’d Al-Sharif, said to be bin Laden’s brother-in-law [Newsweek, 11/11/01, AP, 12/18/01], a Kenyan named Sheik Sayyid el Masry [CNN, 10/16/01, Trial Transcript, 2/20/01, Trial Transcript, 2/21/01], a Mustafa Ahmed al-Hawsawi or al-Hisawi (suggesting no alias was used) [MSNBC, 12/11/01, Wall Street Journal, 6/17/02], a Shaikh Saiid al-Sharif [AP, 6/4/02], an Ali Abdul Aziz Ali (for some of the money transfers) [Congressional Intelligence Committee, 9/26/02], and so on. Most recently, the FBI said the most well-known candidate, Shaikh Saiid al-Sharif, doesn’t actually exist, but is probably a composite of Mustafa Ahmed Al-Hisawi, Shaikh Saiid al-Masri, and Saad al-Sharif. [AP, 12/26/02] Newsweek, in describing yet another name variation, Mustafa Ahmad Adin Al-Husawi, says the person “remains almost a total mystery,” and no one is sure of his name or even if he is one person. [Newsweek, 9/4/02] (Note that Saeed appears to be a master of disguise, as can be seen by the bewildering number of names he is referred to in the media: Sheik Syed, Ahmad Umar Sheikh, Umar Sheikh, Sheik Omar Saeed, Omar Saiid Sheikh, Sheikh Omar, etc... He opened bank accounts using many of his name variations, or even completely unrelated names. [The News, 2/13/02])

 

While the FBI and media have been putting forth a series of names sounding remarkably similar to Saeed Sheikh or the aliases he used, they have been ignoring or forgetting solid evidence that links Saeed Sheikh to the funding of 9/11. To do so would mean confronting Saeed’s ISI ties, and the possibility that he was acting on orders from Mahmood, or even President Musharraf.

 

[image: image5]Aftab Ansari. [Press Trust of India]

Saeed, Working With Underworld Figures, Gives Money to Mohamed Atta 

During the five years Saeed spent in an Indian prison, he developed friendships with some very unsavory people. One such person was Aftab Ansari. Ansari is an Indian gangster who was released on bail near the end of 1999 and then skipped the country. [India Today, 2/25/02] Saeed additionally met a prisoner named Asif Raza Khan, also released in 1999. [Rediff, 11/17/01] Ansari moved to Dubai, United Arab Emirates (UAE), and began expanding his Indian-based criminal network with Asif Raza Khan and others. [Los Angeles Times, 1/23/02] By early 2001, they had organized a kidnapping network. They would kidnap rich Indian businessmen and use the money to fund other illegal activities. [India Today, 2/14/02, Times of India, 2/14/02] Mutual friend Saeed, drawing on his previous terrorist training expertise, provided training and weapons to the kidnappers in return for a percentage of the profits. [Frontline, 2/2/02, India Today, 2/25/02] Ansari’s criminal underground network would also assist the ISI in conducting terrorist attacks inside India. [Press Trust of India, 5/13/02]

 

In late July 2001, a wealthy Indian shoe manufacturer was kidnapped in Calcutta, India. In early August, his ransom was paid to Ansari’s group, and the victim was let go. Ansari gave about $100,000 of the approximately $830,000 in ransom money to Saeed, who sent it to hijacker Mohamed Atta. [Los Angeles Times, 1/23/02, Independent, 1/24/02] A series of recovered e-mails shows the money was sent just after August 11, 2001. [India Today, 2/14/02, Times of India, 2/14/02] 

 

Note that this $100,000 is the same amount ISI Director Mahmood supposedly told Saeed to send to Atta. The timing of Mahmood’s order isn’t known, however. It may refer to this early August 2001 transaction, or it could refer to a separate approximately $100,000 sent to Atta from Dubai, UAE between June and September 2000. [MSNBC, 12/11/01, Newsweek, 12/2/01] There were probably other transactions, since it is believed the hijackers spent between $500,000—$600,000 in the US. At least $325,000 came from the person using the alias “Mustafa Ahmed” and variants on that name. [New York Times, 7/10/02] The lack of banking regulations in the UAE and the secrecy of the Middle Eastern “hawala” money transfer system has apparently kept details of these other money transfers unknown. [Los Angeles Times, 1/20/02] But it stands to reason that Saeed wouldn’t have sent only one money transfer on orders of Mahmood and the rest on his own initiative. Presumably, Saeed used Ansari’s money because it would leave even less of a paper trail than money from a legitimate banking account.

 

The FBI has reported that many of the hijackers passed through Dubai and met with the 9/11 paymaster. They would be given Visa credit cards, travelers checks, and help in opening bank accounts. [Washington Post, 12/13/01, MSNBC, 12/11/01, Congressional Intelligence Committee, 9/26/02, London Times, 12/1/01, Congressional Intelligence Committee, 9/26/02] This further suggests that the paymaster was Saeed, since he was making frequent trips to Dubai at this time. [Guardian, 2/9/02]

 

Pakistan’s Support of Terrorism
[image: image6]Maulana Masood Azhar.

Why would Pakistan’s secret service openly back someone like Saeed? Pakistan’s population is only a fraction of their arch-rival, India, and in a conventional war they likely would fare badly. Several wars have been fought between the two countries over the disputed territory of Kashmir. Because Pakistan’s army cannot compete with India’s in Kashmir, it has resorted to guerrilla attacks using radical Muslim terrorists to make up for their lack of numbers. The ISI directs the terrorist groups fighting in Kashmir, but tries to maintain a certain level of distance and plausible deniability. [New York Times, 10/29/01]

 

It is usually maintained that the terror groups fighting in Kashmir have nothing to do with other terrorist groups fighting other enemies of Islam around the world. However, this distinction does not exist in reality. For instance, terrorist leader Maulana Masood Azhar was freed with al-Qaeda help in the same 1999 airplane hijacking swap that freed Saeed. Azhar quickly returned to Pakistan in January 2000, but didn’t face arrest. Instead, a few days after being freed, he told a cheering Pakistani crowd of 10,000 supporters, “I have come here because this is my duty to tell you that Muslims should not rest in peace until we have destroyed America and India.” [AP, 1/5/00] He then toured Pakistan for weeks under the protection of the ISI. [Vanity Fair, 8/02] Saeed had grown close to Azhar in Indian prison. In early 2000, Saeed and the ISI helped Azhar form a new terrorist group called Jaish-e-Mohammad, and soon Azhar was behind more terrorist acts, mostly in Kashmir. [Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02, Guardian, 7/16/02, Washington Post, 2/8/03] Jaish-e-Mohammad worked with the ISI, Saeed and Ansari in their numerous attacks. For instance, shortly after the October 2001 Kashmir bombing, Indian intelligence claims that Pakistani President Musharraf was given a recording of a phone call between Jaish-e-Mohammad leader Maulana Masood Azhar and ISI Director Mahmood in which Azhar reported the bombing is a “success.” [UPI, 10/10/01, Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02] In early January 2002, the FBI was interested in questioning Azhar, and a Pakistani official stated that, “The Americans are aware Azhar met bin Laden often, and are convinced he can give important information about bin Laden’s present whereabouts and even the September 11 attacks.” [Gulf News, 1/5/02] 

 

The ISI, mainly through these proxy terrorist groups, has deep ties to al-Qaeda. In 1993, the same Azhar helped al-Qaeda train and fund Somali warlord forces so they could kill US soldiers stationed in Somalia. These attacks forced the US to withdraw from that country. [PBS Frontline, 10/3/02, Los Angeles Times, 2/25/02] For years, the ISI has had Kashmiri terrorist groups like Jaish-e-Mohammad train in the same Afghanistan training camps used by bin Laden. [New York Times, 10/29/01, Time, 5/6/02] In fact, in August 1998 when Clinton launched missiles to kill bin Laden in one of his training camps, the missiles accidentally killed five ISI officers and some twenty of their trainees. [Observer, 8/23/98, New Yorker, 1/24/00] 

 

Protecting bin Laden
The Pakistani government not only assisted al-Qaeda, they were instrumental in keeping bin Laden alive. It has been widely rumored that bin Laden suffers severe medical problems. On July 2, 2001, an Indian newspaper reported that “bin Laden, who suffers from renal deficiency, has been periodically undergoing dialysis in a Peshawar military hospital with the knowledge and approval of the Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI), if not of [Pakistani President] Musharraf himself.” [SARPA, 7/2/01] The highly respected intelligence newsletter, Jane’s Intelligence Digest, later reported the same story, and came close to confirming it: “None of [these details] will be unfamiliar to US intelligence operatives who have been compiling extensive reports on these alleged activities.” [Jane’s Intelligence Digest, 9/20/01] CBS later reported bin Laden had emergency medical care in Pakistan the day before September 11. He was spirited into a military hospital in Rawalpindi for kidney dialysis treatment. Pakistani military forces guarded him. They also moved out all the regular staff in the urology department and sent in a secret team to replace them. [CBS News, 01/28/02] The Jane’s article added, “It is becoming clear that both the Taliban and al-Qaeda would have found it difficult to have continued functioning—including the latter group’s terrorist activities—without substantial aid and support from [Pakistan].” [Jane’s Intelligence Digest, 9/20/01]

 

Without a doubt, bin Laden’s safe haven in Afghanistan would not have existed without the ISI. Two days before 9/11, the Taliban preemptively took out their main enemy is anticipation of a post-9/11 backlash. [St. Petersburg Times, 9/9/02] Two men posing as journalists assassinated Northern Alliance leader General Ahmed Shah Massoud, the one opposition leader with broad popular support in Afghanistan.[BBC, 9/10/01, BBC, 9/10/01] His assassins had ties to both al-Qaeda and the ISI. [Radio Free Europe, 9/10/01, Newsday, 9/15/01, Reuters, 10/4/01] The Taliban’s army had been massing for an attack against the Northern Alliance for weeks, but didn’t attack until hours after Massoud’s assassination. A large portion of this force was actually made of Pakistani soldiers. [Time, 8/4/02] When the US attacked Afghanistan after 9/11, the ISI secretly supported the Taliban with military advisors and weapon shipments, despite promising the US not to. [Telegraph, 10/10/01, Knight Ridder, 11/3/01, New York Times, 12/8/01, UPI, 11/1/01, Time, 5/6/02] A anonymous Western diplomat later stated, “We did not fully understand the significance of Pakistan’s role in propping up the Taliban until their guys withdrew and things went to hell fast for the Talibs.” [New York Times, 12/8/01] But why this would not be understood is a mystery. In June 2001, UPI reporters noted, “Despite Pakistan’s official denials, Taliban is entirely dependent on Pakistani aid. This was verified on the ground by UPI. Everything from bottled water to oil, gasoline and aviation fuel, and from telephone equipment to military supplies, comes from Pakistan.” [UPI, 6/14/01]

 

A Curious Visit
The relationship between the US and the ISI is hard to fathom. On September 4, 2001, ISI Director Mahmood Ahmed arrived in Washington, D.C. On September 10, a Pakistani newspaper reported on the visit, saying that it had “triggered speculation about the agenda of his mysterious meetings at the Pentagon and National Security Council” as well as meetings with CIA Director George Tenet, unspecified officials at the White House and the Pentagon, and his “most important meeting” with Marc Grossman, US Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs. The article suggested that “of course, Osama bin Laden” was the focus of some discussions. Prophetically, the article added, “What added interest to his visit is the history of such visits. Last time [his] predecessor was here, the domestic [Pakistani] politics turned topsy-turvy within days. That this is not the first visit by Mahmood in the last three months shows the urgency of the ongoing parleys.” [Karachi News, 9/10/01] In May 2001, both CIA Director George Tenet and Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage had visited South Asia. It’s not known if they met with Mahmood or anyone else in the ISI, but according to credible news reports, Tenet had “unusually long” consultations with President Musharraf.  It is also worth noting that Armitage is known for his “large circle of friends in the Pakistani military and ISI” [SAPRA, 5/22/01] as well as his connections to the Iran-Contra affair.

 

[image: image7]Bob Graham [CNN, 2/23/02], John Kyl [Arizona Daily Star, 9/13/01], and Porter Goss. [CNN, 6/9/99] What were they discussing with Lt. Gen. Mahmood?

Of course everyone knows that politics did turn very “topsy-turvy” one day after the Karachi News article on September 10. But what many don’t know is that on the morning of September 11, Lt. Gen. Mahmood was at a breakfast meeting at the Capitol with the chairmen of the House and Senate Intelligence Committees, Senator Bob Graham (D) and Representative Porter Goss (R). The meeting was said to have lasted at least until the second plane hit the World Trade Center. Goss is a self-admitted 10-year veteran of the CIA’s clandestine operations wing. [Washington Post, 5/18/02] Goss and Graham were later the heads of the joint House-Senate investigation into the September 11 attacks, and Goss in particular made headlines for saying there was no “smoking gun” indicating that the government had sufficient foreknowledge to prevent the September 11 attacks. [Washington Post, 7/11/02] Also present at the meeting were Senator John Kyl (R) and the Pakistani ambassador to the US, Maleeha Lodhi (note that all or virtually all of the people in this meeting also met Lt. Gen. Mahmood in Pakistan a few weeks earlier [Salon, 9/14/01]). Senator Graham later said of the meeting: “We were talking about terrorism, specifically terrorism generated from Afghanistan,” and the New York Times mentioned that bin Laden was specifically being discussed. [Vero Beach Press Journal, 9/12/01, Salon, 9/14/01, New York Times, 6/3/02] The fact that these people were meeting at the time of the attacks is a strange coincidence at the very least, not to mention the topic of their conversation!

 

On September 12 and 13, Lt. Gen. Mahmood met with Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage, Senator Joseph Biden, the Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and Secretary of State Colin Powell. An agreement on Pakistan’s collaboration in the new “war on terror” was negotiated between Mahmood and Armitage. [Miami Herald, 9/16/01] All these meetings coordinated Pakistan’s response to September 11. [New York Times, 9/13/01, Reuters, 9/13/01, Associated Press, 9/13/01] Isn’t it strange that the terms of Pakistan’s commitment to fight al-Qaeda were negotiated with the man who may have given orders to send $100,000 to the September 11 hijackers? 

What would happen if Saeed told all that he knew?

 

[image: image8]This picture of Saeed was taken in November 2001. He parties with government officials while they pretend they don’t know his location. [AP]

Saeed Still Lives Openly in Pakistan
In the days right before September 11, a flurry of money transfers occurred between the 9/11 paymaster in the UAE—presumably Saeed—and the hijackers. Between September 6 and 10, $26,315 was wired from the hijackers back to the UAE—leftover money from the September 11 plot. [MSNBC, 12/11/01, Guardian, 10/1/01] On September 11, in the hours before the attacks, the paymaster transferred $40,871 from his UAE bank accounts to his Visa card, and caught a plane flight from the UAE to Pakistan. There are records of him making six ATM withdrawals in Karachi on September 13, and then his trail goes cold. [MSNBC, 12/11/01] Saeed later claims to have met with Osama bin Laden in Afghanistan a few days after September 11 (but has said nothing about a 9/11 role). [Washington Post, 2/18/02, London Times, 2/25/02]

 

Saeed then continued to live openly in his ISI house in Lahore, Pakistan. He was “frequently seen” at local parties hosted by government leaders and “made no secret” of his whereabouts. In January 2002, he celebrated the birth of his baby at a party he hosted in the city. [USA Today, 2/25/02] It has been suggested that after September 11 he acted as a “go-between” for bin Laden and the ISI, which makes perfect sense given his involvement in both groups. [Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02]  Furthermore, “It is believed he helped produce bin Laden’s latest taped interview” in early 2002. [Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02]

 

[image: image9]A terrorist lies dead near the entrance to the Indian parliament building. [R. V. Moorthy]

Meanwhile, the partnership between Saeed and the ISI on one hand and Ansari and his Indian criminal underground on the other, continued to prove profitable and productive. On October 1, 2001, a suicide truck-bomb attack on the provincial parliamentary assembly in Indian-controlled Kashmir killed 36 people. On December 13, 2001, the Indian Parliament building in New Delhi was attacked by terrorists. Fourteen people, including the five attackers, were killed. On January 22, 2002, a crowd of mostly unarmed Indian police near the US Information Service building in Calcutta, India, were attacked by gunmen; four policemen were killed and 21 people injured. It appears that Saeed and Ansari were behind all of these attacks. [Vanity Fair, 8/02, Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02] Ansari even called from Dubai to take credit for the Calcutta attack. [Telegraph, 1/24/02] Jaish-e-Mohammad, Maulana Masood Azhar’s group, is also involved in these attacks. [Vanity Fair, 8/02] 

 

Slow Justice
As previously mentioned, it was first reported that authorities were looking for Saeed on September 23, 2001. In fact, it appears British intelligence began asking for legal assistance in catching Saeed Sheikh sometime during August 2001. It isn’t clear if they were finally starting to punish him for his 1994 kidnapping of Britons, or if this was spurred by some new activity. [London Times, 4/21/02, Vanity Fair, 8/02] Saeed’s role in 9/11 began to be reported in late September and early October, but an Indian magazine would note, “Curiously, there seems to have been little international pressure on Pakistan to hand him over.” [Frontline, 10/6/01]

 

The strange slowness in catching Saeed continued. In November 2001, a US grand jury finally secretly indicted Saeed Sheikh for his kidnapping of a US citizen seven years earlier. [Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02] The US later claimed it began asking Pakistan for help in finding Saeed in late November 2001. [AP, 2/26/02, Newsweek, 3/13/02] However, it took until January 9, 2002 for Wendy Chamberlin, the US ambassador to Pakistan, to officially ask the Pakistani government for help in arresting and extraditing Saeed. [AP, 2/24/02, CNN, 2/24/02, Los Angeles Times, 2/25/02] Saeed was still seen partying with Pakistani government officials well into January 2002. The Los Angeles Times later noted that Saeed “moved about Pakistan without apparent impediments from authorities” into February. [Los Angeles Times, 2/13/02] The London Times said, “It is inconceivable that the Pakistani authorities did not know where he was” before then. [London Times, 4/21/02] It took the events relating to Daniel Pearl for Pakistan to finally “discover” Saeed’s location.

 

[image: image10]Wall Street Journal reporter Daniel Pearl. 

Enter Daniel Pearl ... and Robert Mueller
The ever-busy Saeed meanwhile was taking part in another kidnapping. The target was Wall Street Journal reporter Daniel Pearl. Pearl had become fascinated in a number of stories involving the ISI. On December 24, 2001, he reported about ties between the ISI and a Pakistani organization that was working on giving bin Laden nuclear secrets before 9/11. A few days later, he reported that Jaish-e-Mohammad still had its office running and bank accounts working, even after President Musharraf claimed to have banned the group. [Vanity Fair, 8/02, Guardian, 7/16/02] He began investigating links between shoe bomber Richard Reid and Pakistani militants connected to the ISI [Washington Post, 2/23/02], investigating Dawood Ibrahim, a powerful terrorist and gangster protected by the ISI [Newsweek, 2/4/02, Vanity Fair, 8/02], and may also have been investigating the US training and backing of the ISI. [Gulf News, 3/25/02] Former CIA agent Robert Baer later claimed he was working with Pearl on investigating 9/11 mastermind Khalid Shaikh Mohammed. [UPI, 9/30/02] It is later suggested that Mohammed masterminded Reid’s shoe bomb attempt and has connections to both Pakistani gangsters and the ISI, so some of these explanations could fit together. [UPI, 9/30/02, Asia Times, 10/30/02, CNN, 1/30/03] Kidnapper Saeed later said of Pearl, “because of his hyperactivity he caught our interest.” [The News, 2/15/02]

 

The attempt to lure Pearl into a position where he could be kidnapped began on January 11, 2002. [Vanity Fair, 8/02, Wall Street Journal, 1/23/03] On January 22, FBI Director Robert Mueller visited India, and was told by Indian investigators that Saeed Sheikh sent ransom money to hijacker Mohamed Atta in the US. This story now broke into the press, even being reported some in the US and Britain. [Los Angeles Times, 1/23/02, Independent, 2/24/02, AFP, 1/27/02, Telegraph, 1/27/02] On January 23, Saeed helped kidnap reporter Daniel Pearl. Also on January 23, Saeed’s criminal partner Aftab Ansari was placed under surveillance in Dubai, UAE. The next day, Mueller went to Pakistan and discussed Saeed at a previously scheduled meeting with President Musharraf. Apparently Saeed’s role in Pearl’s kidnapping was not yet known. [AP, 2/24/02] Mueller then flew to Dubai on his way back to the US to pressure the government there to arrest Ansari and deport him to India. Ansari was arrested on February 5 and deported four days later. [AP, 2/10/02, Frontline, 2/16/02, India Today, 2/25/02]

 

[image: image11]Aftab Ansari in handcuffs.

Pakistani President Musharraf must have decided that Saeed knew too much, and needed to die before he could be extradited to the US. Around January 31, 2002, Daniel Pearl was murdered by his kidnappers. Police investigators say “there were at least eight to 10 people present on the scene,” and at least 15 who participated in his kidnapping and murder. “Despite issuing a series of political demands shortly after Pearl’s abduction four weeks ago, it now seems clear that the kidnappers planned to kill Pearl all along.” [Washington Post, 2/23/02] Musharraf even brazenly stated, “Perhaps Daniel Pearl was over-intrusive. A mediaperson should be aware of the dangers of getting into dangerous areas. Unfortunately, he got over-involved.” [Hindu, 3/8/02] in “intelligence games.” [Washington Post, 5/3/02] At the same time he could eliminate the overly-nosy Pearl, Musharraf could punish Saeed for the deed to make sure he would keep quiet about the ISI’s connections to 9/11. 

The timing of Mueller’s visits certainly is curious. After months of doing little to catch Saeed, suddenly Mueller is traveling all over Asia and both Saeed and Ansari are arrested within days? Did Mueller act with Musharraf to silence Saeed so the Indian reports of Saeed’s involvement in 9/11 could be quashed? As shown below, the US government has acted as if this was the case ever since.

 

The Net Closes
[image: image12]Daniel Pearl before he was killed.

To capture Saeed, it appears the police simply rounded up all of his family members and likely threatened to kill or harm them unless Saeed gave himself up. [AP, 2/9/02, Karachi News, 2/13/02] On February 5, Saeed turned himself in, not to the police, but to his ISI boss Ijaz Shah. [Boston Globe, 2/7/02, Vanity Fair, 8/02] For the next week, Saeed and the ISI worked “out a deal for how little he would say about the ISI’s support for terrorist groups in Kashmir and Pakistan in exchange for not being extradited to the United States. Neither the Pakistani police nor the US Embassy nor the FBI who were in Islamabad investigating the kidnapping were informed that Saeed was being ‘held’ by the ISI during this period.” [Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02] During this time, President Musharraf was traveling in the US. Reporter Seymour Hersh claims Musharraf knew Saeed was being held by the ISI, but publicly claimed ignorance. [NOW with Bill Moyers, 2/21/03]

 

“The deal done, a brazen Saeed Sheikh gave himself up to police, telling them of Pearl’s capture but misleading them on every possible fact—including his ISI linkage.” [Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02] When asked by the FBI about his connection to the ISI, Saeed replied, “I will not discuss this subject... I do not want my family to be killed.” He cryptically added, “I know people in the government and they know me and my work.” [Newsweek, 3/13/02, Vanity Fair, 8/02] He did admit to his ties to Ansari, just as Ansari later admitted his ties to Saeed and the ISI, but both refused to discuss 9/11. [Washington Post, 2/18/02, Deutsche Presse-Agentur, 2/11/02, Press Trust of India, 5/13/02]

 

Saeed’s surrender was made public on February 13. [Newsweek, 3/11/02] He then confessed to the murder of Daniel Pearl. Yet, as Newsweek put it, he remained, “confident, even cocky.” He told his interrogators that he was “sure” he wouldn’t be extradited to the US and said he wouldn’t serve more than “three or four years” in a Pakistan prison. [Newsweek, 3/13/02] Several others were also arrested for their part in Pearl’s murder. Like Saeed, most had ties to both the ISI and al-Qaeda. [Washington Post, 2/23/02, London Times, 2/25/02] One even boasted of having once flown bin Laden’s personal airplane.  [PakNews, 2/11/02] 

 

[image: image13]Saeed in handcuffs in Karachi on March 2, 2002. [AP]

Double Cross
But Saeed and the others were tricked. Musharraf had no intention to extradite Saeed to the US. The US Ambassador to Pakistan even reported that Musharraf privately said, “I’d rather hang him myself” than extradite him. [Washington Post, 3/28/02] He was simply too risky to keep him alive; his connections to both the ISI and the September 11 hijackers were too obvious. As the Washington Post put it, “The [ISI] is a house of horrors waiting to break open. Saeed has tales to tell.” [Washington Post, 3/28/02] So the prosecution sought the death sentence for Saeed, not a light sentence. Saeed withdrew his confession. On April 5, in an article titled, “A Certain Outcome for Pearl Trial: Death Sentences Expected, Despite Lack of Evidence,” NBC reported, “Some in Pakistan’s government also are very concerned about what Saeed might say in court. His organization and other militant groups here have ties to Pakistan’s secret intelligence agency [the ISI]. There are concerns he could try to implicate that government agency in the Pearl case, or other questionable dealings that could be at the very least embarrassing, or worse.” [MSNBC, 4/5/02]

 

On March 3, US Secretary of State Colin Powell ruled out any links between “elements of the ISI” and the murderers of reporter Daniel Pearl. [Dawn, 3/3/02] The Guardian was a rare voice in calling Powell on this obvious lie. They called Powell’s comment “shocking,” given the overwhelming evidence that the main suspect, Saeed Sheikh, worked for the ISI: “If he was extradited to Washington and decided to talk, the entire story would unravel. His family are fearful. They think he might be tried by a summary court and executed to prevent the identity of his confederates being revealed.” [Guardian, 4/5/02] A week before Powell’s comment, even Powell’s colleague Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld “acknowledged reports that Omar Sheikh may have been an ‘asset’” for the ISI. [London Times, 2/25/02]

 

Collective Amnesia
Given all of the above, one might think that the story of Daniel Pearl’s murderer’s ties to both the ISI and the 9/11 hijackers would be the subject of front page headlines. But, outside of India and Pakistan, the media generally reacted like Colin Powell. Most media accounts failed to mention Saeed’s ties to the ISI, al-Qaeda or 9/11. But even stranger were the accounts that reported on one of Saeed’s roles but not the others, as if Saeed’s different roles were done by completely different people. In the next several months, at least 12 US or British articles mentioned Saeed’s links to al-Qaeda [ABC News, 2/7/02, Boston Globe, 2/7/02, AP, 2/24/02, Los Angeles Times, 3/15/02], including his financing of 9/11 [New York Daily News, 2/7/02, CNN, 2/8/02, AP, 2/9/02, Guardian, 2/9/02, Independent, 2/10/02, Time, 2/10/02, New York Post, 2/10/02, Evening Standard, 2/12/02, Los Angeles Times, 2/13/02, New York Post, 2/22/02, Sunday Herald, 2/24/02, USA Today, 3/8/02], and at least 16 articles mentioned his links to the ISI. [Cox News, 2/21/02, Observer, 2/24/02, Telegraph, 2/24/02, Newsweek, 2/25/02, New York Times, 2/25/02, USA Today, 2/25/02, National Post, 2/26/02, Boston Globe, 2/28/02, Newsweek, 3/11/02, Newsweek, 3/13/02, Guardian, 4/5/02, MSNBC, 4/5/02] But only three articles considered that Saeed could have been connected to both groups at the same time [London Times, 2/25/02, London Times, 4/21/02, Pittsburgh Tribune-Review, 3/3/02], and only one of these mentioned he could be involved in the ISI, al-Qaeda and financing 9/11 all at the same time. [London Times, 4/21/02]

 

[image: image14]2,000 paramilitary troops surround the courthouse in Hyderabad where Saeed’s verdict is read. [MSNBC, 7/15/02]

The Trial
Efforts to eliminate Saeed and forget the past moved forward. In late February, Time reported that the second highest Taliban official in US custody, Mullah Haji Abdul Samat Khaksar, had been waiting for months to be interviewed by the CIA. Even two weeks after Time informed US officials that he wanted to talk, no one had bothered to give him a proper interview. Time noted that “he claims to have information about al-Qaeda links to the ISI.” [Time, 2/25/02] In March, the editor of an important Pakistani newspaper had to flee the country after being threatened by the ISI. His paper had reported on connections between Saeed, the ISI, and the recent attacks on the Indian parliament in Delhi and Kashmir. [The News, 2/18/02, Washington Post, 3/10/02, London Times, 4/21/02, Guardian, 7/16/02]

 

Saeed’s trial began in April. It was decided by a secret “anti-terrorism” court known for its handpicked judges, [MSNBC, 4/5/02] and took place in a bunker underneath a prison.  Furthermore, no reporters were allowed to attend. “Fear lay heavily over the court,” reported one paper. [Independent, 7/16/02] The venue had to change three times because of bomb threats and security concerns. [BBC, 5/7/02, BBC, 7/16/02] The trial judge also changed three times. The trial, by law, had to finish within seven days, yet it took over three months. [BBC, 7/16/02] “Forensic scientists initially refused to attend the exhumation of the court” for fear they would be murdered. Saeed himself threatened the judge: “I will see whether who wants to kill me will kill me first, or get himself killed.” [Independent, 7/16/02] The key witness was supposedly a taxi driver, but turned out to be a head constable policeman. Immediately after the trial, the government announced new suspects and new evidence that contradicted the Saeed verdict. [Guardian, 7/18/02] One of the new suspects was said by Pakistani police and intelligence officials to be the true mastermind of Pearl’s murder (Saeed’s role was luring in Pearl). But the “arrests were made when the trial was already in its final stage and the official confirmation of these crucial arrests would have completely derailed the prosecution’s case,” a senior police official said. [Washington Post, 7/15/02] When the verdict came down on July 15, Saeed, as the supposed “mastermind,” of course was sentenced to death, and three others were given life in prison. [AP, 7/15/02] Saeed has appealed the decision but a second trial has yet to begin. [AP, 8/18/02]

 

[image: image15]Saeed: “The Americans should have realized by now that whatever happened on 11 September, they deserved that.” [BBC, 7/5/02]

Reaction
The American and British governments approved the verdicts. [BBC, 7/15/02] Said White House spokesman Ari Fleischer, “The Bush administration welcomes Pakistan’s verdict in this matter... Daniel Pearl was brutally executed, and Pakistan’s ... court system has now ruled. This is a further example of Pakistan showing leadership in the war against terror.” [Wall Street Journal, 7/15/02] In fact, “the government’s case rest[ed] heavily on technical FBI evidence.” [AP, 7/1/02] On May 16, Pearl’s body was found and identified, but the FBI didn’t officially release the DNA results because official confirmation of the body would have meant a new trial. [Independent, 7/16/02] Pakistani officials admit they waited to release the results until after the verdict. [Guardian, 7/18/02] So it seems the US was complicit in gaining a quick conviction in a kangaroo court.

 

The mainstream media slipped further into amnesia regarding Saeed’s connections. The conviction story made headlines, and there was room for lengthy background information and even special background articles on Saeed. However no story in the US mentioned his al-Qaeda or ISI connections, much less his 9/11 connections. [AP, 7/15/02, AP, 7/15/02, CBS, 7/15/02, CNN, 7/15/02, Los Angeles Times, 7/15/02, MSNBC, 7/15/02, New York Times, 7/15/02, Reuters, 7/15/02, USA Today, 7/15/02, Wall Street Journal, 7/15/02, Washington Post, 7/15/02] By comparison, in Britain, articles connected Saeed to the ISI [Guardian, 7/16/02, Guardian, 7/16/02, Daily Mail, 7/16/02], al-Qaeda [Independent, 7/16/02], the 9/11 attacks [Scotsman, 7/16/02], or some combination of the three [London Times, 7/16/02, Daily Mail, 7/16/02, Telegraph, 7/16/02] (with one exception: [BBC, 7/16/02, BBC, 7/16/02]). Many British newspapers also strongly questioned the justice of the verdict, [Guardian, 7/18/02, Independent, 7/16/02, [Independent, 7/21/02, BBC, 7/16/02] while only the Washington Post did in the US. [Washington Post, 7/15/02, Washington Post, 7/16/02] As the Wall Street Journal delicately put it, “The prosecution overcame some significant weaknesses in the case to obtain the conviction.” [Wall Street Journal, 7/15/02]

 

A month after the verdict, a remarkable story in Vanity Fair explored all of Saeed’s connections, but the article seemed to make no impact at all. [Vanity Fair, 8/02] In the months since, Saeed’s connections seem to have been forgotten even in the British media. Most recently, it has been suggested that 9/11 mastermind Khalid Shaikh Mohammed was the mastermind of the Daniel Pearl murder as well, and may even have cut Pearl’s throat himself. [Time, 1/26/03, CNN, 1/30/03] This not only shows al-Qaeda working to benefit the ISI in silencing Pearl, but also helps confirm the theory that Mohammed has been supported by the ISI. Since Mohammed has been “linked to almost every attack against the United States since the bombing of the World Trade Center in 1993” [Los Angeles Times, 6/16/02], that in turn raises the possibility that the ISI has also been involved in all of those attacks, at the very least by not helping to arrest Mohammed. 

 

The ISI Muzzled? No
Musharraf has been hailed for his firing on ISI Director Mahmood, and generally has been presented as a pro-Western figure trying to root of pro-terrorist factions of the ISI. But The Observer has called this “The Myth of the Good General Musharraf.” [Observer, 3/31/02] On January 12, 2002, in the face of US pressure, Musharraf made a forceful speech condemning Islamic extremism, and arrested about 2,000 extremists around the same time. Yet, by the end of the month, at least 800 had been quietly released. [Washington Post, 3/28/02] Since then, “almost all” of those arrested have been released. Even the most prominent terrorist leaders, such as Saeed’s friend Maulana Masood Azhar, leader of Jaish-e-Mohammed, have been released. Remarkably, the US has not protested despite Azhar’s role in killing US soldiers in Somalia and other terrorist acts. Old terrorist organizations are running strongly again, often under new names. [Christian Science Monitor, 12/16/02, Washington Post, 2/8/03] Reforms have been abandoned. As one US regional expert put it, “It is no longer a question of whether Pakistan is going backwards or forwards. It’s a question of how rapidly it’s going backwards.” [Financial Times, 2/8/03] 

 

So many other countries—Argentina, Britain, Cayman Islands, Egypt, France, Germany, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Morocco, Russia, even a Taliban cabinet minister—warned the US about an impending attack (see the They Tried to Warn Us essay). How it is possible that Pakistan, in the best position to know, gave no warning? If Musharraf is in control of the ISI, then how could he not have known of the 9/11 attack, and if he isn’t in control and didn’t know, then what good is he as a leader?

 

[image: image16]Pakistani President Pervez Musharraf took power in a 1999 coup.

The US government and media has had an astonishing ability to turn a blind eye when it comes to Pakistan. For instance, in late September 2001, Pakistani officials went to Afghanistan and secretly advised the Taliban to not turn over bin Laden, but stand up and fight the US. [Knight Ridder, 11/3/01, AP, 2/21/02, Time, 5/6/02] In November 2001, it was reported that the US was mainly relying on the ISI for its intelligence information on the war against the Taliban, even as the ISI was secretly supplying the Taliban with supplies and military advisors. [Knight Ridder, 11/3/01] That same month, the US allowed Pakistan to airlift thousands of its soldiers, who had been fighting alongside the Taliban, out of the besieged Afghan town of Kunduz. In so doing, a large number of Taliban and al-Qaeda leaders were “accidentally” airlifted out as well. One US official commented that the US was supposed to be able to interview the Taliban leaders when they arrived in Pakistan, but were not. [New Yorker, 1/21/02] This suggests the presence of the Taliban, at least, was hardly an accident. It has been recently suggested that even members of bin Laden’s immediate family were airlifted out. [NOW with Bill Moyers, 2/21/03] 

 

A UPI editorial stated, “Al-Qaeda terrorists have long since scattered deep inside Pakistan and in Pakistani-controlled Kashmir where they enjoy the protection of the [ISI] ... The unspeakable is that Pakistan is the new Afghanistan, a privileged sanctuary for hundreds of al-Qaeda fighters and Taliban operatives. Some estimates go as high as 5,000 ... The Pakistani—al-Qaeda connection is visible to all but the geopolitically challenged.” [UPI, 8/28/02] Prominent Taliban leaders wanted by the US have been living openly in Pakistani cities and yet the US does nothing about them. [Guardian, 12/24/01, Time, 5/6/02] It is now widely reported that Osama bin Laden, Khalid Shaikh Mohammed and most other prominent al-Qaeda leaders are believed to be living in Pakistan, some of them living in the open and in luxury, with the protection of the ISI. It is frequently pointed out that Pakistan’s efforts to find them are mostly a charade. [Los Angeles Times, 4/6/02, Christian Science Monitor, 7/2/02, Los Angeles Times, 6/16/02, Time 7/29/02, Washington Post, 8/4/02, New York Times, 9/15/02, AP, 11/12/02, Los Angeles Times, 11/17/02] But still, the situation doesn’t change. As an example of Bush’s seemingly inexplicable response to terrorism in Pakistan, Azhar’s group Jaish-e-Mohammed had its assets frozen shortly after 9/11, but the group simply changed its name and over a year later the US has not frozen the assets of this “new” group. [Financial Times, 2/8/03, Washington Post, 2/8/03]

 

Pakistan has nuclear weapons. Since 1997, Pakistan has been secretly supplying North Korea with nuclear technology, in return for long-range missile technology. Seymour Hersh has suggested that it is likely Pakistan is giving nuclear technology to other countries as well. [NOW with Bill Moyers, 2/21/03] Even at the end of the Clinton administration this link between Pakistan and North Korea was known, but neither Clinton nor Bush stopped it. [San Jose Mercury News, 10/24/02] As the Guardian put it, “If George Bush’s ‘war on terror’ were remotely rational, or even roughly reasoned, then its next target might be Pakistan, not Iraq. It should be said that the US is not justified in pre-emptively and unilaterally attacking either country—or any other sovereign state for that matter. But on the basis of Mr. Bush’s own ‘axis of evil’ criteria at least, Pakistan sits squarely in the theoretical firing line.” [Guardian, 10/8/02]

 

There is no evidence that the US has questioned Saeed about 9/11. Indian newspapers have pointed out that if the US were to pressure its close ally Pakistan so Saeed could to be interrogated in his Pakistani prison, they could not only learn more about the financing of the 9/11 attacks, but also gain valuable information about the structure of al-Qaeda cells in Pakistan. [Indian Express, 7/19/02] Needless to say, there’s no evidence Lt. Gen. Mahmood has been questioned, either. 

 

Who Did It? We Can’t Tell You
There has been widespread speculation that the September 11 attacks must have had the backing of a state intelligence agency. Said one CIA official, bin Laden “sits in a cave in Afghanistan and he’s running this operation? It’s so huge. He couldn’t have done it alone.” [New Yorker, 10/1/01] In December 2002, Senator Bob Graham, co-head of the Congressional 9/11 inquiry and privy to documents censored from the general public, said he was “surprised at the evidence that there were foreign governments involved in facilitating the activities of at least some of the [9/11] terrorists in the United States. ... To me that is an extremely significant issue and most of that information is classified, I think overly-classified. I believe the American people should know the extent of the challenge that we face in terms of foreign government involvement. I think there is very compelling evidence that at least some of the terrorists were assisted not just in financing—although that was part of it—by a sovereign foreign government and that we have been derelict in our duty to track that down ... It will become public at some point when it’s turned over to the archives, but that’s 20 or 30 years from now.” [PBS Newshour, 12/11/02] 

 

Funnily enough, not only was Graham meeting with Lt. Gen. Mahmood Ahmed when the 9/11 attacks began, his office has also acknowledged Graham was given a warning before 9/11 by a US government informant that an ISI agent named R. G. Abbas, in New York City to illegally trade heroin for Stinger missiles, pointed to the World Trade Center and said, “Those towers are coming down.” This agent made other references to an attack on the World Trade Center. The informant passed these warnings on, but he claims, “The complaints were ordered sanitized by the highest levels of government.” Transcripts of a resulting trial that convicted several US-based associates of Abbas were censored to eliminate all references to Pakistan. [Cox News, 8/2/02, Palm Beach Post, 10/17/02] An NBC reporter was able to easily telephone Abbas in Pakistan, but apparently the FBI isn’t interested in questioning or extraditing him. [MSNBC, 8/2/02]

 

Disturbing Questions
[image: image17]Saeed Sheikh, hooded, remains a great danger to Musharraf until he can be killed. 

One doesn’t have to wait 20 or 30 years to deduce that the ISI assisted al-Qaeda in the 9/11 attacks. The question is, why is the US government seemingly ignoring the evidence and actively discouraging the media from pursuing these ideas? Shortly after 9/11, Bush said, “From this day forward, any nation that continues to harbor or support terrorism will be regarded by the United States as a hostile regime.” [Los Angeles Times, 10/13/01] What about Pakistan’s support of terrorism, if not 9/11, then the other terrorist attacks on India since? Is the US afraid of Pakistan’s nuclear weapons? If so, what’s to prevent the ISI from planning similar future attacks with impunity, against any country? 

 

Perhaps the US has plans to deal with Pakistan eventually. In January 2003, Musharraf warned of an “impending danger” that Pakistan will become a target of war for “Western forces” after the Iraq crisis. “We will have to work on our own to stave off the danger. Nobody will come to our rescue, not even the Islamic world. We will have to depend on our muscle.” [Press Trust of India, 1/19/03, Financial Times, 2/8/03] Pointing to “a number of recent ‘background briefings’ and ‘leaks’” from the US government, “Pakistani officials fear the Bush administration is planning to change its tune dramatically once the war against Iraq is out of the way.” [Financial Times, 2/8/03] If so, could this lead to nuclear war?

 

Does the US ignore Pakistani complicity in 9/11 because it might be a thread that could unravel in other disturbing directions? For instance, there have been reports of secret deals between rich Saudis, the ISI, and bin Laden. [Sunday Times, 8/25/02] Saudi Arabia has supported the Taliban by paying the ISI. [UPI, 6/14/01] Before 9/11 the Asia Times reported that Crown Prince Abdullah, the defacto ruler of Saudi Arabia, is secretly a supporter of bin Laden. Furthermore, he made a secret visit in the summer of 2001 to Afghanistan with Lt. Gen. Mahmood Ahmed to confer with the Taliban on how best to prevent bin Laden from being harmed by the US. [Asia Times, 8/22/01] Another secret meeting between Mahmood and Crown Prince Abdullah may have taken place shortly after 9/11. [Intelligence Online, 10/4/01] While such reports are very fragmentary and speculative, it is interesting to note that Senator Graham said “foreign governments”—plural, not singular—were behind 9/11. Newsweek has reported a possible connection between the Saudi government and some of the hijackers [Newsweek, 11/22/02], and has since reported that “The possibility of a Saudi link to 9-11 is growing.” [Newsweek, 12/9/02]

 

Could the thread unravel in other directions as well? For instance, what about the suggestion that Saeed was a CIA agent? A long time regional expert with extensive CIA ties stated publicly in March 2001 that “the CIA still has close links with the ISI,” and repeated the claim to CNN in February 2002. [Times of India, 3/7/01, CNN, 2/27/02] An anonymous former senior ISI official has stated, “The biggest problem we have [in Pakistan] are the rogue elements in the intelligence agencies, especially those who at some time became involved with the CIA.” [Christian Science Monitor, 2/22/02] At the very least, the ISI may know very embarrassing facts about the US. For instance, they may know a thing or two about CIA involvement in drug smuggling and/or support of bin Laden in the 1980s. [Star Tribune, 9/30/01, Atlantic Monthly, 5/96, Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, 9/23/01, UPI, 6/14/01] Unfortunately, Daniel Pearl was killed before he could investigate the connections between the US and the ISI, and no journalist seems willing to explore such dangerous subjects since his death.

 

What would the American public think of the motives for war in Iraq if they knew a country with much deeper ties to al-Qaeda that was also proliferating weapons of mass destruction was being so ignored?




93 Cammy,
 

Yes, this is probably the best film that gives the argument of Govt complicity in 911 murders. Anyone who has not seen this or looked up the facts for themselves has no right to even comment on the issue. It's amazing how many people dismiss such things without any knowledge whatsoever - as if we should bow down before their ignorance. There is a conspiracy - it's to keep people like that stupid - for their own safety no doubt.

 

Would also recommend very highly once more the writings of Antony C Sutton; particularly "Wall St and Rise of Hitler" and "Wall St and the Bolshevik Revolution" which show how US Bankers (Chase Bank etc) financed both these "revolutions", as well as other books of his. Saw an interview with him just yesterday where - new to me - he showed that a Ford-financed and built machinery plant (in Gorky, Russia) was used to build the war-machine of the Communist North Vietnamese - with the full ongoing knowledge of Ford and its financiers. Ford were continuing supplies of US parts during war, which went to Gorky which went onto the warzone to kill US soldiers.

 

Keep the flag flying.
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R.

I'm really not into conspiracy theorists either. Muslims like to use them to put the blame on Jews and Christians and take the spotlight focus off of them. 
I have Ford's 4-volume book The International Jew and it mentions that he supported Hitler's Nazism, though he seemed to be ignorant as to the goings-on later. Says Hitler himself was a Jew and that other such leaders were Jewish (Stalin, Trotsky, etc.) attacking Jews of other classes. It has a lot of research concerning universal Jewish infiltration into positions of power - that includes financially, legally and even in government (they can't be President, but they can be advisors).

Btw everyone, PJ's blog has an article about how denying the Holocaust is illegal in Austria:

http://amhr.org/WordPress/ .
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