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                        INTRODUCTION
The goals that I want to achieve are:

1. Searching information about the history of terrorism

2. Getting some knowledge about the main terrorist acts

3. Looking for the society opinion about this problem 

The tasks are: 

1. Look through information about this topic

2. Pick out the most important parts of this problem

3. Interrogate a group of people about the questions, connected with                                      terrorism
Problem question:

What are the reasons of terrorist acts and peoples` attitude towards the progress in the struggle against terrorism?                                 
The object of the research:

Terrorism and everything connected with it. 

The subjects of the research are:

- the “definition” of terrorism;

- the main terrorist acts of the 21st century;

- the history of terrorism.
Hypothesis

We have put several hypothesis:
 - the main reasons of the terrorist acts are religious and politician;
 - the level of terrorism danger nowadays  is rather  high; 

 - the best way of struggle against it is a politician way. 

The actuality of the problem
Nowadays terrorism is one of the most popular theme in the world. You can find some reports about it practically everywhere: on television, in newspapers, on the radio. It is always among the main themes of  TV or radio news programs. There are a lot of publications in different newspapers and magazines about it and how to struggle with it. Nowadays this problem is more than actual for the  modern world.

When we hear the word ‘terrorism’ we imagine the awful scenes of Beslan attack when one of the brightest days of year turned into a real horror for pupils of the school and their teachers. We imagine the horror scenes of Dubrovka, when for many people a common performance resulted in their last performance. When American hears the word ‘terrorism’ he imagines the awful scenes of the 11th September when hundreds of innocent people died. When English hears the word ‘terrorism’ he imagines  the horror scenes of the 6th July when more than  50 people died and 700 were injured in the terror attack on London by British born suicide bombers...
There were hundreds and thousands of other terrorist acts in different parts of the world. Nowadays this is a real global problem of the world. So we try to answer the questions: why do people kill themselves and other people, what do they want, what makes them do it?

Why we chose this topic
We decided to choose the topic about terrorism , because now this is very important for us, for our family's and for people all over the world. Terrorism has become a very often event. Terrorist acts can take place in different parts of the world.  We absolutely understand that it can happen to us, to our families, to our friends. It can happen to each of us. So we must struggle against terrorism. 
  That’s why we think, that my information can be not just interesting, but also useful. This information can be used on the lessons of English. We hope that thanks to it people will know more about terrorism and will understand the situation in the world better.       

The definition of terrorism
First we tried to find information about the meaning  of the word `terrorism`. Different dictionaries give different variants and I want to show the most imparial variant in my opinion. The word terrorism goes from the word ‘terror’ and ‘terror’ is a French word , which means horror.
Defining the term "terrorism" is probably of little interest to many, who might simply say "I can't define it but I know it when I see it," to borrow Justice Potter Stewart's famous words. There are, however, those scholars who believe that calling anyone a "terrorist" is non-academic, subjective, and generally unhelpful. For instance, Mark Juergensmeyer of UC Santa Barbara, the author of an otherwise very useful book on religious terrorism, writes: 

I use the term 'terrorist' sparingly. When I do use it, I employ it in the same sense as the word murderer'--it applies to special persons only after they have been found guilty of committing such a crime, or planning to commit one. Even then I am somewhat cautious about using the term, since a violent act is 'terrorism' technically only in the eyes of the courts, more publicly in the eyes of the media, and ultimately only in the eyes of the beholder. The old saying "One person terrorist is another person freedom-fighter" has some truth to it. The designation of terrorism is a subjective judgment about the legitimacy of violent acts as much as it is a descriptive statement about them. 
 The definition of terrorism is obvious and simple. Terrorism is any attack, or threat of attack, against unarmed targets, intended to influence, change, or divert major political decisions. While this is perhaps not sufficiently obscure for those academics (international law experts in particular) who thrive on complicating the simple, it is perfectly adequate. Outside the relativist world of academia, terrorism is a very clearly defined phenomenon: attacks against largely or exclusively civilian targets in order to inspire fear. As Osama bin Laden stated in a videotape made just after September 11, 2001, and released by the Pentagon in December 2001, the purpose of those attacks was to make certain that Americans heard "in deeds, in New York and Washington, speeches that overshadowed all other speeches made everywhere else in the world."
1) In US legislation:
While there is not one universally accepted definition of terrorism, a U.S. Department of Justice regulation states that, "Terrorism includes the unlawful use of force and violence against persons or property to intimidate or coerce a government, the civilian population, or any segment thereof, in furtherance of political or social objectives." The interim definitions used by the FBI are as follows: 

* Domestic terrorism refers to activities that involve acts dangerous to human life that are a violation of the criminal laws of the United States or of any state; appear to be intended to intimidate or coerce a civilian population; to influence the policy of a government by mass destruction, assassination, or kidnapping; and occur primarily within the territorial jurisdiction of the United States. 

* International terrorism involves violent acts or acts dangerous to human life that are a violation of the criminal laws of the United States or any state, or that would be a criminal violation if committed within the jurisdiction of the United States or any state. These acts appear to be intended to intimidate or coerce a civilian population; influence the policy of a government by intimidation or coercion; or affect the conduct of a government by mass destruction, assassination or kidnapping, and occur primarily outside the territorial jurisdiction of the United States or transcend national boundaries in terms of the means by which they are accomplished, the persons they appear intended to intimidate or coerce, or the locale in which their perpetrators operate or seek asylum. 

Compare this to the definition of the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), which quotes an entirely different piece of legislation: 

* The term "terrorism" means premeditated, politically motivated violence perpetrated against noncombatant targets by sub national groups or clandestine agents, usually intended to influence an audience. 

* The term "international terrorism" means terrorism involving the territory or the citizens of more than one country. 

*The term "terrorist group" means any group that practices, or has significant subgroups that practice, international terrorism

Here, we have two agencies within the same government that cannot maintain analogous definitions. Furthermore, this division is emblematic of the inter-agency communication breakdown that led to the loss of intelligence of the September 11 attacks.
2) In Great Britain legislation:

And now I would like to say about the definition of terrorism in Great Britain legislation:

In  Great Britain the Terrorist Act was written in 2000. It is often criticized as overload.

In this Act "terrorism" means the use or threat of action where  the use or threat is designed to influence the government or to intimidate the public or a section of the public; and the use or threat is made for the purpose of advancing a political, religious purpose of advancing a political, religious or ideological cause. Action falls within this subsection if it:

(a) involves serious violence against a person,

(b) involves serious damage to property,

(c) endangers a person's life, other than that of the person committing the action,

(d) creates a serious risk to the health or safety of the public or a section of the public; or

(e) is designed to seriously interfere with or seriously to disrupt an electronic system. 

These are the modern meanings of the word. And the word itself goes from latin word ‘terror’ which means horror.

The main terrorist acts of the 21st century

There were a lot of terrorist acts in earliest times. Some of them are very famous. I would like to write about such terracts. 

1)Attack on Madrid

The terrorist attacks in Madrid were a monstrous crime against innocent humanity. They were also a reminder that terrorism is a worldwide threat and that fighting it is not America's problem alone. Combating terrorism effectively requires the fullest possible international cooperation, especially in intelligence, law enforcement and the tracking of terrorist finances. Most of the hard work will be far less dramatic than the successful military campaigns in Afghanistan and Iraq. Indeed, each new terrorist act demonstrates that military action alone is not the solution. Terrorism cannot be eradicated simply by driving the Taliban out of Kabul or capturing Saddam Hussein. 

The series of bombs in Madrid that killed nearly 200 people and injured more than 1,400 came three days before national elections. Whether the bombers came from the Basque terrorist group ETA, as the Spanish government initially presumed, Al Qaeda or elsewhere, comparisons to the attacks of Sept. 11, 2001, are inevitable and appropriate. Neither Spain nor America stand alone. 

The list of terrorist outrages around the world has been grimly lengthening since that Sept. 11. Fanatics have sown carnage in places like Bali, Mombasa, Baghdad, Jerusalem, Moscow, Jakarta, Casablanca, Riyadh and Istanbul. Europe has been a particular target for decades. Britain and Northern Ireland have endured the bombings of the Irish Republican Army, French civilians have been killed by radical Algerian groups, and hundreds of Spaniards have been murdered by ETA. 

At a time like this, trans-Atlantic squabbling about the nature of the terrorist threat and how to fight it seems tragically misplaced.Terrorism threatens all of us, everywhere, every morning. Terrorists respect no national boundaries, political systems, ideologies or religions. The fight against them must be just as multinational. 

2)Attack on London

Memories of Sept. 11, 2001, flooded back -- the slow realization of the magnitude of that crime, the nagging worry that we had not seen the end of it. The images were tragically familiar: the bloodied faces as survivors trudged to the light through smoky darkness, screaming sirens and terrified onlookers. 

But the familiarity does nothing to mitigate the pain of those who lost loved ones, of the many injured and of the millions of Londoners who watched as the weekday morning calm in their city was shattered by the bestiality of people capable of setting off bombs in packed subway trains and a crowded bus. 

The anger and pain mixed with admiration for the strength and calm of those who live in a place that has seen more than its share of domestic tragedy: the bombings by Nazi warplanes more than a half-century ago, and the mindless terrorism of Irish militants more recently. 

Sadly, this attack came just at a moment when there were glimmers of hope and unity. The day before, London had won the right to be host of the Olympics, that great display of international understanding and peaceful competition. And on the morning of the bombings, Prime Minister Tony Blair, President Bush and the leaders of six other rich and powerful nations were meeting in Scotland to work out a common plan to help those who live in despair in places like Africa, where poverty and disease breed resentment among those who have nothing for those who have so much. That juxtaposition of hope and fear is an integral weapon of the terrorist, who seeks not only to destroy life and property but also to disrupt our lives in ways that bring more destruction. 

Fear was another inescapable response -- the natural fear that this kind of attack, carried out by people with no regard for their own lives or anyone else's, could happen anywhere. 

That fear has already led to questions about why the British security agencies did not anticipate the attacks, why the wealthy nations have not done enough about the root causes of terrorism and why Al Qaeda and Osama bin Laden continue to function after almost four years of the so-called war on terrorism. Many will wonder why the United States is mired in Iraq while Al Qaeda's leader still roams free. 

There are no easy answers to these questions, just as there is no easy defense against acts of terrorism. What ordinary people can do is to carry on. Just as the world leaders kept meeting in Scotland yesterday, we can go back into the subway (and the London Underground when it is reopened), back onto the streets and back to work. 

Terrorist acts are meant to show us how thin the veneer of order and decency in the world is, but they can demonstrate just the opposite if we use them to deepen our commitment to the richness and civility of our lives. That sends a message to the terrorists: You have failed again.

But unfortunately such  big terracts have happened not only in west Europe, but also in Russia. So I am going to write about some of them.  

3) Attack on Beslan school

It was a scene of chaos and utter horror. On Sept 3 this year, 2 days after a gang of armed militants seized School Number One in Beslan, in the republic of North Ossetia, Russia, a bomb detonated accidentally in the sports hall where the terrorists were holding 1100 pupils, teachers, and parents hostage. 

The explosion triggered a second blast as terrified and injured children began to scramble to freedom through shattered windows. 

Immediately, the heavily armed terrorists opened fire on their fleeing captives, and security forces outside the building responded by shooting back. 

One veteran war reporter at the scene later recalled it was "the most disturbing, horrible, and chaotic thing" he had ever encountered. 

Scores of hostages were crushed to death by falling debris; many others were cut down in the hail of gunfire. Those that escaped were caked with blood and dust, and often dumb with shock. 

During the 53-hour siege they had seen friends executed, been threatened with shooting, denied food and water, forced to drink urine, and obliged to soil themselves where they sat. 

David Womble, an aid worker who arrived in the area a day later to offer help to a local hospital, met a doctor who broke down in tears as she and colleagues struggled to cope with the flow of injured and traumatised victims. 

"Based on that incident alone I can say that Beslan left profound psychological scars, not only for the parents and children who were in the school and for their relatives, but for parents and children everywhere", he says. 
                              The history of terrorism
                                      Terrorism in Russia

    History of Russia remembers the time when the number of terrorists was great and when terrorism was very popular among people who wanted to change the system of country. For example, Russian emperor Alexander the 2nd was killed by terrorists who wanted revolution.  But before this ‘lucky’ try there were several unlucky tries when Alexander saved thanks to wonder, but the number of those who wanted to kill him was so great that he had no chance to survive. This fact shows that terrorism is not so young as it can seems.  
                                          Changing Patterns 

The nature, targets, and rhetoric of international terrorism have changed dramatically since the end of the Cold War and the emergence of globalization. The Soviet Union's collapse is important not because it supported and controlled all the world's terrorist groups--it assuredly did not--but because Moscow and the Warsaw Pact countries were the leading trainers of terrorists, producing such famous alumni as Ilich Ramirez (aka "Carlos the Jackal"). Also, Soviet satellite and protege countries or regimes--most prominently Cuba, Nicaragua under the Sandinista regime, and East Germany--lost the financial and military capabilities to continue such activities, or even ceased to exist. Furthermore, until 1991, the choice of weapons used by terrorists--whether Islamic or Marxist-Leninist--was controlled, influenced, and known by the Soviets, who restricted the choices to conventional weapons. Weapons more than these would have threatened the global balance of superpower deterrence and was therefore taboo. 

In Central America, the achievement of peace and the subsequent disarming of insurgent and terrorist groups in Guatemala and El Salvador in the 1990s only occurred once the Castro regime was no longer flourishing under the U.S.S.R.'s protective umbrella and once the Sandinistas in Managua, with their assorted East German, Bulgarian, North Korean, and Cuban experts in charge of training camps there, lost their power. 

In the Middle East, Soviet allies--particularly Iraq, Syria, and Libya--lost the indirect protection that Soviet friendship and interest in its major weapons clients afforded. A case in point is the October 1998 incident involving Turkey and Syria. Since 1981, when the founder of the Kurdistan Workers' Party (PKK), Abdullah Ocalan, took refuge in Damascus (and later its Lebanese protectorate), that organization engaged in an increasingly murderous insurgency against the Turkish state, leading to some 30,000 deaths by 1999. Throughout those years, the PKK was based in Lebanese camps, where Ocalan gave interviews and recruited, and often traveled to Damascus. Ankara remonstrated repeatedly to Damascus but stopped short of military action. Syria at the time had a treaty of friendship with the Soviets, and Turkey shared a Soviet border. In October 1998, however, once the U.S.S.R. was a distant memory, Turkey massed troops along the Syrian border and gave Damascus an ultimatum: quit giving Ocalan sanctuary or else . The PKK was immediately ousted from Syria and Lebanon. Ocalan's attempts to find refuge in Western Europe failed, and in February 1999, he was captured in Kenya by Turkish commandos. He remains in a Turkish prison pending a hearing on appeal of his death sentence. 

A similar case could be made about Libya's long history of supporting terrorism everywhere. While the U.S. bombing of Tripoli in 1986 played a small role, it is the loss of Soviet protection that has had the most subduing effect on Moamar Qaddafi in recent years. 

Most important, albeit less obvious, is the fact that the KGB, which did not actually control all the terrorist groups supported by Moscow's far-flung allies, satellites, and other friends, did have the best intelligence on them, including their leaders, goals, and targets. Directly or indirectly via Damascus, Baghdad, Havana, Tripoli, and others, it was able to control some of the targeting--most particularly, by any group that might have the United States in its sights. An attack on the United States was simply not in the Soviets' interests. Murdering Americans abroad was one thing, particularly if it were deniable. But for groups even suspected of association with the Soviets to murder Americans at home was another matter, since this might provoke another Cuban missile crisis and an unpredictable American response. 

On the other hand, the collapse of the Soviet Union also spawned intense competition for its chemical, biological, and nuclear materials and the underemployed former Soviet experts in producing and using those materials, many of whom were easily seduced by offers from abroad. This is true of the Russian Federation and, probably even more so, of Soviet successor republics such as Ukraine, Georgia, Belarus, and Kazakstan. 

The result of all of this was not what Francis Fukuyama and the other advocates of the "end of history" or the triumphalists of the "sole superpower" school had hoped for. In fact, most insurgent groups worldwide (the Salvadoran, Honduran, and Guatemalan groups being the exceptions) and all terrorist groups motivated enough to continue even without Moscow's money and protection were forced to adapt to the new circumstances, and most did so successfully--a fact that should suffice to put to rest the notion that the KGB controlled or even invented them all. 

The two problems these hardliners faced were funding arms procurement, given their loss of the Soviet and associated Third World state subsidies, and political/public relations, given the loss of Soviet control or influence in organizations such as the World Peace Council and the UN General Assembly. Ironically, the solutions to these problems were found in the very movement otherwise maligned by the Left: globalization. 
                                  The Globalization of Terror 

Globalization for these purposes can be defined as a process of dilution of the rights of nation states, to the advantage of international organizations, most of them non-elected. It also encompasses the spread of politically neutral technological processes--including access to communications and media, travel opportunities, and most of all, the Internet. Wide access to communications, transportation, and information throughout the world are generally taken for granted by most people are considered positive. Unfortunately, as with any technological revolution, the communications revolution gives as many (if not more) advantages to terrorists and criminals as it does to ordinary citizens. 

Therein lies the key point: thanks to globalization, international criminal and terrorist organizations have become intrinsically linked. Hard-line terrorists and insurgents everywhere have learned how to use the technologies driving globalization for the purposes formerly served by the Soviets and their international network. That is what permitted the global terrorists to hook up with each other and with global criminals in the drug trade, which is their main connection. To be sure, Marxist-Leninist revolutionaries, Islamic fundamentalists, and secular secessionists and separatists would seem to share few common characteristics, but the ones they do share are lethal. 

The first commonality shared by all such terrorists is a reliance on illegal and criminal sources of funding, usually drugs. The PKK has long been associated with heroin trafficking to Western Europe, in competition with the Albanian KLA. The Basque ETA, traditionally the "purest" European terrorist group, is using its well proven talents to launder associated terrorist groups' drug money. The Colombian Revolutionary Armed Forces (FARC) are by all accounts the largest single producer of cocaine in the world--although they prefer to leave the distribution to traditional traffickers. The Taliban, while in power in most of Afghanistan, were the largest producers of heroin--the same drug later distributed by PKK and Albanian groups to Europe. The Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE), known to be linked to both ETA and the PKK, control a major share of heroin trafficking from South Asia to Western Europe, usually via Thailand. Add to all this the fungibility of international money transfers--especially the less-than-formal Islamic "banking system"--and the overlapping of international crime and international terrorism is almost perfect. 

The second common feature of all terrorist organizations is a hatred for Western democracy and capitalism. This hatred is especially acute for the United States, where it goes far beyond mere traditional ideological differences. The reaction of various established insurgent and terrorist groups to the September 11 attacks is significant. The larger or more successful of such groups--the IRA and LTTE--expressed "sympathy" with the victims, while the marginal ones such as the Mexican People's Revolutionary Army (EPR) and the Peruvian Maoists of the Communist Party (the Shining Path) did not. 

Colombia's FARC, the largest Marxist--Leninist terrorist organization in Latin America if not the world, added a new demand to their many preconditions to "talking about talking" talks with President Andres Pastrana's government: that the government make a public statement to the effect that FARC is not a terrorist group. The U.S. ambassador in Bogota has since affirmed that FARC are indeed terrorists. This, combined with the European Union's decision finally to treat FARC and its habit of kidnapping foreigners (often Europeans) as unacceptable, attracted FARCs attention. When a group such as FARC, massively engaged in random kidnappings, murders of civilians, and indiscriminate attacks against police and civilian targets throughout Colombia, requests Bogota's "bourgeois" regime for a non-terrorist bill of good behavior, one can only conclude that the U.S. operation in Afghanistan has had a global impact. 

By contrast, the National Liberation Army of Colombia (ELN), FARCs smaller rival and increasingly the loser in the civil war, adopted the same position as most leftists worldwide, expressing "regrets and sympathy" for the September 11 victims, but blaming the United States. (That, one might note, is more sympathy than the "human rights" group Madres de Plaza de Mayo of Argentina expressed. That kind of attitude is the most dangerous--and least understood--development in international terrorism today. 

Whereas dealing with Marxist or nationalist/separatist groups involved in terrorism had become old hat, now even their definition is confusing indeed. Thus, while a group like the IRA, largely funded by Americans of Irish descent (now awakened by the September 11 attacks against their own country), was forced at last to be serious about disarming, others such as the long dormant Moro Liberation Front of the Philippines, led by Nuri Missuari, were spurred by Al Qaeda's resistance in Afghanistan into doing their part for the global Islamic jihad. The MLF thus started a new round of insurgency against the government in Manila. Nor is there yet any sign that anti-Israel terrorist groups, including the Islamic Jihad and Hamas, or the Patriotic Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP), are interpreting the defeat of the Taliban as the end of their own campaigns. 
                      Gray Areas and the Globalization of Terror 

It used to be that politically violent non-state organizations were described as either separatist (e.g., Tamils, Irish, Palestinians, etc.), Marxist-Leninist (e.g., Colombia's FARC and ELN and Peru's Shining Path), or religious fundamentalist (Islamic Jihad, Hamas, and Hezbollah), but no more. Today, the old ambiguous unity provided by the Cold War and KGB, and based on anti-Western, especially anti-American, ideology, has been replaced by a new terrorist International without any central location but with one unifying goal, the destruction of the United States. 

Al Qaeda may seem a very strictly defined organization, religious and Islamic, but that did not prevent it from cooperating with the ostensibly secular regime of the Iraqi Ba'ath. The separatist ETA and IRA are both known to have cooperated in money laundering and explosives training and to have helped the openly Marxist Leninists of Colombia's FARC. The Marxist separatists of the LTTE likewise helped ETA and IRA in money laundering and urban terrorism tactics. 

Ideological claims are also submerged into similar tactics, whether through common training in places like Afghanistan or, more likely, simple copycat operations. Suicide bombing is a good example. For a long time, suicide terrorism was seen, correctly, as the exclusive domain of religious terrorists, with the one exception of the LTTE. Marxist-Leninist groups were not supposed to engage in suicide bombings, since their secular ideology of class struggle condemned individualistic "bourgeois" acts even in the name of the cause. No longer. As a recent study suggests, the pattern of suicide bombings is spreading across ideological lines
Since these figures were published, such ostensibly Marxist groups as the PFLP and, significantly, Yasser Arafat's own Al Aksa Brigade have participated in suicide operations, as indeed the Marxist-Leninist PKK did throughout the 1990s. If ideology and past experience is the only record, those are inexplicable facts. But if terrorism is reimagined in light of its tactical results rather than the theories of its practitioners, it becomes easier to explain. Whatever works--and therefore, assists recruiting and fundraising--must be done, regardless of a group's purported ideology. 

Even so, openly Islamist Hamas and Islamic Jihad probably surpassed or equaled the secessionist and Marxist-Leninist LTTE in the number of suicide operations since the above figures were counted. The Palestine case is admittedly peculiar, with alleged Marxist and secular groups making common cause with religious fundamentalists in their hatred of Jews and Israel. 
What is important in this respect is that much of the basic approach to dealing with terrorist organizations-deterrence--died along with the Soviet Union. The KGB's loss of any control or influence over international terrorist organizations meant the loss of indirect Western influence over such groups. The above issue of suicide terrorism--a spreading pattern across ideological and ethnic lines--suggests that deterrence is unlikely to be effective. Indeed, if large numbers of terrorists accept "martyrdom," there is no deterrence against such operations, or against the means used by their leaders. 

That does not mean that international terrorist organizations no longer need a safe haven. Rather, the nature of such havens has changed. Whereas some strong states--primarily Iraq, Syria, and Iran--still harbor, finance, and use terrorist groups, they also control them, as is the case with Hezbollah in Lebanon and the various Palestinian groups. In a few instances (Greek or Armenian support for the PKK), states secretly help terrorist groups but are neither interested in nor capable of influencing them. The most serious problem arises where deterrence through state sponsors does not work because the "host" governments are either nonexistent (political "black holes" like Somalia) or too weak to control their whole territory (viz., FARC's use of Panama and Ecuador, or Al Qaeda's use of Yemen and Indonesia for training). Arafat's Palestinian Authority, while not a recognized state, operates like a weak one, harboring the externally supported Hamas and Islamic Jihad while unable and/or unwilling to control them. 

The perfect, and unique case, was the Taliban in Afghanistan: strong enough to provide Osama bin Laden with a convenient safe harbor, but weak enough to depend on him for its financial and military survival--probably the only case where a terrorist organization took de facto control of most of a country.1' The solution in such cases is external--military destruction of the supporting regime. 
                     Al Qaeda--A Precedent or Unique Case? 

According to the U.S. government, Al Qaeda operates in some 60 countries: "The letters, as well as letters of introduction for young recruits, show Al Qaeda's breadth. Men from Morocco, Somalia, Uzbekistan, Syria, Saudi Arabia, Iraq, Turkey, Kuwait, Yemen, Pakistan, Libya, Egypt, Turkmenistan, Tajikistan, the Philippines, Sudan, and Canada are all mentioned. So are men from the Caucasus and Palestine, and a 'man named Bilal from America."To that list one can add Uighurs from China, Macedonian Albanians, and, of special significance considering the numbers involved, Chechens, and confirm the presence of Britons, Australians, French, and Americans. 

Financially independent, able to organize and deploy a significant military force in Afghanistan, and truly international in its reach and membership, Al Qaeda is (so far) a unique terrorist organization. Unlike secessionist groups and various Marxist groups, it has a global goal and strategy (the recovery of Islamic purity and territorial control from Spain to Indonesia), a global structure of both military cells (in Bosnia, Chechnya, Kashmir, the Philippines, Indonesia) and terrorist cells (Yemen, Kenya, Tanzania, the United States), and an organizational structure combining elements of an intelligence service, an army, and a multinational corporation.
However, not even Al Qaeda can operate as a hydroponic organization living on air and water alone. It needs a territorial base for training camps and safe planning headquarters, two requirements that are obviously essential when one considers the thousands of militants trained in Afghanistan and the sophistication demonstrated in the 2000 attack on the USS Cole and the September 11 attacks. Hence the importance of the Taliban in Afghanistan, international organized crime, and access to Western European training, recruiting, and logistical opportunities. 
                                      Terrorism and Crime 

One important by-product of globalization is the internationalization of crime. The southern Italian Mafia, Camorra, and N'Dragheta crime structures work with clans from Albania, Kosovo, and Macedonia associated with terrorism and the trafficking of immigrants, prostitutes, drugs, and arms. The clans in turn cooperate with Serbian, Russian, and Turkish criminals, as well as with Colombian and Mexican drug lords. 

The FARC cooperated with the Russian mafia to build a submarine to send cocaine to the United States and has been discovered to employ IRA trainers in urban warfare, with Cuba acting as middleman. The Al Qaeda network in Spain and elsewhere in Europe is known to have engaged in credit card and bank account theft, and its ties with the Chechen criminal gangs are known, as is Chechen involvement in Al Qaeda's most suicidal operations. There is no longer any dividing line between international terrorism and international organized crime. And just as there is a close tie between Western markets and international crime, there is a growing connection between Western (European, Canadian, and to a lesser extent American) law and politics and international terror. 

                                   The Western Connection 

Fundamentalist Islamic Al Qaeda, like the atheist, Marxist-Leninist FARC and the ostensibly nationalist/separatist but actually Marxist totalitarian IRA or LTTE, use the same fundraising methods, which in most cases means drugs and extortion in the West. Canada, the U.K., and EU are soft targets, not to mention newly post-communist states such as Romania, Bulgaria, Albania, and Bosnia where any law is a dubious proposition. 

Furthermore, terrorists exploit all the tolerant, human rights-oriented laws of Europe, and to a lesser extent the United States, to infiltrate, recruit, and raise funds in the West, whose culture they openly seek to destroy. For instance, whereas the Spanish police dismantled a significant Al Qaeda cell in Madrid, Valencia, and Granada, linked to the Hamburg cell from which the September 11 terrorists originated, the Spanish government also made clear those terrorists would never be tried in the United States because of its death penalty. (14) Nor is the possibility of a U.S. military tribunal acceptable to the Spanish elite's sensibilities--a qualm not shared, one may add, by the Spanish public, nor the British, French, or German publics. Those terrorists will likely spend some time in Spanish jails and then be released to continue their murderous careers elsewhere, even in the United States. Western Europeans believe that the Geneva Conventions regulating conflicts between states continue to govern even in the new age of global terrorism. 

Yet, Spanish, British, German, French and Belgian police have so far been more successful in arresting Al Qaeda cell members than the FBI itself has been. The Egyptian, Saudi, Moroccan, and Jordanian authorities have also made significant progress in dismantling bin Laden's cells. But notorious, and indeed convicted, terrorist leaders, recruiters, and ideologues from Egypt are living today on welfare checks paid by British taxpayers, and nobody knows how many more enjoy the benefits of political asylum in Canada or EU member states. 

There is, therefore, a huge gap between the improved police cooperation across international borders and the judicial treatment of arrested terrorists, which can be lenient, ambiguous, or even ridiculous. 

To that one may add the widespread tolerance, if not outright acceptance, by most democracies of the old Leninist "dual-track" approach to the conquest of power: simultaneous use of legal organizations under the pretext of freedom of speech or religion and illegal, underground, and violent structures engaged in terrorism. Not surprisingly, the EU also decided that political parties serving as mouthpieces for terrorism, such as Sinn Fein in Northern Ireland or Herri Batasuna in Spain, could not be included in any list of terrorist organizations. In other words, recruiting, propagandizing, and defending terrorists is permissible, although the resultant bomb throwing is not. This open secret satisfies the sensitivities of a small but influential intellectual and human rights lobby on the Left, while making some concessions to common sense and the public's demands for security. 

Such ambiguities will most certainly come to haunt U.S.-European cooperation in the fight against international terrorism, Islamic or otherwise, and most immediately over the issue of capital punishment. Not only are Western European elites obsessed about it, but they have legislated their opposition to it in the European Court for Human Rights and Council of Europe and made it a precondition for aspiring EU members. The European-promoted International Criminal Court and ad hoc international tribunals on Yugoslavia and Rwanda also exclude the possibility of capital punishment. Simply put, that means that Al Qaeda terrorists arrested in Europe will have to be tried by the Europeans themselves--and that, considering the poor record of courts in Italy or Spain, is not encouraging. For those and many related reasons, the United States is not, and likely will not become, a member of the ICC, nor does or will it desire for terrorists to be captured in Europe. 

The Europeans' standards on capital punishment not only prevent other states from effectively dealing with terrorists, they actually invite terrorists to European countries. Consider the case of a London-based cleric, Omar Mohammed Othman (alias Abu Qatada), listed by the U.S. State Department as a terrorist. He was arrested by British authorities for terrorist propaganda in February 2001 and released. Abu Qatada was rearrested after September 11 and his alleged direct involvement in providing journalist cover to two Arabs who, on September 9, 2001, murdered the charismatic leader of the Northern Alliance in Afghanistan, Ahmed Shah Masood. Meanwhile, Spanish judge Balthasar Garzon accused Abu Qatada of being Al Qaeda's "spiritual leader" in Western Europe. Abu Qatada, a Palestinian (he also goes by the name Abu Qatada al-Filistini), received political asylum in Britain despite having been convicted in Egypt of a plot to assassinate its prime minister, because Egypt had sentenced him to death. Abu Qatada won a suit against the British government for continuation of his welfare payments despite the fact that some $200,000 was found in his (publicly subsidized) house. Not surprisingly, Zacarias Moussaoui and "Masood al-Benin" (see below), as well as a third French Muslim, Abdur Rahman Mustapha, were recruited to Islamic radicalism in London--quite likely by Abu Qatada himself. 

On December 12, German authorities finally banned a Turkish organization popularly known as the "Caliphate State" (and officially as the Union of Islamic Associations and Communities) whose leader, Metin Kaplan (now serving a mere four years in jail for arranging the murder of a rival cleric), was accused in Turkey of trying to destroy the central Ankara monument of Ataturk by flying an airplane into it in 1998. That was apparently a copycat attack following a similar, failed 1994 attempt by Algerian fundamentalists now associated with Al Qaeda to fly a plane into the Eiffel Tower. But inasmuch as Kaplan might have been given the death penalty in Turkey, he was granted political asylum in Germany. How radical are Kaplan's ideas? A follower summarized them as "If you are a Muslim, you cannot be a democrat, and if you are a democrat, you cannot be a Muslim." 

What is more, the radical Left is far stronger in Europe than anywhere else in the world, and since September 11 has demonstrated that anti-Western, especially anti-American, sentiments are far stronger than its ideological differences with Islamic fundamentalism. When not openly applauding the September 11 attacks, the European Left "explained" them by blaming the United States' policies and opposing any U.S. counterattack, in the name of peace, innocent Afghan civilians, or the need to seek the "root causes" of Osama bin Laden's Islamic fanaticism. In fact, all indications suggest that the "root causes" of terrorism are to be found in the dysfunctional middle classes of the West as well as of Muslim countries. 
                                  Background of Terrorists 

The foreign media interviews in Afghanistan with captured Al Qaeda members and other "Arab" volunteers (or as the Afghans call them, "touris khareji"--foreign tourists) reveal that most of them fully expected to kill Americans, came from middle class backgrounds, were relatively well educated, and believe the Taliban version of Islam is the ideal recipe for their own countries. The known backgrounds of the September 11 terrorists suggest the same: leaders and recruits to the most fanatical terrorist groups are not the poor, unfairly treated, and marginalized masses of the Islamic world, but rather--just as in Latin America, Sri Lanka, and the Philippines, young and radicalized university graduates who have lost their traditional employment in government-paid universities and other public sector positions and find their career aspirations blocked. The same syndrome applies to unassimilated and inassimilable young, well-educated, usually second-generation Muslim immigrants in the West. 

During the past three decades, Western Europe and the United States have accepted but not assimilated millions of legal and illegal Muslim immigrants--many of whom indeed have refused to assimilate. Not surprisingly, many of those, particularly the young, have rejected the Western, secular, democratic, and individualist environment that gave them rights they could never have enjoyed in their countries of origin. 

Nothing in the background of the Western-born or -based Muslim terrorists supports the widespread fantasy that Islamic terrorism can somehow be explained by injustice, poverty, or discrimination. On the contrary, terrorism on the scale of the September 11 attacks requires elaborate coordination by multilingual, adaptable, and highly educated people. No impoverished, ignorant victims of Western imperialism need apply. 

At bottom, therefore, international fundamentalist Islamic terrorism is not a social or economic, but rather a cultural, phenomenon. Bin Laden himself, of course, is a multimillionaire, and each and every person associated or alleged to be associated with Al Qaeda in Europe, the Middle East, and North America is university educated and of middle-class or higher status. The jihad has resonance with them not because of their poverty or the injustices they have suffered but because of their resentment of the cultural invasion of the West. None of bin Laden's public utterances even mention poverty, economic inequality, or social injustice. A few additional examples should suffice to make this point. 

Zacarias Moussaoui, a French citizen of Moroccan extraction, was indicted in Virginia on December 12 for involvement in the September 11 attacks in the United States. His trajectory is highly typical for hundreds, perhaps thousands, of Western European Muslims involved in worldwide terrorism. His mother remembers her son's friend at Perpignan High School in France, Xavier Djaffo, who also went to study in England. Djaffo converted to militant Islam in England and went on to fight in Chechnya, where he was "martyred" by the Russians in April 2000. By then Djaffo was known as Masood al-Benin and described in an Islamist web site as "Born in France, lived in London and buried in Chechnya." "Al-Benin" was born to non-Muslim parents in France and reared there. His mother was French and his father an African from Benin. Djaffo took an undergraduate degree in mechanical engineering and a master's degree in business. "It was to be during his Master's degree that Allah opened his heart to Islam." Djaffo's rejecti on of his parents and his French origin, evidenced by the choice of his nom de jihad, is highly characteristic for a large number of Western European Muslim radicals, virtually all well educated and many born in Europe, who joined various Islamist terrorist groups and fought and died in Chechnya, Bosnia, the Philippines, and Afghanistan. 

                         ` 

Since the collapse of the Soviet bloc in 1991, terrorist organizations regardless of their ideologies have gone through a process of homogenization and globalization. Ideology aside, various types of terrorists now cooperate with each other and are increasingly dependent upon criminal international groups for arms, funds, and recruitment. The main recruiting pool for international Islamic terrorists is increasingly Western Europe and the unassimilated immigrants it has admitted during the past two decades. Globalization allows these terrorists to operate throughout the world, taking advantage of easier access to travel, communications, and financial transactions. Also in this globalized world, the rights of terrorists' victims are still subordinated to those of the terrorists. Neither domestic nor international laws have adapted successfully to the changing nature of the terrorist threat. The proliferation of human rights organizations seeking to make war between states impossible and to impose minimal standa rds on justice also aids and abets terrorism. Finally, so long as there is no universally accepted definition of terrorism--and it is unlikely that the simple one proposed above will be agreed to soon--combating it will remain a matter of unilateral application of force, particularly by the United States. These conclusions are not optimistic, but neither is the status quo. The world is now faced with a very long struggle in which many preconceptions and misguided notions inevitably will collide with painful realities. 

PRACTICAL PART
      In my practical part I decided to question several groups of people in order to find out what do they think about terrorism and different things, connected with it, after what we wanted to make several graphics. 

These were:

 -the pupils who study in the 10th and 11th forms of our school;

 -their parents;

 -some teachers.

The list of questions:
1. Name the reasons of the terrorist acts 

2. What is the most awful Russian terract from your point of view?

3. What is the most awful abroad terract from your point of view?

4. How would you assess the level of terrorist dangerous in the world at the moment?

5.  Are you satisfied of the progress in the struggle against terrorism?

6. What methods would you advise in the struggle against terrorism?

Thanks to this information we managed to build several diagrams that can be seen in the appendix.
                         RESULTS
Thanks to the answers of the questionnaire I have received very interesting results: 
-The majority of people prefer power method (43%) in the struggle against terrorism, among other popular answers are: appeal to the government (19%) and intensification of protection (23%) ( watch the diagram 6); 
-Among the most popular reasons of terrorist acts are political (32%) and religious (21%) reasons; ( watch the diagram 1);  
-Not all the people are satisfied of the struggle against terrorism; ( watch the diagram 5);  
-People think that the level of danger in the world is high; ( watch the diagram 4);
-Beslan (86%) and the 11th of September 2001 (85%) are thought as the most terrible terracts in the world’s history ( watch the diagrams 2 and 3).  

CONCLUSION
Several tasks were achieved during our work:
1. We have looked through information about this topic.
2. We have picked out the most important parts of this problem

3. We have interrogated a group of people about the questions, connected with terrorism
All the goals I have put on at the beginning were achieved:
1. We have searched information about the history of terrorism.
2. We have got some knowledge about the main terrorist acts.
3. We have looked for the society opinion about this problem.

The majority of my hypothesis were achieved (but not all):

 - the main reasons of the terrorist acts are religious and politician.
 - the level of terrorism danger nowadays  is rather  high. 

 - but the majority of people suppose that the best way of the struggle against terrorism is power method ( though I have thought that the best way is a politician way). 
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APPENDIX
                              I. DIAGRAMS
DIAGRAM 1
[image: image13.emf]What methods would you advise in struggle 

against terrorism?

Appeal to the

government

Power method

Intensification of

protection

Safety of the frontiers  

Unification of people


DIAGRAM 2
[image: image2.emf]What is the most awful Russian terract from your 

point of view?

Beslan

Dubrovka

Another answer


DIAGRAM 3
[image: image3.emf]What is the most awful abroad terract from your point 

of view?

The 11th of September 2001

London terract 

Madrid terract

Another answer


DIAGRAM 4
[image: image4.emf]How would you assess the level of 

terrorist danger in the  world at the 

moment?

more peaceful,

than dangerous

more dangerous,

than peaceful

dangerous


DIAGRAM 5
[image: image1.emf]Name the reasons of the terrorist acts

religious

politucal

economic

territorial

another answer


DIAGRAM 6
[image: image12.emf]Are you satisfied of the progress in the 

struggle against terrorism?

Absolutely satisfied

Partly satisfied

Absolutely dissatisfied

Don’t know


II. THE WAY HOW TO BEHAVE IN AN AIRPORT
In this post 9-11 world, a variety of new rules and regulations have been introduced to help protect those who fly the friendly skies. Unfortunately, each of these new safety precautions comes at a price – usually making it far more difficult for people who choose air travel as their means to get from one place to another. Now when people head off to the airport to board their plane they are subjected to a variety of checks and questioning by security officials which can even culminate in having passengers remove their shoes and open and rummage through their bags. By knowing the proper way to pack your bags and board a plane during your air travel, however, you can greatly reduce the time you must spend hanging out at the airport.

Firstly, a good rule of thumb is to wear sandals when you board the plane. Even if this results in taking an extra pair of shoes during your air travel, wearing sandals will make it so the security screeners will not require you to take off your shoes as you pass through the checkpoint. With higher incidences of foot fungal infections among those who use air travel frequently, you should wear sandals whenever possible when boarding airplanes.

Secondly, when packing your bags, try to pack all of your clothes and toiletries and anything else you have crammed in there in separate clear plastic bags. The bags will allow your clothing and personal items to be readily visible to air travel screeners while preventing them from messing up all of your folding work to get the clothes in the bag in the first place.

Perhaps the most important tip is to never give the air travel screeners a hard time when they are searching your belongings. They are simply doing their job, so there is no point in making it more difficult for them by getting angry and throwing a fit. Furthermore, air travel screeners do have ways of making your life more difficult by further impeding you and perhaps even preventing you from boarding your plane – so do not test them.

III. NEWSPAPERS
Source Citation: "Hollywood and the war against terror.(The West and Islam)." New Perspectives Quarterly 19.2 (Spring 2002): 69-72. British Council Journals Database. Thomson Gale. British Council - Russia. 29 Aug. 2006 

While there is not one universally accepted definition of terrorism, a U.S. Department of Justice regulation states that, "Terrorism includes the unlawful use of force and violence against persons or property to intimidate or coerce a government, the civilian population, or any segment thereof, in furtherance of political or social objectives." (78) The interim definitions used by the FBI are as follows: 

* Domestic terrorism refers to activities that involve acts dangerous to human life that are a violation of the criminal laws of the United States or of any state; appear to be intended to intimidate or coerce a civilian population; to influence the policy of a government by mass destruction, assassination, or kidnapping; and occur primarily within the territorial jurisdiction of the United States. (79) 

* International terrorism involves violent acts or acts dangerous to human life that are a violation of the criminal laws of the United States or any state, or that would be a criminal violation if committed within the jurisdiction of the United States or any state. These acts appear to be intended to intimidate or coerce a civilian population; influence the policy of a government by intimidation or coercion; or affect the conduct of a government by mass destruction, assassination or kidnapping, and occur primarily outside the territorial jurisdiction of the United States or transcend national boundaries in terms of the means by which they are accomplished, the persons they appear intended to intimidate or coerce, or the locale in which their perpetrators operate or seek asylum. (80) 

Compare this to the definition of the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), which quotes an entirely different piece of legislation: 

* The term "terrorism" means premeditated, politically motivated violence perpetrated against noncombatant targets by subnational groups or clandestine agents, usually intended to influence an audience. 

* The term "international terrorism" means terrorism involving the territory or the citizens of more than one country. 

* The term "terrorist group" means any group that practices, or has significant subgroups that practice, international terrorism. (81) 

Here, we have two agencies within the same government that cannot maintain analogous definitions. Furthermore, this division is emblematic of the inter-agency communication breakdown that led to the loss of intelligence of the September 11 attacks. 

The United Kingdom has not fared much better. Largely criticized as overbroad, its Terror Act 2000 can be construed to include a variety of offenses. The language of the legislation is as follows: 

    In this Act "terrorism" means the use or threat of action where ...

    the use or threat is designed to influence the government or to

    intimidate the public or a section of the public; and the use or

    threat is made for the purpose of advancing a political, religious

    or ideological cause. Action falls within this subsection if it:

      (a) involves serious violence against a person,

      (b) involves serious damage to property,

      (c) endangers a person's life, other than that of the person

          committing the action,

      (d) creates a serious risk to the health or safety of the public

          or a section of the public; or

      (e) is designed to seriously interfere with or seriously to

          disrupt an electronic system. (82)
Source Citation: Nagle, Luz Estella. "Global terrorism in our own backyard: Colombia's legal war against illegal armed groups." Transnational Law & Contemporary Problems 15.1 (Fall 2005): 5(82). British Council Journals Database. Thomson Gale. British Council - Russia. 29 Aug. 2006 
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We watched the scenes of mass murder in the heart of London yesterday with a cascade of emotions, starting with raw outrage. Memories of Sept. 11, 2001, flooded back -- the slow realization of the magnitude of that crime, the nagging worry that we had not seen the end of it. The images were tragically familiar: the bloodied faces as survivors trudged to the light through smoky darkness, screaming sirens and terrified onlookers. 

But the familiarity does nothing to mitigate the pain of those who lost loved ones, of the many injured and of the millions of Londoners who watched as the weekday morning calm in their city was shattered by the bestiality of people capable of setting off bombs in packed subway trains and a crowded bus. 

The anger and pain mixed with admiration for the strength and calm of those who live in a place that has seen more than its share of domestic tragedy: the bombings by Nazi warplanes more than a half-century ago, and the mindless terrorism of Irish militants more recently. 

Sadly, this attack came just at a moment when there were glimmers of hope and unity. The day before, London had won the right to be host of the Olympics, that great display of international understanding and peaceful competition. And on the morning of the bombings, Prime Minister Tony Blair, President Bush and the leaders of six other rich and powerful nations were meeting in Scotland to work out a common plan to help those who live in despair in places like Africa, where poverty and disease breed resentment among those who have nothing for those who have so much. That juxtaposition of hope and fear is an integral weapon of the terrorist, who seeks not only to destroy life and property but also to disrupt our lives in ways that bring more destruction. 

Fear was another inescapable response -- the natural fear that this kind of attack, carried out by people with no regard for their own lives or anyone else's, could happen anywhere. 

That fear has already led to questions about why the British security agencies did not anticipate the attacks, why the wealthy nations have not done enough about the root causes of terrorism and why Al Qaeda and Osama bin Laden continue to function after almost four years of the so-called war on terrorism. Many will wonder why the United States is mired in Iraq while Al Qaeda's leader still roams free. 

There are no easy answers to these questions, just as there is no easy defense against acts of terrorism. What ordinary people can do is to carry on. Just as the world leaders kept meeting in Scotland yesterday, we can go back into the subway (and the London Underground when it is reopened), back onto the streets and back to work. 

Terrorist acts are meant to show us how thin the veneer of order and decency in the world is, but they can demonstrate just the opposite if we use them to deepen our commitment to the richness and civility of our lives. That sends a message to the terrorists: You have failed again.

Source Citation: "London Under Attack.(Editorial Desk)(Editorial)." The New York Times (July 8, 2005): A22(L). British Council Newspapers Database. Thomson Gale. British Council - Russia. 28 Aug. 2006 
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The terrorist attacks in Madrid yesterday were a monstrous crime against innocent humanity. They were also a reminder that terrorism is a worldwide threat and that fighting it is not America's problem alone. Combating terrorism effectively requires the fullest possible international cooperation, especially in intelligence, law enforcement and the tracking of terrorist finances. Most of the hard work will be far less dramatic than the successful military campaigns in Afghanistan and Iraq. Indeed, each new terrorist act demonstrates that military action alone is not the solution. Terrorism cannot be eradicated simply by driving the Taliban out of Kabul or capturing Saddam Hussein. 

The series of bombs in Madrid that killed nearly 200 people and injured more than 1,400 came three days before national elections. Whether the bombers came from the Basque terrorist group ETA, as the Spanish government initially presumed, Al Qaeda or elsewhere, comparisons to the attacks of Sept. 11, 2001, are inevitable and appropriate. Neither Spain nor America stand alone. 

The list of terrorist outrages around the world has been grimly lengthening since that Sept. 11. Fanatics have sown carnage in places like Bali, Mombasa, Baghdad, Jerusalem, Moscow, Jakarta, Casablanca, Riyadh and Istanbul. Europe has been a particular target for decades. Britain and Northern Ireland have endured the bombings of the Irish Republican Army, French civilians have been killed by radical Algerian groups, and hundreds of Spaniards have been murdered by ETA. 

At a time like this, trans-Atlantic squabbling about the nature of the terrorist threat and how to fight it seems tragically misplaced. Terrorism threatens all of us, everywhere, every morning. Terrorists respect no national boundaries, political systems, ideologies or religions. The fight against them must be just as multinational. We are all Madrilenos now.


Source Citation: "Ground Zero, Madrid.(Editorial)." The New York Times (March 12, 2004 pA20 col 01 (6 col): A20. British Council Newspapers Database. Thomson Gale. British Council - Russia. 28 Aug. 2006 
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The five financial buildings in New York, Washington and Newark singled out as terrorist targets were barricaded yesterday behind fences, flanked by armed police officers and otherwise sealed up. The extra security reflected both the new threats and a growing reality that the country's financial institutions were becoming increasingly attractive targets for terrorist attack. 

Al Qaeda's leaders have spoken more openly in recent months about using terrorist attacks to disrupt the American and world economies, counterterrorism officials and experts said yesterday. 

Since the attacks on Sept. 11, 2001, Osama bin Laden has implored terrorists on several occasions to strike targets that will harm the economy in the United States and elsewhere. But a man claiming to be Mr. bin Laden went even further in a tape-recorded statement released April 29, saying that the Sept. 11 terrorist attacks devastated the American economy and the United States government's budget. For the first time, it appeared, Mr. bin Laden estimated the economic impact by citing specific statistics. 

''After the strike of the New York blessed days, thanks to God, their losses exceed a trillion dollars,'' the recording said in assessing the overall damage to the American economy. ''Their budgets have been in deficits for the third year in a row.'' 

In recent weeks, on Web sites and in chat rooms connected to Al Qaeda, statements have highlighted the economic impact of past terror strikes, including the train bombings on March 11 in Madrid that killed 191 people. 

One recent Web site message attributed to a Qaeda affiliate hailed the ''disruption'' to the economy of several recent attacks. ''As a result of the blessed strikes in Madrid, for instance, the entire European economy suffered,'' the message read. 

Financial institutions, already under tightened security since the Sept. 11 attacks, were taking additional precautions following yesterday's announcement from Homeland Security Secretary Tom Ridge warning of terrorist plans to strike the five buildings. 

In Washington, the two institutions identified as targets, the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund, said they had taken additional security measures, including the addition of two bomb-sniffing dog units to patrol the World Bank. Both institutions are just blocks from the White House. 

At the Newark headquarters of Prudential Financial, identified as another target, police officers armed with assault rifles have been put into place, and a two-block radius around the firm has been sealed off. 

Many financial institutions were reluctant to discuss their security measures, saying that merely to be identified as a potential target might draw attention to them. Others said they were worried that Mr. Ridge had publicly identified this group, rather than warning them in private. Mr. Ridge's public action, they said, could become self-fulfilling, almost daring terrorists to attack. 

''We don't want to raise our heads, because that could put lives at risk,'' said an official at one financial firm who asked not to be identified. 

Counterterrorism officials and experts said they had noticed a shift in the statements attributed to Al Qaeda's leaders, and their allies, in recent months. They talk less about the symbolism of attacks, and much more about the practical effects, they said. ''An attack on Citibank headquarters in New York would still make a powerful statement, but it would also have huge consequences for the economy,'' one official said. 

The desire by Al Qaeda's leaders to inflict economic damage on the United States, Britain and other Western countries is not a new goal, several officials said yesterday. But the unusual decision by Mr. Ridge to identify five individual buildings that he said were live targets seemed to surprise several counterterrorism officials based in Europe. 

An Arab intelligence official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity, said intelligence accumulated since even before the Sept. 11 attacks showed that Al Qaeda and its affiliates wanted to attack financial institutions. ''This was not something that was just learned yesterday,'' the official said. 

However, the official said there had been a spike in recent intelligence pointing to financial targets. He said he believed that two banks in New York were specific targets, although he declined to identify them. He also said intelligence showed that Al Qaeda and its affiliates wanted to bomb banks in Britain and Switzerland. ''They don't just want to attack buildings -- they want to attack the financial structure of the United States, Britain and other European countries,'' the official said. 

Since the Sept. 11 attacks, terrorists have struck economic targets numerous times. The October 2002 bombings in Bali were intended to harm the tourist industry. Last November, terrorists bombed the Turkish headquarters of HSBC, the London-based international bank, as part of coordinated attacks in several locations in Istanbul, including the British Consulate, that killed a total of 62 people. And in recent months, terrorists in Saudi Arabia have struck at the infrastructure of the oil industry. 

''They know they are hitting the Saudi system at its most sensitive points, because of what the price of oil means to the American economy and the world economy,'' Michael Chandler, the former chairman of the United Nations Monitoring Group concerning Al Qaeda, said yesterday. ''They are not stupid, these guys. They have some very good ideas, and they know what will have an impact.'' 

Source Citation: Van Natta, Don, Jr., and Leslie Wayne. "Al Qaeda Seeks to Disrupt U.S. Economy, Experts Warn.(National Desk)(THREATS AND RESPONSES: FINANCIAL IMPACT)." The New York Times (August 2, 2004 pA12 col 03 (20 col): A12. British Council Newspapers Database. Thomson Gale. British Council - Russia. 28 Aug. 2006 
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