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Introduction

It is my intention to look at three main areas in this paper: 

· 9/11’truth’ and the Ummah 

· 9/11 ‘truth’ and anti-semitism 

· The truth movements mutations – in particular 7/7 ‘truth’
9/11 and the Ummah 

Firstly by ummah I refer to the worldwide Muslim community. This is not a straightforward thing to do – Muslims are divided by race, class, gender, politics  and nationality, as well as into differing shades of Islam – of which Sunni and Shia are the two most significant. 

At governmental level the Organisation of the Islamic Conference (OIC) is perhaps the main attempt to represent Muslim views internationally, with some 57 member states and five countries with observer status.
 This, coupled with its Permanent Observer Mission to the United Nations, result in the OIC being regarded as a core body in the Muslim world. 

The ummah is however far greater than the OIC. India is not a member (Pakistan will not let it join) and its 100 million Muslims, plus those from European Union countries are unrepresented, whilst countries such as Sierra Leone and Guyana (nations hardly central to Muslim thought) are. And of course many Muslims hold views – on a range of issues – that are entirely different from those put forward by their governments to bodies like the OIC. Perhaps the best working definition of the ummah comes from the late Iranian academic Hamid Enayat, what he calls “the community of the faithful”. 

Despite this, tentatively, four main responses can be characterised to 9/11 in both the “Muslim world’ and those parts of the world with significant Muslim populations. These responses are:

1. Celebration of the attacks and/or being radicalised by them, albeit in a passive manner. This could be along the lines of spectators seeing a mighty football team trounced by a minnow. Some who cheered the loudest about 9/11 – such as the Palestinians – live in an environment where Bin Laden’s brand of Islam has not taken root. 

2. Opposition. This came from individuals, organisations such as the PLO, important Muslim scholars such as Yusuf Al-Qaradawi,
 and also from governing politicians in countries such as Saudi Arabia and Pakistan. Here leaders chose to work with the US against Al-Qaeda, often in the face of considerable public opposition. 

3. Emulation. Here Muslims have been so radicalised by the 9/11 attacks that they have become attracted to Al-Qaeda’s ideology and even the organisation itself, to the extent of carrying out militant actions consistent with that ideology. The recent arrests of a group calling itself Al-Qaeda in Britain is perhaps an example of this phenomenon.
 

4. Denial of the attacks. Here it is denied that any Muslims took part in the 9/11 attacks (at least as sovereign autonomous actors) and instead forces outside of the Muslim world are blamed for the day’s events. Whilst tapping into a historically rich vein of conspiracy theory in the Middle East, some ingenuity has also been exhibited by proponents of this view. 

Whilst the first three responses are significant, it is the fourth position that is necessary to concentrate on if we are to understand a key component of the 9/11 ‘truth’ movement, and to seek to counter its influence. 

It Was Not Us, So It Must Have Been You
 

In many Muslim countries, the view that Bin Laden was not responsible for attacking America is widespread, and frequently tied in with anti-semitism, Islamist extremism or a desire to divert attention from other, more substantial issues. 

All such theories seek to divert blame away from Al-Qaeda, and back towards traditional foes of the Muslim world. These are not peripheral views. A March 2002 Gallup poll found 60% of the public in nine Muslim nations believed that either Israel or Jews were responsible for September 11.

Numerous journalists since 9/11 have reported, often with a mixture of bewilderment and resignation, the widespread nature of Muslim conspiracy theories about the attacks. In his study of the Al-Jazeera satellite channel, Hugh Miles found a majority of Arabs, including politicians and  journalists, blaming Mossad or the CIA. “This depressing string of fantasies, coherent in no meaningful way, is a sad indictment of contemporary Arab society. Since there was no logic to the fears, there was no reasoning either”.
 

Frank Gardner believes that as 9/11 sunk in, the Middle East moved onto the defensive “Every Arab leader condemned the attacks, except for Saddam Hussein, but some were still in denial that Muslims could have been behind them”. 
 These views are not however the preserve of the elite. 

Ed Husain, author of the best-selling book “The Islamist” and a former British member of Hizb ut Tahrir who came to reject extremism, has taught in both Syria and Saudi Arabia. He found students rejecting the idea of any Arab involvement in 9/11, and more specifically Saudi citizens denying Saudi Arabian involvement, even though 15 of the 19 hijackers were Saudi citizens. 

In “Jihad TV” Paul Eedle
 examined the spread of Jihadi films across the Middle East, and their influence on the general public. Bizarrely his programme showed clips from Al-Qaeda supporting films, praising the ‘martyrs’ of 9/11, followed by an interview with a group of Egyptian exiles who insisted that the CIA was behind 9/11. The contradiction was not lost on many viewers, even if seemingly missed in the Middle East. 

Back To The Beginning

But where did such theories originate? A Jordanian Muslim of Palestinian descent, Abdullay Zalloun argues that Islam has been portrayed as the world’s new enemy in recent years.  He says this started within minutes of 9/11.
 

Zalloun builds on this by citing examples of views in the confused aftermath of 9/11 where speculation mentioned sources other than Al-Qaeda being behind the attacks, or that Bin Laden’s isolated position in Afghanistan would have made it impossible for him to direct such a major plot. According to Zalloun, the first of these doubters appears to have been the veteran American conspiracy theorist Lyndon Larouche who whilst being interviewed live during the attacks, broke off to speculate rogue elements in the US could be the perpetrators, to justify the ‘clash of civilisations’ thesis.

To Zalloun, Bin Laden has never been a truly independent figure, having been ‘lured’ to waging jihad against the Soviet Union by the CIA. This former relationship effects his ability to wage jihad today: “Osama Bin Laden, even if he were a superman, couldn’t have escaped the eyes of American intelligence and its closely related Pakistan Inter-Service Intelligence Agency to organise, from the caves of Afghanistan, a highly technical operation half a world away against the world’s only superpower, without knowledge and at least tacit consent of some local American intelligence assets”.
  

Quite what Bin Laden, and others who took part in the jihad against the Soviet Union would think of such a dismissal of their own role is unknown, but not hard to imagine. 

It is important to recognise however that whilst Zalloun picks up on the comments of Larouche and other Westerners, instantaneous responses in the Muslim world needed no western guidance to reach the view that Muslims could not been involved. Rafiq Latta, who was in Palestine at the time of the attacks, comments on reactions there: “In common with many of their co-religionists there was also a depressing and widespread inability to accept that the culprit could belong to an Arab or Islamic society”.

In Pakistan Fazlur Rehman of the Jamiat-Ulema-e-Islam (JUI) party, was touring the country within weeks of 9/11, denouncing Jewish involvement in the attacks, before being placed under house arrest by General Musharraf.
  

Muslim rejection of the established accounts of 9/11 reaches the highest levels of society. Take General Hamed Gul, Head of Pakistan’s Inter Services Intelligence from 1987-1989 and a long-term critic of American intervention in South East Asia. Interviewed on 14 September 2001, he argued Bin Laden lacked the means for an operation as sophisticated as 9/11, and also lacked the opportunity, being resident in a cave. Thinking on a cui bono basis, he places the blame firmly at the door of ‘Mossad and its American associates’. Gul argues that the inability of American fighter jets to scramble even though four flights left their assigned air space, is indicative of “a small scale Air Force rebellion, a coup against the Pentagon perhaps? Radars are jammed, transponders fail. No IFF – friend or foe identification -  challenge. In Pakistan, if there is no response to IFF, jets are instantly scrambled and the aircraft is shot down with no further questions asked. This was clearly an inside job”.
 

It is perhaps indicative of the General’s mindset that he considers it strange that the US military may have a different approach to shooting down domestic planes to Pakistan, a country that has been a military dictatorship for much of its history. 

The Saudi Interior Minister Prince Aziz shares the approach of General Gul. Interviewed in 2002, he condemned 9/11, but asked who was really behind it. After criticising the ‘Zionist controlled media’ for manipulating the events, turning public opinion against Islam, he asked “Who benefited from the events of 9/11? I think they (the Zionists) are behind these events.”
 Later in the same interview his position expands, although arguably becomes less clear, stating that it was impossible for Al-Qaeda to have acted alone, or that “these people are either agents or ignorant since their action was against Islam and Muslims. By this action the world became against Islam, Muslims and Arabs”.
 

Finally we should consider Mahathir Mohamad, President of Malaysia from 1981-2003. In Nov 2001 he referred to Bin Laden and his cohorts as the ‘prime suspects’ for 9/11, and called for them to be hunted.
 However he also described the evidence against them as ‘vague’. Just before leaving office, Mohamad caused an international storm when he told the 2003 Islamic Summit that “today the Jews rule this world by proxy. They get others to fight and die for them.”

Since leaving the Presidency, Mohamad has given considerable encouragement to 9/11 ‘truth’ activists, several of whom travelled to Malaysia in 2004 for the Islamic Fair. The former President later gave a private audience to a deputation of activists that included two Malaysian Islamist publishers, the Puerto Rican born World Trade Centre janitor William Rodriguez (who now claims to believe the Twin Towers were brought down by explosives detonated just before the planes hit) the far-right American anti-semite Michael Collins Piper (who argues Mossad agents disguised as Muslims were responsible for the hijackings) and British journalist Yvonne Ridley, a member of George Galloway’s Respect party.
 Strange bedfellows indeed. 

Islamist Logic Incubates Conspiracy Theory

Muhammad Iqbal Ahnaf examined Islamist literature in the world’s most populous Muslim country, Indonesia, before and after 9/11, as well as meeting members and attending meetings of two major organisations, Hizb ut Tahrir Indonesia (HTI) and Majelis Mujahidin Indonesia (MMI).
 His “Image of The Other As Enemy” found that both organisations had a highly defined view of the ‘other’ – Jews, Communists, Hindus, Atheists - as the enemy. This was rooted in two sources – the Koran and Hadiths (the collected sayings of the Prophet) and the history of conflict between Muslim and non-Muslim. Examples that do not fit their world-view were simply ignored. 

Whilst it is not unusual to read of Muslims ‘feeling under siege’ post 9/11, HTI’s newspaper Al-Wa’ie commented in November 2000 “Whatever crisis happened in the Muslim world is related to the wicked conspiracy of the enemies of Islam”.
 The article then goes on to make an exhaustive list of 15 conflicts involving Muslims – from Palestine, to Eritrea and even to Xianjiang. 

Each is evidence of the determined efforts of those opposed to Islam, and in every instance Muslims were in the right. Such a fixed position indicates a mindset that could never envisage non-Muslims acting honourably, or indeed Muslims acting dishonourably. Furthermore it provides a template whereby new initiatives – 9/11 and the war against terror – can simply be marked down at will as fresh examples of the conspiracy against Islam. 

A second assault on Islam comes via the battle of ideas. Having been defeated at the battlefield in the Crusades, the Crusaders now attack Islam with pen and paper. To counter this, Ahnaf again saw the principle of the ‘other’ being used. Images and caricatures are used to illustrate the scale of the opposition to Muslims. “When such so-called Kafir strategies or conspiracies are reported repeatedly in fundamentalist publications, they can create a frightening image of non-Muslims, especially when accompanied by a theological explanation”.
 The approach of fundamentalists to non-Muslims is compared to that of white racists who regard blacks as inferior “the fundamentalists see non-Muslims as uncivilised humans who are continually hostile to Islam”.

To this logic, all that is good comes from Islam, and all that is bad is opposed to Islam. With this mindset, an event like 9/11, which could damage the standing of Islam and Muslims, cannot have been carried out by them, but only by their enemies. 

Whilst Ahnaf offers a strong explanation as to why many Islamists take the position they do on 9/11 or the war against terror, it cannot be a total one. Groups such as MMI and HTI are significant, but by no means a majority in the Muslim world. Why then is the scale of 9/11 conspiracy theories so vast? 

One explanation is simple – anti-semitism. George Michael observes that whilst the west hosts an eclectic range of conspiracy theories – from the Bilderbergs to the Illuminati – in Muslim lands it is only those ripe with anti-semitism that tend to become established. 

Anti-semitism With or Without Jews 

According to Robert Wistrich, the period after World War II has seen a significant population shift of Jews out of Muslim countries. There are a variety of reasons for this – the creation of Israel, de-colonisation, economic unrest, Zionism and Muslim radicalism. 

However the reduction in the Jewish population has not seen a fall in anti-semitism, indeed it appears at its strongest in countries like Pakistan or Saudi Arabia, where the Jewish population is negligible, meaning “renewed and obsessive Muslim concern with Jews and Judaism in the contemporary world and the inability of Islam to transcend obsolete stereotypes from a bygone era.
 Noting the vast array of anti-semitic literature available in the Muslim world, Wistrich sees “the wedding together of archetypes fixed in the consciousness of early Islam with the theories of a ‘world Jewish conspiracy’ adapted from modern European anti-semitism”.

It is worth considering that whilst many European countries have used their legal systems to clamp down on the distribution of anti-semitic literature, production of such items is often funded by the government in Libya, Saudi Arabia or Iran. As European fascist organisations such as the British National Party now play down their anti-semitism for tactical reasons, traditional anti-semitic texts such as “The Protocols of the Elders of Zion” are increasingly hard to find in Europe, but are readily available at mainstream outlets in Muslim countries. 
 

In his comparative study of the Western far-right and Islamic extremists “The Enemy of My Enemy”  George Michael argues that anti-semitism has long been a tool of Arab governments. No matter how divided a country was, or how corrupt its leaders were, everyone could agree to hate Israel. 

Regardless of what happens in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, this situation is unlikely to improve in the short term. Firstly some of the most anti-semitic nations are those furthest from that struggle and Israeli atrocities (e.g. Pakistan). Secondly Gabriel Schoenfeld argues that with Muslim ruling elites dependent on the status quo, they are hardly likely to stop attacking the ‘common enemy’. With native ‘anti-bodies’ to anti-semitism lacking, there is no basis for expecting an improvement. 

Old Wine In New Bottles 

Some of the most detailed analyses of Muslim conspiracy theories about 9/11 comes courtesy of the American Anti-Defamation League (ADL). The 2003 ADL report “Unravelling Anti-Semitic 9/11 Conspiracy Theories” points to a “Big Lie” about 9/11, and claims that never before has an anti-semitic conspiracy theory spread so quickly. Of those pushing such views “Their theories bring ‘The Protocols of the Elders of Zion’ into the 21st century, updating a familiar theme: that Jews are inherently evil and have a “master plan” to rule the world.”
 

Different categories exist in these theories. One is to allege that ‘only’ Mossad is capable of carrying out such an attack. Another that Israel or Jews generally would be the main beneficiaries. Further suggestions are that Mossad agents posing as art students were conducting huge surveillance operations across the US, and contrived to allow the attacks to go ahead. Finally there is the position that the United States government is in some way run by Israel, or Jewish interests.
The specific claim that 4000 Israelis did not turn up for work in New York on  9/11, is traced back to Hezbollah TV station al-Manar, from where it spread to Saudi Arabia, Pakistan and then ultimately to the American far-right. In the past the Arab world sometimes imported Nazi ideals from the West. Now such views make the opposite journey. 
When considering the ADL’s work however, Anarchists and academics most consider it with a caveat. Once seen as a progressive organisation solely concerned with opposing anti-semitism, the ADL’s credibility was seriously damaged in 1993, by revelations of the scale of its private spying network, often allied to police departments, against a range of Americans,
 whom its files labelled “Arab”, “Pinko” and “Right”. In this its work would appear to mirror that of the Searchlight organisation in the UK. 

Since then the ADL has expanded its work to openly (plus, presumably covertly) monitoring opposition to both the US and Israeli states. The ADL’s belief that anti-zionism is the same as anti-semitism is one derided by many, not least by Jewish born intellectuals like Noam Chomsky or Norman Finkelstein. 

Uncovering The Veiled Kingdom
Apart from anti-semitism, there is another possibility as to why Muslim elites have been keen to promote conspiracy theories about 9/11. Whilst the US and the United Kingdom  are seen as having a “special relationship” that between the United States and Saudi Arabia is arguably just as important. Whilst criticism had occasionally flared of human rights abuses in the Kingdom, the predominance of Saudis in the 9/11 attacks was to bring concerted attention onto the Saudi government, society and institutions. 

To the general public this arguably peaked with the phenomenal success of Michael Moore’s 2004 film “Fahrenheit 9/11” which gave new clarity to the business relations between the Bush family and the House of Saud, and more embarrassingly the alleged flight of members of the Bin Laden family from the US in September 2001. 

By now some in the American intelligence community had begun to look more questioningly at former allies. Although the 9/11 Commission Report cleared the Saudi government of funding Al-Qaeda, and any government other than the Taliban of funding 9/11, this position has been bitterly criticised by some insiders. One such person, Rachel Ehrenfeld comments “even though it funds Islamist terrorist groups around the world, the US chooses not to challenge the House of Saud. Until it does, the Kingdom’s sponsorship of terror will continue”.
 At one point the US Treasury Department listed Saudi Arabia as an ‘epicentre’ of terrorist funding. It is clear that a section of the US establishment has bitterly divided over what to do with Saudi Arabia. 

The Saudi’s, and perhaps even some of the Pakistani military who worked closely with the Taliban, may be more content with 9/11 theories that look for Israeli or CIA complicity, than investigators who examine their own associations with Islamist networks. 

History Repeats Itself 

ADL Director Abraham Foxman has a very simple suggestion for quashing 9/11 fiction in the Muslim world. “The best solution would be for moderate Muslims to stand up against it”.
 Tarek Ghanam, a writer at the IslamOnline website did just that in 2002 arguing “September 11 must not be the Muslims’ UFO abductions, Titanic and the death of John F. Kennedy and other conspiratorial chronicles believed elsewhere. The Muslim mentality has to outshine the shadow of the terrorist act”.
 Sadly, the 9/11 ‘truth’ movement serves to undermine such propositions…..

It is a sad irony that just as western neo-Nazis will cheer the crimes of Adolf Hitler, yet be part of a movement capable of arguing the holocaust never happened, so some Islamists will cheer the work of Al-Qaeda, yet deny its involvement in the largest terrorist atrocity to date. 

A good example is General Hamed Gul of Pakistan, fomer ISI chief, who praises Bin Laden and his supporters “Osama’s followers identify with Mujahideen freedom fighters wherever they are defending Islam and its values”.
 The former UK radical Ed Husain refers to this approach as “That type of double thinking, in denial and yet proud at the same time”.
 

The preponderance of 9/11 conspiracy theories damages the credibility of Muslim societies, and indeed of Islam as a religion that can react positively to modern events. Such views, as they spread, raise questions about the rationality and mindset of parts of the Islamic world. The investigations of Ahnaf in Indonesia, suggest that Islamist organisations are so conditioned in their group think that a response based on facts is for some, impossible, and that all issues will be seen through the prism of a clash of civilisations between Muslims and ‘the other’. 

9/11 Truth and Anti-Semitism 

Although anti-semitism has a long association in the West with various political currents, it is most strongly linked with the fascist and neo-nazi right. As George Michael outlines there is a convergence on certain ideas between Western fascists and Eastern Muslims. Whilst this centres on attitudes towards Israel and the US government, common ground can also be found on issues such as the dangers posed by socialism, trades unions or even the importance of racial purity, the family and opposing consumerism. 

Although the main player in British fascism, Nick Griffin’s British National Party now proclaims itself to be in favour of Israel against the common enemy of Islamism, it is plausible that this is a tactical rather than a strategic position. Criticising Jews on the doorstep in contemporary British elections is not likely to bring in many votes – opposing Islam and talking up the ‘Muslim threat’ arguably does.
 

Putting aside the BNP’s leaders, 9/11 has allowed some fascists to revert to more traditional anti-semitic campaigning. One 9/11 truth activist of increasing prominence is Black Country Councillor Simon Smith, who having left the BNP now styles himself as an ‘Independent Nationalist’. In July 2008 he commented:

“I regard acceptance of the 9/11 attacks as an “inside job” as the touchstone of an intelligent person’s integrity in politics” 
 

Nor is this new. Soon after 9/11, England First, a name used by Nick Griffin’s former party, the International Third Position, argued in a leaflet “Why Patriots Should Oppose the War” that the US is a government under Zionist control, and that the evidence against Bin Laden has not been presented to the world. This was followed up in the Spring 2006 issue of their magazine Final Conflict when they comment of 9/11: 

“The trail leads back to the usual suspects……..Call the one’s pulling the strings what you want: Neo-Cons, Zionists, Freemasons. It seems the more things change, the more they stay the same”

In the US anti-semites who had once united around The Spotlight newspaper such as Christopher Bollyn and Michael Collins Piper, now agitate full time on the issue of 9/11. The 9/11 attacks are placed in the context of the perceived neo-Conservative hi-jacking of the Republican Party, and the Jewish and/or pro-Israeli backgrounds stressed of political figures such as Paul Wolfowitz, Henry Kissinger, Richard Perle, Daniel Pipes and William Kristol. Interestingly Collins Piper’s 2004 book about the US attack on Iraq “The High Priests of War” resurrects another old anti-semitic canard – that of Communism as a Jewish ideology, by frequently referring to the Neo-Cons as Trotskyites!
 Collins Piper is at least consistent when allocating blame – his 1994 work “Final Judgement – The Missing Link In the JFK Assassination Conspiracy”  traces the people behind the death of President Kennedy – and it won’t surprise anyone to know it was the Jews! 

Internationally the best known link between anti-semites in the Middle East and the West has proved to be former Klansman David Duke. Issue 52 of his “David Duke Report” sets out his core position – Mossad tipped off Israelis in New York prior to 9/11, Al-Qaeda is thoroughly infiltrated by Mossad, the only country to gain from 9/11 was Israel and America can only be free and safe if it ends its relationship with the ‘terrorist state’ of Israel. These points are repeated ad nauseum in fascist analysis of 9/11, and also occur regularly in Islamist material that is supportive of 9/11 ‘truth’ arguments. 

Duke was a keynote speaker at the December 2006 “International Conference to Review the Global Vision of the Holocaust” – the holocaust denial gig held in Tehran by the Iranian Foreign Ministry. He was joined by Collins Piper, who has also addressed events such as the Islamic Fair in Malaysia, and a think tank of the League of Arab States in the United Arab Emirates prior to the invasion of Iraq. 

By operating in the Muslim world, characters such as Duke and Collins Piper can seemingly enjoy a respectability usually denied them in the West, gaining access to senior politicians and decision makers. It should be noted that some Muslim opinion formers have begun to change their views on 9/11 – former Malaysian President Mahathir Mohamad for one, whilst the Iranian government has moved from expressing sorry for the Americans killed on 9/11 to entertaining the likes of Duke.

Sticking It To The Jews On-Line

Gauging opinion by looking at Internet forums is a somewhat inexact science, and not one infused with academic rigour. Spend half an hour on any 9/11 ‘truth’ forum though, and you will find as much, if not more anti-semitism than on many fascist sites. The former UK and Ireland 9/11 Truth Campaign forum – www.nineleven.co.uk  was perhaps the most notorious. Examples include a thread on “whether the Protocols of the Elders of Zion would work if they were real”  (to which the first response was “they seem to be describing events of the 20th century perfectly”)
 and the charming term “Zionazi” – used to describe the writer Nick Cohen. 

In February 2007 9/11 truth activist Ian Neal was forced to issue clear guidelines to forum members as to the law on inciting racial hatred – it seemed however to make little difference.
 Indeed when some members discovered the site was registered to a Simon Aronowitz, criticism was levelled at the motives behind Neal’s actions. Yet the problem of anti-semitism within the UK 9/11 ‘truth’ movement cannot be seen as a few isolated individuals joining a web forum, instead anti-semitism can be found in the truth movement from the top down. 

Until its recent dissolution into the Make Wars History campaign, the ex-MI5 officer Annie Machon was Secretary of the UK and Ireland 9/11 Truth Campaign, whilst her former partner David Shayler was its best known spokesman. In December 2006 they appeared on Jeff Rense’s radio programme at www.rense.com. An obsession with Jews dominates Rense’s work, and Shayler happily joined in the fun, making the bizarre comment that Princess Diana had produced  “the future Zionist King to rule over us”.

Machon and others could have acted against Shayler there and then, but he was to remain in the 9/11 truth movement until his grotesque July 2007 announcement that he was the Messiah, 
 a claim that proved too much even for the ‘truth’ movement! Nor was any action taken against local 9/11 ‘truth’ groups promoting anti-semitism. When 9/11 Truth Totnes planned to show a DVD entitled “The Neo-Zionist Order” by anti-semite Eustace Mullins, it was local anti-racists who forced its cancellation, rather than the 9/11 ‘truth’ hierarchy.
 

It is well recorded that since 9/11 there has obviously been a huge increase in attacks on Muslims, and even a hostility towards Islam per se. However it should not be forgotten that this has been accompanied by hatreds of other types, in particular violent anti-semitism. In 2006, Greater Manchester Police figures suggested Jews are nearly six-times more likely to be victims of faith-hate based crime than Muslims.
 Internet hatred cannot be seen in isolation from actual violence. 

The Truth Movement’s Offspring 

If you see the world in the way that ‘truth’ activists do, 9/11 was not the first “inside job” perpetrated by the ruling elite, nor has it been the last. Indeed each and every terrorist attack, war, political crisis, assassination and even natural disasters can be placed at the door of a shadowy elite. If evidence is not available, it is naturally because ‘they’ have been able to cover their tracks so well. 

In November 2007 the UK and Ireland 9/11 Truth Movement hosted a tour by the leading US ‘truther’ Webster Griffin Tarpley. A former follower of Lyndon Larouche, his London talk, held on Guy Fawkes night, was entitled “From the Gunpowder Plot to 9/11: 400 Years of False Flag Terrorism”. No one can deny the ‘truth’ movement lacks historical scope! 

Once involved in the prosecution (many would say persecution) of Italian leftist Toni Negri
, Griffin Tarpley  believes some 400 years of Western history is virtually entirely false. This is something he blames on culprits as diverse as the Venetian Secret Service, J P Morgan, the British Foreign Office (and their agents Karl Marx  and Emma Goldman) plus of course Henry Kissinger. 

Perhaps most bizarre was his assertion that the 1999 American attack on Serbia was ordered by Al Gore, in order to impress Prince Charles!
 More recent attacks, such as the 2004 Madrid bombings, and the July 2005 London outrage were instances of “false flag” terrorism, whilst war with Iran would be brought about by a war psychosis, unavoidable unless the West responds in the manner the Spanish electorate did to the Madrid bombings. 

Such views are (sadly) not isolated. Webster Griffin Tarpley’s UK tour was followed by speaking engagements across Europe. The attendance at his London meeting would have made most political organisations swoon with jealousy. Indeed, his method of placing any and all events inside a grand conspiracy continues within the ‘truth’ movement. Wolverhampton based radio journalist Neil Calloway researched “A Cynic’s Guide To 9/11 Conspiracy Theories” for WCR FM in June this year. He was astonished to note that even natural disaster such as Hurricane Katrina and the cyclone in Myanmar/Burma are blamed on a conspiracy carried out by a global elite.

Perhaps the most serious offshoot of the 9/11 ‘truth’ movement has been that for 7/7 truth. The opening shot in this battle was arguably fired by Dr Mohammed Naseem, Chair of Birmingham Central Mosque, who quickly speculated that no Muslims had been involved in the attacks, and insisted that Al-Qaeda did not exist.
 Such comments were soon latched upon by 9/11 ‘truth’ activists, who see the British Muslim community as part of their natural constituency. 

The main body pushing for 7/7 ‘truth’ is the July 7 Truth Campaign which runs the website http://www.julyseventh.co.uk/. Given its lineage, it is no surprise that 7/7 truth has been dogged by many of the problems that have effected the 9/11 ‘truth’ movement. The presence in London on the day of 7/7 of both Israeli politician Benjamin Netanayu and former New York Mayor Rudi Giuliani, plus the perceived involvement of an “Israeli company” in running security on the London Underground, was a heady brew, leading to all manner of crank theories, although depth is another matter.
 

London academic Nick Kollerstrom, who posted as “astro 3” on the UK ‘truth’ forum was to lose his honorary research fellowship at University College London, after allegedly pestering the families of 7/7 victims with his theory that MI5 was behind the attacks, and writing an article entitled “The Auschwitz Gas Chamber Illusion” on the revisionist CODOH website.
 

Despite this, the denial continues. At the huge Islam Expo event at Olympia in July 2008 visitors were able to pick up a copy of “Wrongly Blamed” by American Muslim Dr Kaasem Khaleel. This book argues that not only were 9/11 and 7/7 the work of Mossad, but even the failed 21/7/05 attacks in London. To illustrate that these views are far from peripheral, the company selling this nonsense was Darussalam Bookshop of Regents Park Mosque, usually regarded as the most important mosque in the UK. 

British Jihadism?

The 7/7 ‘truth’ movement presents a specific problem, one that affects all of us. By denying the involvement of Briton’s in Islamist terrorism, they serve to deny that extremism and radicalisation are issues amongst a minority of Britain’s Muslims. It is a position that is not just wrong, but ultimately dangerous.
 What price social cohesion, racial integration and community relations if we ignore the long-term radicalisation of some British Muslims? 

Whilst it may be convenient for those on the British left, and indeed many in the British Muslim community, to trace radicalisation of British Muslims solely to the invasion of Iraq, or even to opposition to the post 9/11 invasion of Afghanistan, radicalisation and indeed British involvement in Islamist violence predate these issues. 

We can plot a path that arguably includes points such as the Islamification of Pakistan under General Zia, the violence and intimidation of the Salman Rushdie affair in Britain
 as far back as 1989, suicide bomber Asif Sadiq, recruited in Birmingham in 1994 who died in an attack in Srinigar in India in 2000, the estimated six British Muslims killed out of the hundreds fighting alongside the Mujahideen in Bosnia as Yugoslavia collapsed
, and for a tiny minority the drift towards supporting what would become the Taliban regime in Afghanistan. 

Not surprisingly those arrested by coalition forces in Afghanistan after 9/11 have usually asserted that they were only in the country to do charitable work, learn languages or had become trapped and unable to leave. Perhaps so for some, (which is another reason why there should be no detention without trial in Guantanamo or elsewhere) but it is stretching credulity to breaking point to believe that none of the Britons who went to Afghanistan in the 1990s or early part of this decade went because they wanted to live under actually existing Shariah. 

One of the more significant Islamist terrorists of the last twenty years is a Briton - Omar Saeed Sheikh.
 His career includes training in Afghanistan as far back as 1993, the kidnapping of western tourists in India in 1994, being released from Indian captivity in a swap after a hi-jacked plane was flown to Afghanistan, and the murder of US journalist Daniel Pearl in Pakistan in 2002. 

We need also to note two further factors. Firstly that Britain has played host to a succession of radical Islamists from abroad, many of whom have either stayed in, or settled permanently in London. The alleged ‘Covenant of Security’ suggests that Islamist émigrés were warned by the security services that they would be given safe haven in the UK, but in return they must not carry out violent activities here.
 This seemingly gave the green light for them to support violence elsewhere, plus develop and radicalise a support base in London. Whilst the eventual arrests of figures such as Abu Hamza and Abu Qatada suggests the covenant of security has been ripped up, it is a timely reminder that governments allegedly looking to protect their citizens often make things worse, not better.  

Secondly the world wide Islamic resurgence has naturally led to a huge increase in the interest in and study of Islam as a religion from those who are lapsed in the faith, or from backgrounds where Islam is not dominant. Russell Razzaque argues that those who come from traditionally strict and faithful Muslim backgrounds are less susceptible to Jihadist ideology than others, and that a ‘triangle of causation’ exists bringing together what he refers to as ‘the terror network’, ‘extremist ideology’ and the ‘fragmented personality’.
 Not for the first time, we perhaps need to fear the zealousness of the convert. 

Add to this the long term development in the UK of groups such as Hizb-ut Tahrir and al-Muhajiroun, or the two Britons who attempted to carry out a suicide bombing in Tel Aviv in April 2003, and a clear picture emerges of a Muslim community that, rather like the white community, is host on occasion to some pretty turbulent characters.

However well meaning, arguments that the invasions of Iraq and Afghanistan are the sole cause of British Muslim terrorism do not hold water. The roots of 7/7 are deep, and the radicalisation of British Muslims, and indeed the existence of British jihadism, clearly predates those events. Whilst it is to be expected that 9/11 and 7/7 ‘truth’ activists deny the existence of reactionary and dangerous Islamist organisations in Britain, it is a viewpoint that is also widespread across much of what passes for liberal and left-leaning opinion. 

Liberal platitudes may be acceptable on the last century left, where there is often a reluctance to say anything critical about a Muslim community that faces suspicion and hostility, or indeed anything critical about ethnic minorities per se, but as Anarchists and academics higher standards are surely required. It is reassuring that the best examination of the 7/7 attacks thus far – Nafeez Mosaddeq Ahmed’s “The London Bombings – An Independent Inquiry” is the work of a British Muslim academic.
 

The ‘Truth’ Template 

Denial of the true nature of the 9/11 attacks raises questions that are more important than the conspiracy theories that are put forward to explain away the facts. The ability of so many Muslims to view ‘the other’ as enemy, and to adopt political positions purely within that framework shows us why some Muslims cannot conceive of  Al-Qaeda involvement in the attacks. 

Worryingly the concept of all that is good coming from Islam, and all that is bad being opposed to it, indicates that future seismic events will be responded to in a similar manner. 

The ability to repackage aged old anti-semitic myths in a modern format is also a sorry insight into prejudice at its worst. By muddying the waters and avoiding a serious debate about terrorism, radical change and society, 9/11 conspiracy theories may actually maintain the status quo and make it harder to alleviate suffering in both the Muslim world and the West. The general public has nothing to gain, but much to lose, by adopting such theories. 
The Islamist mindset Muhammad Iqbal Ahnaf  discovered in Indonesia has much in common with the fixed mindset of 9/11 ‘truth’ activists in the west. Both view the world through a prism, dis-interested in the specific nature of new events, seeing any and all evils as emanating from predictable sources. 

As new events occur – be they 9/11, 7/7 or even the Glasgow airport bombing, each fits into a template that not only explains them away, but denies to those directly involved any existence as independent actors – be they bomber or victim, all are mere dots on a canvass painted by shadowy, elite forces. 

This view of the world is not only wrong, but dangerous. It seeks to remove our ability to influence both those who turn to terrorism, and those who govern our lives. It places us merely as passive recipients of violence, with a choice only between two extremes – that of government barbarism, or that of supposedly ‘false-flag’ terrorism. 

We all deserve better than that. 

Paul Stott, London. 

 31 August 2008.  
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