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Bill Bowring

| will diverge from my title and pick up on the cmept of terrorism. | become more
convinced that this is first of all meaninglesst &lgo means everything. | just read
John Dugard, the UN Special Rapporteur for theg®iian) Occupied Territories.
His view is that the Security Council of the UN,jdrd by the major powers, has
shown little interest in the search for a defimtiof terrorism that takes account of its
causes, and which condemns both non-state terramshstate terrorism even-
handedlyTerrorism, for the Security Council, is what obstewas for the

American judge who remarked that he knew an obsceiien he saw one. The
danger with this approach is that it gives eactesdavide discretion to define
terrorism for itself, to define terrorism widely, settle political scores by treating
their political opponents as terrorists. It is tlauscence for oppression. That is my
view also. If terrorism has any meaning whatsoev@ngans very serious crimes
committed against civilians. | can point very easil some such crimes, war crimes,
for example war crimes committed by the British ggmment during the invasion and
occupation of Iraq, in the use of cluster bombsheehtely or recklessly in the
vicinity of civilians. These are the most seriousnes you can possibly conceive of,
which continue - because of the nature of clustenlis - to this day; and the British
for the time being have got away with it. What te tsraelis do in the Lebanon but
exactly the same thing ? Now if we want to attdehword “terrorism’ to something,
| would suggest that’s the kind of action which Wix@d might describe.

Another example which is rather more topical; apchanet a while ago, | have his
book inscribed to me; Alexander Litvinenko, haserdty died as a result of poisoning
with Polonium 210. We now find there is a trailtbis stuff all over London, and not
only has a British citizen, which he had just beeptyeen murdered with this
substance, but it looks as if an Italian citizdrfs is also in danger. I'm not going to
say who did it (I don’t know) but | saw a very goawalysis by a Russian defence
analyst a couple of days ago, where he said -rardasingly this is what we’re now
hearing - that putting together something of thatlicould only be done by a state
agency, and indeed one involving very sophisticéedities. I'd like to know which
state is likely to have been involved in this. wdarroso of the EU has recently
pointed out that a series of people have recemly, e¢ither shot dead at the door of
their apartment, as with Anna Politskaya, who daoet!l the truth about Chechnya,
or Mr Litvinenko, or indeed the Italian examininglgpe Mr Scaramello. So if you
want to attach the word “terrorism’ to somethinthithk that kind of activity is what
you attach the word terrorism to, if indeed it hasaning.

So just returning for a few minutes to the topieas meant to be talking about, by the
way there’s someone you should listen to lateitloat;s Ben Hayes from Statewatch,
who knows much more about this topic than | do, thiett web site on Statewatch is
absolutely superb. I've just written 20,000 wofoisthe Organisation for Security

and Cooperation in Europe on the question of hungduts effects of asset freezing,
ad if you want a lot of detail on that, the Statmhaveb site will give it or | will send
you my paper if you like, which contains that infation and more besides. There’'s a
general problem going on there; that is, the wagdorism’ having been picked up at



the level of the UN, what that means is that yow have lists of individuals and
organisations coming from the UN Sanctions Commjttéth absolutely no control
over how you get onto this, and it's absolutely asgible to find out. Indeed there is
no way of getting off. Ben Hayes has now colleaiadhe Statewatch web site a
whole series of cases which have gone to the @ddHitst Instance of the European
Court of Justice, where people are trying to appgalnst the fact that they or their
organisation find themselves on these lists. Iyuestt to give you a couple of
examples. There’s the Philippine Professor Sisoo iwhepresented by one of my
friends at the European Court. I've met him a ceugdltimes — he’s a little chap; he’s
the least violent looking chap I've ever seen pldpaHowever, he is a leader of the
Philippine resistance movement and if you know laimgt about the history of the
Philippines you might well think that if you aréPailippino you might well want to
get involved in activity against the present goweent there and those who stand
behind them. There’s an honourable tradition o going back centuries. Because
he’s a leader of the Phillipino opposition he istlis list, having his assets frozen.
He’s not in prison, he is still alive, but he’s pllive through the charity of his
family because the whole of the rest of his life bame to a stop in terms of what he
can do, where he can live, where he can travel, etc

Another very brief example; we're going to heamfreome Basque colleagues later
on today about another case going through the gowtich is about a Basque youth
organisation. They were put on this list. In fdait assets weren't frozen. They have
tried to take their case both to the European Cafuitistice and the European Court
of Human Rights, and they have got nowhere on redbeasion. The ECHR said that
it might be embarrassing to be on this list, bafoesn’t count as a violation of human
rights to be described as a terrorist and put ertétrorist list. It gets worse, and the
way it gets worse is that this action is at thennational level and the upshot is that
we no longer have procedural rights. That is, tleegdural right to be told what it is
you are supposed to have done, to have a heanmigiett you can contest this and to
have some possibility of appeal, and to have regalaews if you are in detention.

By the way, if you are a person detailed by occagyorces in occupied territory,

you have all these rights which are set out infberth Geneva Convention. If you
are a British or Iraqi citizen who has been detdibg the British forces in the
southern part of Iraq, like Mr. Al Jeddah, you haxeme of these rights, you are
detained on the say — so of Major General Rolle décides whether you are a threat,
he doesn't tell you what you are alleged to haveedand he can decide you will be
detained indefinitely. And Lord Justice Brook saidhe Court of Appeal that
actually Mr. Al Jeddah does not have the benefritish law, he’s under Iraqi law,
that he can come to the British court even thoughds no rights, and it's perfectly
alright. The situation in southern Iraq is equival® what the UK faced in the
Second World War So this war on terror is the samthe war against the Nazis, and
you lose your procedural guarantees as a resutt.tiis is happening not just with
the British in Iraq, not just with individuals adganisations all over Europe now,
but increasingly in the UK. | want to finish by $&ay I'm glad to see someone | know
here from Hizb ut Tahrir. | would argue with hint dhy and all night if given the
opportunity, and | think they are a political partyey are putting their point of view,
and | think they participate in political discugssoalso.



With Phil Leach now we are taking some cases t&t®ER about Hizb ut Tahrir,
about people who are refugees in Russia from Uzkaeki We’'ll hear from Craig
Murray later on today; in Uzbekistan, if they suspgu are a member of Hizb ut
Tahrir not only to you not get a hearing, you gatdal alive. I'm not joking, that is
what happens to you in Uzbekistan. So they hawktfidRussia, and there Hizb ut
Tahrir has been banneit a court hearing of which nobody was given antia&
nobody knew it was happening, there was only theegonent there in front of the
court. The court banned Hizb ut Tahrir, and nobady told of this decisiohe first
anyone knew that Hizb ut Tahrir had been bannedwires people were arrested and
sent to prison, in part for membership of Hizb ahfir. Tony Blair has been working
night and day for the last two years to get Hizaitrir put on the proscribed list in
this country. The association of Chief Police Gdfic came out and said this was
ridiculous because this is not an organisation lwhigs ever espoused or used
violence. So | heard a good suggestion in a medaiitige House of Commons a while
ago, which was that all of us should set up ama goiHizb ut Tahrir supporters group.
Whether this would do any good, | do not know.

It's good to see so many people in the room. | lieed to give you a few pointers to
how you why what is going on is so bad. | hope {loat have not been in any sushi
bars, hotels and BA aircraft in the last few weeksd just to repeat, if that is not
terrorism, | don’t know what is.

Gareth Peirce

To be described as a lawyer who defends peoplesadaf criminal offences would
be a fine thing if I now were. I'm now a lawyer whepresented people who are
accused of involvement in international terrorisimovihave no idea what the case is
against them, who never know the case against thetmyho are incarcerate
indefinitely without trial and who suffer all thégma and open-ended damage and
danger, and so o their families, of someone accokacdriminal offence without the
ability ever to meet the accusations. The titléhis conference, "Reclaiming our
Rights’, is a bit optimistic. We are in a dire sition in this country, just looking at
this country alone; our rights, particularly thogghts | ought to know about, the
rights of due process of the accused, have beehddr They have been burnt to a
crisp! The naivety of thinking we can just recldinem in a flash is wrong; we have
to realise the extent of what has happened, thih@eyl the duration of what has
happened. If we were having a debate in Parliamewtit would still be a vigorous
debate if the topic for discussion was the entir@ition of jury trial. There would
still be plenty of MPs (probably more Conservatigetually than any other party)
who would say that the fundamental freedoms ofd¢bistry are history, and demand
the enduring right to jury trial. In fact, it's genfor a lot of people, it has been taken
away, but without any Parliamentary debate, bygbkedof hand. And we remain
uninformed, unadventurous, uncritical; those herenis room represent the active
community in what is a passive, unquestioning, pitieg population in this country,
tragically.

But the enormity of the failure, which has consetpas for the rest of our lives, if we
only learn one single lesson from recent histdrig that the injustices of the conflict
in Northern Ireland, the injury meted out by thetiBh state were what perpetuated
the conflict, the injustices were what fuelled fine of the conflict for 30years. What



happened was always reactive, if one went backdody Sunday; if one went back
to the Civil Rights marches before Bloody Sundalyatwvas going on? People were
asking for simple rights; of due process, of edocatbf housing; and it was the
brutal reaction of the state and the cruelty yéar gear that fuelled the fire of the
reaction and here were are again, but worse. Wet&rongly convicting people;
we’re not locking them up after the trial in whitttere were brutal confessions
extracted. We've actually removed all that; welrstjdoing it without any due
process at all.

So | simply will take one or two examples to shawhn this country we managed to
do it without anyone noticing; it’s just a threeratdrick, and it works. In 2001 we
wanted to ape Bush; he had his Patriot Act. We &dhtd do something similar. So
we rushed through Parliament the ACTSA. Easy taadmymber of Parliamentarians
were concerned. They said; should we not be préisgcpeople; and they were re-
assured; don’t worry; this is always a last resbinere would always have been a
careful decision about whether we could prosecatple first; the Crown
Prosecution Service will always have made a datiSibose people stayed in prison
for three and a half years, interned indefinitelthaut trial, and many of them went
mad. A reflection of how awful this was is thatwmber of them ended up in
Broadmoor, driven mad by indefinite detention. e surprise of the government,
they won after three and a half years, in the Haideords judgement. There were
some stirring words said by a number of the Lawdsabout how it isn’t the threat of
terrorism we should fear but the threat of laws likat. So what was the
government’s response; it was just to bring in heotaw like that.

This time it was called control orders, and the sg®ople who were driven mad
were out on the streets the next day, damagedegsére, but under a new form of
control, this time affecting their families. Alleéltime on secret evidence which they
didn’t know, and couldn’t challenge. Suddenly, lgsar Blair said; the rules of the
game have changed; again, again; but this timeatlddund out how to do it without
even Parliamentary scrutiny; and Parliamentarytsgrin this country, with the
dominant party having the large majority it doed aiith the determination our Prime
Minister has to follow the American way, is pitifiut even so, he found a way
which didn’t need Parliamentary scrutiny. This wath foreign nationals whom
we’ve always said couldn’t be deported to theirrdopof origin because of knowing
they would be tortured. We've said that. We've igat black and white’ each of
these men acknowledged they would be torturedlledkif he was sent back to his
country of origin. But come August T1Tony Blair said "it's ok’; there are no
criminal accusations, these are not control ordees; we're going to deport people
now; this is just an immigration matter; it doesméed Parliament; we have put it
back into the field of immigration law. Immigratiatetention didn’'t need an Act of
Parliament; didn’t need debate; and so these men lie@en once again in prison now
for over a year, this time to be sent to countwéhk which we have made an
agreement. Gadaffi has signed a diplomatic asseraitb this country that he won't
torture people, at least if he receives them fremTinese are people who have
already been tried in courts which are not indepahdvhich the British
government’s own experts say operate under histdikhose courts have already
convicted these people and sentenced them to oetitbir absence, without there
being extradition, without the benefit of any duegqess. We've locked these people
up without trial on a secret accusation, for fieass, and now we're sending them



back to a country which will torture them. We dithave a Parliamentary debate
about whether this country wants to send peoplertare, didn’t have that. All we
had was an executive action, saying it’s all righet,have a memorandum of
understanding with Libya, with Algeria, with Jordaven though we acknowledge
officially that those countries still practise .

Brian Haw

This war is about babies, and our leaders havenbetbe lepers of the world! Look
what they do to the world, what we do to our nemints baby in Afghanistan with
depleted uranium! Our nuclear waste is dumpedngrcauntry where the leader
does not do what we want them to do; Kosovo, Bo#fighanistan, Irag, and now
there are thousands of tons of our filthy nucleast® dumped on our neighbours’
babies. Look what it does to babies! | would $agd forgive us, but look at our
display that we had in Parliament Square, in fafrRarliament. On 23May 78

police destroyed our display in the night. They eamarching like the Roman
legions, like the Nazis, just carrying out orddrisey had legal justification, | was
told. Orders from whom, | asked. | insisted on &p&gto their superior officer, |
said; | believe you're committing an offence. Thsayd their commander was in bed,
but oh no, he wasn’t. They committed an illegatse. | asked, on what grounds are
you trying to remove our display ? They triedtfiog April Fools’ Day. The truth
was coming out that week from Abu Graib; very emdissing for Bush and Blair; not
apparently for those Arabs, ‘ragheads’, ‘sand-latglas they call them; it wasn’t
embarrassing enough to be naked.

When they took away our display, | went right up tadder to Sir lan Blair; | said the
police should not steal; they stole the heart eftlorld from off the pavement. We
had 25 or 30 languages; the world was speakingatrpavement; the heart, the
humour, the love...Love is the answer.

The first Christmas | was there, a vicar from Leeasie to see me. We agreed; we
are killing each other at Christmas, dropping bomb®ur children. It's evident that
someone somewhere has to do something to stom#dsess. What am | doing ?
What more can | do ?

They attacked the display under the Serious Orgdrime and Police Act
(SOCPA). The story was that Blair had in effectssex out articles 10and 11 of the
Human Rights Act and substituted some little clauseSOCPA. Your right to speak
has been taken away; you have to get authoristtibave freedom of expression;
isn’t that so ? You have to notify the CommissioBelays in advance, in case he
needs to marshal troops to control people like Am@tum. I've seen the swastika
marched down Whitehall, while I've been there; hadvout that ? Marching the
swastika down Whitehall, and yet Angela Blum on@b® anniversary of Hiroshima
was threatened with arrest for breaking the lawconmemorating the effects of the
nuclear bomb we dropped.

The account of this incident in the IndependenSanday attracted a letter to the
paper from one Michael Coleman; "Dear Sir, | gt express my revulsion at the
egregious sophistry of Joan Smith’s article ...We tn@dUSA are totally responsible
for every Iraqi death, rape or torture since thet finoment of the illegal invasion.



Currently 40,000 mercenaries are involved in thiscenity and they answer to no
laws of any sort, courtesy of Paul Bremner. Thedneds of thousands murdered by
the allied troops, and the untold deaths of fugeeerations from the cluster bombs
and from depleted uranium littering the landscageocar joint responsibility. As
regards inter-factional violence, there is a phthaehas never entered Ms Smith’s
consciousness nor any knowledge of Negroponte Atierican Ambassador to Iraq
and the death squad king of Latin America. Everyogéle by the USA, in Latin
America and in Vietnam, as well as Iraq, has fodovthe same pattern of
assassinations, death squads, torture, until thik of art blazes into civil war —
which of course entails the US and UK staying therse to save the benighted
savages from themselves whist simultaneously kgepigir raw resources. This was,
and always has been, about oil, whatever the huwost

We had the US and UK'’s bloody washing hanging amside Parliament, and they
can't stand their bloody washing, and we can’tdtanr neighbour’s child being
slaughtered.

War is about making money. We say "love your nedginplove your neighbour’s
child as your own, regardless of race, colourgrefi’. This is Christianity, humanity,
the path to peace. Mr Bush and Mr. Blair, it's time did it. NOW. We had better
wake up and do it now. Some of us know about pelogpileg murdered for being
Jews, Communists, niggers’; we know about thathewe been there before. And
now it's another Semitic people being exterminatedt it ? The board at the front
of our display said "A genocide too far’. My natjasight or wrong! It's time to wake
up our country. Bush and Blair, the money makeugpets. Were the people of
Hitler's Germany responsible ? We are each resplendVake up Britain, it's time
for love, peace, justice for all, NOW.

Ben Hayes

A large part of my work over the last five years lb@en the monitoring of the
various terrorism lists, both at Statewatch an@AVPACC, and in association with
the Institute here. What | want to talk about isywe’re vehemently opposed to the
policy of proscription in all its forms. Just tovgiyou a couple of examples of the
kind of effects of proscribing both groups and wdiials, CAMPACC was set up in
response to the banning of 22 organisations i #reorism Act 2000, and their
analysis — this was before September 2001 — wa# ty@u do start banning
organisations this has the effect of criminalistagnmunities. The reality of
proscription was brought home to me in the afteaéto/11, when George Bush
stood up and told us that either you’re with ugau're with the terrorists. Whilst
most of the world said, don’t be stupid, what tleéiqy of proscription does is really
enshrine this distinction into law. So what happkimethe wake of 9/11 was that
repressive governments around the world queued dpdlare themselves on the side
of freedom and democracy, and groups around thiElwesisting occupation and
tyranny were declared “terrorist’ at a stroke, gsiid pro quo. You help us with our
war on terror, and we’ll help you with yours. Se tholicy of proscription extended
rapidly around the world. The UK terrorist list n@entains 44 groups around the
world and another 14 in Northern Ireland. The EW it own list, which contains 48
groups and 45 individuals, and just to give yolaadur of how these kinds of
decisions were taken, this list was actually adbpteDecember 2001, by a procedure



which is used very rarely. What happens is theybirfax around the list to all the
foreign ministers, and if no-one objects, the pdure means that the measure is
adopted. So this was done on th& Pecember, two days after Christmas; the list
was literally faxed around the foreign ministries@hristmas Day, and no-one
objected so it became law. The UN has a terrastsaé well; this list ostensibly
concerns associates of Osama bin Laden, Al QaidahenTaliban, and the US has
basically been the driving force behind it. It cans 123 groups, and 350 individuals,
none of whom have access to a court to challergeittclusion on this list; all of
whose assets may be frozen and various human dghted.

| want to run through our five main objections lte terrorist lists. Primarily, they are
a recipe for arbitrary and unjust decision makiagcondly, there is the crippling
effect on groups and individuals who are proscridéddrdly there is the
criminalisation of solidarity; organisations thatve long been supporting groups in
Palestine and places like that, and transferringeyipare frequently interrupted by
state agencies. Fourth, the lists are a complesuison due process and human
rights; they really fly in the face of natural jiegt. Fifth, they have an effect of
undermining peace processes and conflict resolufigiou just think back a decade
ago, and however we might have characterised theepgerocess, whatever form and
however we might have criticised the peace prosetbst were happening, we just
don’t have that any more, we just have a deadletwéen governments and
terrorists. If Mark (Muller) was here, he would &@énly have aid something about the
Kurds, because that was one of the things he’s Wweeking on. Two weeks ago,
CAMPACC organised a seminar in the Houses of Radi#, to discuss the ban on
Kongra Gel, who were added to the EU terroristdestier this year. Now this
meeting occurred at a time when the war betweeil tinesh government and
Kongra Gel continues despite the renewal of theefea by the PKK and Kongra
Gel. And at a time when human rights violationaiagt journalists, writers, trade
unionists, publishers, have been increasing ateaamang rate. Now, our meeting two
weeks ago really highlighted the reality of the biainst we heard from the Plaid
Cymru MPs who kindly hosted the meeting. They $lagy could not believe the
level of hostility just towards the organisationtibé meeting, within the Houses of
Parliament. As | said, our democratic institutiolo't much care about conflict
resolution any more. We were then supposed tofr@arRenzi Kartal, European
spokesman for Kongra Gel. Mr. Kartal is a respetbecher member of the Turkish
Parliament who is now based in Brussels, but unfatiely we didn’t get to hear from
Mr. Kartal because at the eleventh hour the UK gawent refused him a visa. We
then heard from a Kurdish activist, who has beerking for years on a Kurdish
youth project which has now been forced to classt, pecause of the ban. And we
heard from countless other people how Kurdish ettivhere now fear jail, just for
speaking out on the issues they believe in. Oblyahey have been gagged not
because of any threat they pose to Britain bupfease the Turkish government. I'll
give you another example. Several months ago Ispaaking at a conference in
Helsinki, on this issue, and someone put up hisl lzaxd said | have a question for
you. He said I'd like to know if the people of thdk know where Baluchistan is. He
said I'm not trying to cast aspersions on the lat¢lof the British public, but I'd like
to know if they know why the Baluchistan Liberatidrmy has also just been added
to the UK terrorist list. Now for those of you widon’t know, the Baluchis are really
in a very similar position to the Kurds. They dne victims of empire’ they have a
very rich land which has been divide between tlomentries’ Afghanistan, Pakistan



and Iran, and they are now being brutally represeel by the Pakistani government
and by the Iranian government. So what have thedB# ever done to us ? Why are
they on our banned list of terrorist organisati@nghe reason is very simple; General
Musharraf supports our war on terror, so we suppisrtWe support it with F16s,
with helicopter gunships, and now we support itviite veneer of political and legal
legitimacy. We, the British people, are giving genes support to the slow genocide
of the Baluchis. There were three and a half thodigeople killed this year.

So I will just finish up; what is to be done ? Radly, international law has now
contrived a bogus distinction between good andwehith is being used to prop up
authoritarian regimes around the world. And thigusodistinction is what legitimises
the whole war on terror in all its guises. As Glargdid earlier, really so much has
been lost; really it is difficult to know what t@dBut there is resistance. For example
proscribed Basque organisations are leading thiéedlge to the EU terrorist list and

if things go as expected they will probably befing to be heard in the European
Court of Human Rights, which as you know is a Meng and arduous process. And
solidarity organisations are also challenging tae by transferring not insubstantial
sums of money to organisations on the terroristTisere’s an organisation in
Denmark which is called ??, which means UproaRelvellion, and last year they
transferred substantial funds to the FARC and ¢éd®RLP. They went on TV, said
what they had done, and basically invited the Dag®svernment to come and
prosecute them for the transfer of funds to thegarasations, with the idea that this
would allow the status of the list to be testedonrt. Their leader Patrick McManus
has been arrested, his house and his office razethe’s been placed under
extremely heavy surveillance and police attentsond his trial is expected to begin in
April 2007, and | would urge all of you to supptiris man, because here is someone
who could potentially go to prison for what he’snéavithout much of the world
batting an eyelid. So there is emerging a campaggnst the policy of proscription

in all its forms, and at the heart of it is thead#d solidarity, solidarity with all those
groups resisting occupation and tyranny, includimgse who have taken up arms in
their struggle for self-determination. We also neelildarity with all of those branded
as terrorists by states and international orgapisstand solidarity with the simple
idea that dialogue and negotiation is the only ¥easesolve the host of complex
historical struggles that have now been lumpedthmyainder the banner of terrorism.

Lastly the biggest problem we face in all thishis failure, and the bias, of the so-
called international community. In the wake of Gamfiascism and World War 2, the
United Nations was founded on the very idea thatnternational community would
show solidarity with those resisting oppression gmanny. Now, the international
community is overwhelmingly on the side of the agsor. So | would urge you to
support CAMPACC, support those organisations thatheen proscribed for
fighting oppression, and think carefully every tigmu hear the word terrorism
bandied against groups and individuals, becauseoftan there’s a deeper political
purpose behind that.

Mark Thomas
| want to take up some of the themes that Ben al&gg about. | think all of us

recognise that we are facing extremely illibenalds, and our side aren’t exactly
winning at the moment, and that'’s just the mostna¢way you can put it. We're



losing, is more accurate; we are losing human sightl we are losing the battle to
actually reclaim, to have our rights and to usenth&nd we need to fight every inch
of the way on this. It's very interesting becausgergually, the so-called war on terror
will falter and peter out. Eventually, people wik left standing in the rubble amidst
all this legislation. Then | wonder how much ofvtl still be allowed to stand. |
wonder how much of the legislation will be kept.eTpolice actually enjoy some of
this legislation; they think it gives them the cbarof a bit more power to give them a
slightly easier life. I'm not really being flipparthe police ask if we arrest someone
do we have to fill in lots of forms or can we jast it ? They want to go for the “just
do it’ option. There was an example of that whenphoscription list first came out in
2001. There was a great demonstration outside timeeHDffice; some of you may
remember it, in fact some of you were actually ¢éhdrwas about Kurdish
organisations being banned. Suddenly, organisatitish were on ceasefire and had
declared a commitment to the peace process wergegavded as terrorist
organisations. And the minutiae of the legislasard, if you wear a t-shirt that says
you support the Kurdish people; if you wear a tishi a badge or any cultural
artefact that identifies that, you can face six thenn prison. Obviously we all know
six months for a t-shirt is absurd. ( A couple &eks for a Pringle golf sweater is
possibly acceptable!) | was part of a great te&people who organised opposition
to that. | had a t-shirt printed with all of thenmas of the organisations that were
banned, and we were quite happy assembling outseddome Office thinking we
might get a bit of press interest, and about fbousands Kurds arrived en masse,
which they occasionally do, all wearing big t-skiwtith | am the PKK’ on them. The
cops were really great; | spoke to one of the sesficcers who said; you've done
really well here, you’ve got your own police spottelicopter, that's a really good
turnout. So he was very complementary. We actunghded in a copy of the t-shirt to
the Home Office — Jack Straw was the Home Secreititye time, and we asked his
assistant if they could persuade Jack to put @rmhthereby arrest himself. | spoke to
a senior police officer and he said, nobody’s gamget arrested for a t-shirt; it’s just
a chilling effect; we want to calm everything dowke thought this is surely an
absurd law, and surely nobody is going to follovg through; surely nobody is going
to get arrested for a t-shirt.

We were wrong. A couple of years later there wete Kurds who were arrested in
Dover; they were travelling to a Kurdish rally imt6pe; they had four thousand
pounds with them. They were arrested by Specialdbravho said, you are going to
give that four thousand pounds to a terrorist oiggion. And they put them on trial.
Fortunately in these rather fraught times thesdillsa minor problem of having to
come up with evidence in court, thankfully. And thrdy evidence that could be
found that could link the men in any way to a @est’ organisation was that one of
the chaps was wearing a t-shirt with '| am the PKKWwas the one worn outside the
Home Office, and that was the only evidence thel; Ba we might look at these
laws, and think surely they won’t enact it, butegvhalf a chance they will. They
guys were acquitted on a legal technicality - ahennocent. These laws have an
incredible effect, as most of you know. There hiagen a series of laws that have
come in and they have affected different partsusfammmunity in different ways.
Obviously a proscription will affect various padasthe Tamil community or the
Kurdish community. Then the anti-terror laws willeact people in the sense of their
civil liberties, but comparatively across the cayrihose aren’'t huge groups of
people. Interestingly enough I think the laws thate really touched people have



been the laws which New Labour have introduced whave been petty and spiteful.
Like ID cards for example, it's one of the thingat makes people physically angry
about having to justify ourselves to the statdhenthan the logical thing which is that
the state should justify itself to us. The licemsatt too; if you have a piano in a pub
for example; this might sound small beer, but ifiy@ve a piano in a pub and you
play it and you haven’'t got an entertainment lieegiou could be arrested, and the
sentence for not having a licence is comparabbeetog a drug dealer. So it's nuts;
interestingly enough there is an exemption in ttat is for Morris dancers. So if
anyone wishes to join me | hope to be having a ravehich we can each be Morris
dancers, so we won’t need a licence.

Another example is the SOCPA restrictions on ptaeguiring permission from the
police to demonstrate in Parliament Square anehw#ons. And also the Harassment
Act, which is a lesser looked-at piece of legiskatwhich says that if you go to
someone’s house with the intention of getting thermhange their mind, about any
given subject, you can be harassing them. Bunkthie have a chance to get back on
them about this, because during an election timggrae who rings on your doorbell
who'’s canvassing has got the intention of making glmsange your mind. If we can
get it together we could get every major politipatty and its dog for harassment.
And it seems to me that those ways of tacklinguitehmerit. One, because of Brian
Haw and the amazing stand he has taken againdtdbenian positions that we have
faced on freedom of speech in Parliament Squarat fds been an incredible, a
remarkable stand, and a testament to an indivah@lhis courage. | couldn’t do that,
| couldn’t begin to do it, | don’t think most peeptould. Alongside that there is a
whole wellspring of anger of people who want tojo but aren’t able to go the
distance that some others can.

This has been the interesting thing about doingrihss lone demonstrations, that
because the police have said you need a permissieffect a licence, if you wish to
demonstrate in Parliament Square and its enviibopgens it up to the kind of
challenge that the authorities simply aren’t pregdor, which is total compliance,
and aggressively complying. We organised massdengonstrations where 150
people turned up at Charing Cross police statiadh®f them wanting a licence to
stand there with one banner, doing their own demnatisn, and the paperwork of it is
quite immense. In August when this happened the@al that station went into
complete melt-down about it. They were there farfloours just getting the paper in
and photocopying it. We now know that there havenligvice the amount of requests
for demonstrations since SOCPA has been introduatthuld point out that the zone
of restriction covers four different police statiareas — Charing Cross, Lambeth,
Belgravia and Parks Police. Belgravia are supsmufever want to do a
demonstration, do it in Belgravia because theyfamgastic. They get maps out that
show you the individual houses in a street andyaskwhere you are going to
demonstrate. It wastes an inordinate amount of tlmee and | would urge you to do
it. The interesting thing was, whilst we were doifyghere was a lovely chap who
was standing there — there were all sorts of baniseme of them very serious, like
banners that said "UK out of Iraq’, or "Stop theddi aggression in the Lebanon’;
others are less serious like “free tampons on tH8’NOne woman just had a banner
that said 'Ban the bits in cheese’, which | thoughs very British. | was outside
Westminster Abbey a few days later, demonstratiitigimithe zone and calling on the
Abbey to be shut because God was dead. A chap garteme with a blazer and |



wondered whether | was going to be shouted at aoa he said "you don’t remember
me ? | was on the demonstration in Parliament fequizs absolutely dreadful what
they are doing out there.” And he was the lass@ei would have expected to see
there. | think part of what we need to do is tacheaut to those people who would
give a care about the anti-terror legislation aoud proscription if they knew more
about it, but they do care about what they perctiee the loss of their rights —
whether it's about SOCPA, or the Harassment ActDarards; there is a whole
wellspring of people out there who care passiogatkbut their rights and it's up to
us to find ways to connect with those communitied @ bring them into the fray .

Craig Murray

| have a lot to say and too little time. If you lfékee more detail you can buy my
book. It makes a great Christmas present and youeza it yourself before you give
it to someone. You can also give it to a New Lalsupporter and they’ll be really
annoyed.

| was British Ambassador in Uzbekistan, where héar up in August 2002. It was my
first ambassadorial post. | knew Uzbekistan wagtbrship. | had been told it had
not much change since the days of the Soviet sydiati really wasn't prepared for
how dictatorial it was. It's a totalitarian statiehas no freedom whatsoever.
Opposition political parties are banned; they @ibeernment) don’t win the elections,
because the elections are not contested; thecefre@ media, no freedom of
assembly. Amnesty International reckon there af®fiblitical prisoners, and | think
that's probably an under-estimate. There’s no foeedf the internet either. The
majority of the population work on state farms prodg cotton. Uzbekistan is the
world’s second largest producer of cotton, so thgation for the Uzbek cotton
industry has caused the destruction of the Aral Brd the people who work on the
cotton farms, they work 12 hours a day 6 days &weed the official salary they get
is $12 a month. What they actually get in theirdh@n$2 a month. That's about seven
cents a day, for working 12 hours a day. And theaytdeave, they're slaves. Not
only does Uzbekistan have an external visa systete&ving the country, they have
an internal visa system. If you want to move frome @illage to another village, you
need a visa. And if you're a cotton worker you waget it, because they want to keep
you on the cotton farms. In the harvest seasom, thé schools and universities all
closed, the pupils and students and teachers ar@seto harvest cotton as well.
Children of seven and eight years old work a 12 lgay in the cotton fields, for three
months on end. And as Ambassador | was under sigin) whenever | made a
public speech, to refer to Uzbekistan as our allshe war on terror, and always to
thank President Karimov for his assistance in Afgstan and for giving the US an
air base.

| decided to try to find out more. | had been theuple of weeks when | attended a
dissident trial; it was of six people who were g with membership of the Islamic
Movement of Uzbekistan, a movement said with samsége to be linked to Al

Qaida. They were charged with the armed robbegyjetveller to fund terrorism, and
with the murder of two policemen — and accordingitonan Rights Watch there

were 12 other people who had already been convaftdte murder of the two
policemen. There was no accusation that it was Ia, wroa conspiracy — quite simply,
two policemen had been murdered. When that happent)zbek government uses it



to round up a lot of dissidents, and try them, its murder, execute them. | was
stunned when | attended this trial. | could onlynpare it to footage I've seen of
Hitler’'s show trials. The accused looked beatenemdciated; the judge was
screaming at them, making gratuitous anti-Islararoarks; for example "I'm
surprised that you could find time to commit aksle crimes when you had to stop to
pray five times a day’. And all his cronies in ttwurt would laugh as thought this
was great wit. The first thing happened in thatrtoaom which led me onto the path
that brought me out of the diplomatic service adirhe here today. One old man was
giving evidence; he had made a statement to ptiletetwo of the accused, who were
his nephews, were members of Al Qaida, and haeltesl/to Afghanistan, and had
met with Osama bin Laden in person. And like evegyelse in that court room, as he
was giving his evidence he was terrified; he wasldmman, and you could see that
he was scared stiff. But suddenly he found someristrength, and he stood taller,
and he said, This is not true; they tortured mijdeén in front of me until | signed
this statement. We are good Muslims; but we are favmers; what do we know
about Osama bin Laden ?’ | can’t explain what hapgeit was entirely intuitive, but
at that moment | was sure he was telling the triittd he must have realised that in
doing that, he was almost certainly signing his @&ath warrant. That gave me
cause to think, as did everything else | was |eayni

| reported the trial and everything I'd seen backondon. | received a reply back
from the Foreign Office which | shall never forgetsaid "Dear Ambassador; we
have received your report; we think you are perlumes-focussed on human rights.’
Anyhow, | continued to be over-focussed on humghtsi, the fact that the
Ambassador had been to a dissident trial was adiimay of hope to the dissidents in
Uzbekistan, to the oppressed, because the wedtdgadcompletely ignoring them,
because of their country’s position as an allyhim twar on terror’. Think about it,
unless you received some specific information flamnesty International, and there
wasn’t much of that in 1999-2000, when did you dweair about human rights in
Uzbekistan ? Almost never; these people felt igdoOnce they found that the
British Embassy was taking an interest, peopldexdao beat a path to my door.
Victims of torture, relatives of victims, peopletivphotographic evidence of torture,
even people with letters smuggled out of the gulAgsl | began to build up a picture
of torture carried out on an industrial scale, etifeg thousands of people in jail. One
of the first things | received was an envelope aimmhg photographs of a dead body.
This man was a member of Hizb ut Tabhrir, the fundatalist but non-violent Islamic
group. He'd been in one of the gulags, and his bwtl/been returned to his mother
with instructions not to open the casket but toybuthe next day. But she felt there
were certain religious duties to be performed rm&eof washing the body. So in the
middle of the night she got the body out and tole&tpgraphs of it, and when she
heard that the British Embassy was now taking sarast she got them to us. When |
saw them, | couldn’t work out what had happenethi® corpse, I'd seen nothing like
it in my life. So | sent the photographs to thehpéagy department at the University
of Glasgow. They did a report based on the phatiod they said his fingernails had
been pulled out, that he had been beaten abotatbeand neck, and that he had died
of immersion in boiling liquid. It was immersiominsplashing because there was a
clear tide line around the upper limbs and uppesatowith 100% scalding
underneath. He had been boiled alive. | only caonesa one or two other examples
of people being boiled alive that | could defintgkrify. But people having a limb
inserted into boiling liquid was very common. Assaguffocation, as was beating,



particularly smashing of the knees and elbows. As mpe, and particularly common
was the torture or rape of family members in froithe person. But as we gathered
all this evidence, which London didn’t want, andyttiold me so every time | sent it
to them, we also got evidence of what people wenegoforced to confess to under
torture.

They were being forced to confess to membershi faida. They were often being
forced to confess to going to Afghanistan and mgeBsama bin Laden in person.
And they were being forced to sign up to long lsftether people, and say, yes, |
know these people, they are members of Al QaidaeMéten than not, they had
know idea who any of these lists of names were taegwere by no means all
Uzbeks. People were being tortured in Uzbek cafig, admitting that all sorts of
people they didn’'t know, all over the world, werk@aida members. At the same
time | was seeing all the CIA intelligence coming of Uzbekistan. Under
agreements which the US has with the UK, MI6 amd@hA share all their
intelligence. Now | didn’t have any intelligencedbare. | don’t want to spoil the new
James Bond film for you, but we didn’t have an Mtétion in Tashkent because it
was too dangerous. In real life, MI6 do not serveauntries where you can’t buy a
cappuchino — it's a very aristocratic organisatiBat | saw the CIA material. It said
that detainees had confessed to being members@Qa#lia. It said they had travelled
to Afghanistan and met Osama bin Laden. It gavedbhames of other people they
had said were members of Al Qaida. And it wasHffialilt to put two and two
together and work out that this material had comectifrom Uzbek torture
chambers. It was being put together and passdettoBA. It wasn'’t difficult to work
it out because we actually asked the American Esyhasd they said we get it from
the Uzbek security services, and they almost cdytgiet it from the torture
chambers, and we don’t see that as a problem ioahtext of the war on terror. 1 did
see it as a problem.

| reported back to London by telegrams to Jackvgtsaying, "we're getting
intelligence from torture; it’s illegal, it's immal and it's useless, because the
information’s no good. It became increasingly plamme that London were very
angry with me. | was summoned back to a meetinghvtiok place on either th&'7
or the &' of March 2003, whichever of those is a Fridaythst meeting | was told
three things. Sir Michael Wood, the Home Office'set legal advisor, told me it is
not illegal for us to get intelligence gained untteture as long as we don’t do the
torturing ourselves. The second thing | was told W&t Jack Straw had met with Sir
Richard Deal, the head of MI6, and they had decttad in the context of the war on
terror, we should obtain intelligence based oruteras a matter of policy, and that
that policy had been confirmed by the Cabinet. ®ag a civil servant, and | should
shut up and get on with it. Now those are two \a@mling things to tell you. But the
third thing, in a sense, is even more chilling. 8&® when | said that the information
IS untrue, it's rubbish, why do we want it, therassa guy from MI6 called Matthew
Kidd, who was speaking very very carefully fromragared written brief, not
deviating at all from the official line, and evedigne | said to him "it's untrue
information’ he said “it's operationally useful. oM my arguments with the Foreign
Office about this went on for over a year, befdreytsacked me, but they never once
claimed to me that the material was true. They wnguck to this line “it's
operationally useful’. | want you to think of th@mifications of that.



Intelligence in the war on terror is not judgedvamether it's true or not, but whether
it's "useful’ or not; does it paint the picture thevernment wants to have painted ?
Now apply that idea to the intelligence on Iragieywens of mass destruction. Was it
true ? No. Was it operationally useful ? You-bdtwe wanted to concoct a spurious
legal defence justification for an entirely illegaédr it was the most useful
intelligence they ever had. And | can promise ys@am insider and as a member of
the FCO section that was monitoring Iragi arms prement in the first Gulf crisis, |
can promise you that the FCO knew very well that thossier on weapons of mass
destruction was a load of nonsense. But it wasatjperally useful. And | want you to
think as well about when Eliza Manningham-Bullexigls that there are 1600 actual
Islamic terrorists active in the UK; not supportersympathisers or people prepared
to give a bedroom or a safe haven to them, butlpeapually prepared to commit
acts of violence; 1600 of them in the UK, basedntelligence. Is it true ? No! That
would be 30 times the level of violence preserihgNorthern Irish community at the
height of the troubles. It's about one in 400 @& ttumber of active male Muslims in
this country; it's a number which anyone with aegwrity background knows is
rubbish, basically. But it's operationally usefogécause it's useful to fear people, to
get more fear into society, to do more to alietnlageMuslim community from the
British public, to stir up Islamophobia, to justfyremember she said this a week
before the Queen’s Speech — John Reid (who looke arad more like Mussolini)
introducing yet more draconian legislation of thedkthat removes human rights in
this country. When you hear that it's based onlligence | want you to remember
that it almost certainly came from someone scregrnmra torture chamber, in
Uzbekistan, in Pakistan, in Algeria, in Syria, ioMcco, in Diego Garcia, in
Guantanamo, in Abu Graib, in Poland, in one ofrttaay, many locations around the
world. Because that's what we are doing; we aratirg ...the material | saw in
Uzbekistan vastly exaggerated the presence of Ad&Ja central Asia. There was
almost no Islamic militancy of a violent kind innteal Asia until we embarked on our
policy of strong support for the dictatorship; thmeople started to hate us.

This endless war on terror is a self-fulfilling preecy; if we keep invading people’s
countries (600,000 dead in Iraq) ... I'm not sure hoany of you saw Martin

Bright’s report in the New Statesman, about a partyumber 10, at which Blair was
asked by someone, "with 100,000 dead in Iraq, hemwyou sleep at night 2’And he
replied, "well, actually | think you'll find it's rare like 50,000'. The public are being
conditioned to think all those dead people are dlglims, and they are out to Kill
us. And by a whole string of fake plots — like tie@n plot, where intelligence came
from someone who was tortured in Algeria, as Bllanningham-Buller has publicly
said, and it turned out to be completely falsetdhveas no ricin, there was no plot.
And the Forest Gate "plot’, the chemical weapowos, phere was no chemical vest,
and you wouldn’t use one with a chemical weapon,would go for air dispersal,
you don’t wrap the chemical weapon round a humesotand swathe it in fabric. The
idea was nonsense, but because there was “intelégabout a chemical weapons
vest, it was enough to keep anti-Muslim propagadthe front page for days and
days. There have been loads of them. I'm sure yoh&en hearing today about 1200
Muslims, maybe more, arrested under terrorist lagye, with hardly anyone
charged and virtually no-one convicted of anythimgo with terrorism. And so much
of it goes back to that willingness to employ toens overseas to produce false lists
of members of Al Qaida in this country and elsewhé&s keep stoking the fires of
Islamophobia. We've got to resist it and we’ve goget the truth out to people.



