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The role of Ibrahim’s Dope, Inc. apparatus, and his 
links to another British-sponsored key terrorist figure, 
Ahmed Omar Sheikh, have been highlighted by EIR for 
nearly a decade. In fact, it was the case of LeT leader 
Ahmed Omar Sheikh, that occasioned the January 2000 
memo  to  the  U.S.  Administration  and  Congress  de-
manding a crackdown on Britain’s protection of terror-
ism.

The British role was highlighted “as the result of 
the December 1999 Indian Airlines hijacking, and the 
response of the British government to the request of 
one  of  the  freed  Kashmiri  terrorists,  Ahmed  Omar 
Sheikh,  to  be  given  safe  passage  to  England.  Mr. 
Sheikh, a British national, was tried and convicted in 
India, for his role in the kidnapping of four British na-

tionals and an American in 199�.”
The  British  initially  promised  to  give  Mr.  Sheikh 

safe passage to Britain, and would not prosecute him or 
make any effort to extradite him back to India, but re-
versed that stance under international pressure.

Ahmed Omar Sheikh was hatched by British intel-
ligence.  This  student  at  the  Forest  School  and  the 
London School of Economics (LSE) was, according 
to Indian and U.S. intelligence sources, recruited by 
MI6,  and  deployed  to  Bosnia  before  he  surfaced  in 
South Asia. After  returning  to Britain  from  the Bal-
kans, Sheikh dropped out of LSE and flew to training 
camps in Afghanistan, whence he deployed into India, 
and carried out the 199� kidnapping. He remained in 
Afghanistan after being freed in the Air India hijack-

French Attacked London’s 
‘City’ Money Laundry

The following is based on a longer study in EIR, Oct. 
26, 2001.

On Oct. 10, 2001, as Britain’s Tony Blair was parad-
ing as the leader of the fight against “Islamic terror,” 
in the aftermath of the 9/11 attacks, French authori-
ties launched a flanking operation against Britain in 
the  form  of  a  parliamentary  report  denouncing  the 
City of London—as well as other Crown dependen-
cies—as a “fiscal, banking, and financial paradise for 
criminals.”

Attached to that report is a full study on the “eco-
nomic environment of bin Laden.” The French are 
still waiting for the extradition of Rashid Ramda, the 
“Islamic”  terrorist  arrested  in  Britain  in  1996  for 
having  orchestrated  the  199�  wave  of  terror  in 
France.

Entitled “The City Of London, Gibraltar and the 
Crown Dependencies: Offshore Centers and Havens 
for  Dirty  Money,”  the  report  denounces  the  City’s 
great vulnerability to money laundering, but also the 
British  authorities’  total  lack  of  political  will  to 
engage in the fight against financial crime. “The gov-
ernment of Her Gracious Majesty claims to be lead-

ing the fight against terrorism, but it should first clean 
its own house,” stated Arnaud Montebourg, special 
rapporteur of  the parliamentary  commission which 
issued the report. To the question of why the British 
government is not willing to have transparency in its 
financial transactions, Montebourg replied unambig-
uously that the City of London is the very heart of 
world finances, and that Britain’s own power derives 
from that financial power. In the year 2000, the “gross 
domestic product” of the City was close to $37.7 bil-
lion—13%  of  Greater  London’s,  and  3%  of  the 
United Kingdom’s.

The French report was issued by the parliamen-
tary commission against money laundering, created 
in  1999. The  commission  previously  published  re-
ports on Liechtenstein, Monaco, and Switzerland.

The  report  sparked  a  number  of  major  articles 
around the world, detailing how French counterter-
rorism experts refer to the British empire’s capital as 
“Londonistan.” And on Oct. 29, 2001, France’s Le 
Monde  wrote,  “London  has  become,  for  several 
years, the political capital of the shape of the interna-
tional Islamist.” “Between the end of 1980 and the 
beginning of the 1990s, a certain number of intellec-
tual and militant Islamists will unload in London. . . . 
All the most influential preachers of ‘Londonistan,’ 
Abu Hamza al-Masri, Abu Qatada, or Omar Bakri, 
supported  the  Islamist causes  in  turn  in Algeria,  in 
Bosnia, in Chechnya, or in Kashmir.”

—Christine Bierre

Click here for Full Issue of EIR Volume 35, Number 48, December 12, 2008

© 2008 EIR News Service Inc. All Rights Reserved. Reproduction in whole or in part without permission strictly prohibited.

http://www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2008/eirv35n48-20081212/index.html

