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COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 

Policy Statement On Use Of 

Bundeswehr Against Terrorists 

The following policy statement was issued on Sept. 19 

by the European Labor Party Executive Committee. 
-� 

-

The European Labor Party Executive fully agrees 
with Chancellor Helmut Schmidt's posture of maintain­
ing democratic forms in the approach to the present 
escalation of international terrorist deployments. 
However, the proposal for using the West German Army 
in aid of anti-terrorist efforts should not be rejected out of 
hand. 

The ELP Executive offers the following policy state­
ment and and background advisory for consideration by 
the government and others on this delicate problem of 
the use of military forces. 

First, the present wave of terrorism in the BRD is not 
an internal problem peculiar to this nation, but is merely 
a part of a current wave of escalation of terrorism inter­
nationally. In fact, the terrorists in the BRD are deployed 
in part through routes, training camps and safehouses in 
other nations, and are chiefly under the control of foreign 
agencies, with British intelligence the most prominent 
governmental element behind the current wave of terror­
ism. 

Second, the present wave of terrorism against the 
government of the BRD is a special black operation 
whose objective is not only to destabilize the present BRD 
government, but to force the BRD to abandon nuclear 
energy development and to give up its resistance to 
hyperinflationary-austerity demands of relevant foreign 
financial interests. 

Third, the most relevant historical precedent for this 
current experience is the wave of British intelligence­
supported fascist terrorism in the 1920's including the as­
sassination of AEG official Walter Rathenau, and the 
wave of mysterious deaths of others associated with the 
German Rapallo effort to break free of the grip of the 
Versailles Treaty's cruel terms. The secret war of 
British intelligence against the German patriot, and lead­
ing defender of German democracy, General von Seeckt, 
is connected to the Rapallo affair most directly, and is 
also analogous to British intelligence activity in terrorist 
operations today. 

In summary, the current terrorist activity against sup­
porters of high-technology global industrial and agri­
cultural development in the BRD is fundamentally a 
form of warfare against the BRD as a nation, warfare 
conducted by British intelligence and other foreign 
agencies, with complicity by "fifth column" forces inside 
the nation. 

The objectives of the foreign enemies and their in­
ternal accomplices are as follows: 

1. The immediate, short-term objective is to destabilize 
the present government; with the minimal included 

. objective of stopping the BRD's breeder project, enforc­
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"left" "Baustopp" demands, and forcing the BRD 
to make at least a limited capitulation to IMF-bailout re­
flationary programs. 

2. The correlated objective, accomplished in more 
devious and sophisticated ways, is to set the CMEA 

I 
countries into a firm posture of mutual hostility with 
leading political forces of the BRD, especially industry. 
This operation, which involves British intelligence 
agents prominently on the CMEA side, parallels the role 
of Anglo-Dutch agents such as Karl Radek during the 
Rapallo period. 

3. The included, general and further objective of the 
current wave of terrorism is to escalate a combination of 
terrorism, environmentalist hooliganism, violent youth 
rampages, and similar activities throughout Western 
Europe to the point that NATO forces are directly 
deployed for "stability operations" in, most notably, 
Italy and the BRD, and also in the United Kingdom more 
generally. Through nests around figures such as Roy 
Jenkins in the EEC Commission and the NATO military­
political command, continental Europe is intended to be 
put under the boot heel of a quasi-military government of 
NATO, in a modified "Chilean" operation. 

Security Measures 

The following general policies for defense of the BRD 
and its constitutional order are energetically recom­
mended by the ELP Executive: 

1. The first, and most fundamental measure of defense 
of the republic would be an immediate, ruthlessly un­
wavering, open commitment of the BRD to both a 
nuclear energy domestic and export program expanded 
beyond presently existing programs. and a commitment 
to resist reflationary monetarist demands in favor of 
mobilizing BRD credit for restoring internal industrial 
employment levels through credits for an enlarged high­
technology exports program. 

2. If the government is afraid to name exact names of 
the foreign and domestic persons and agencies respon­
sible for terrorism, afraid to risk diplomatic crises and to 
risk certain domestic political confrontations, the govern­
ment must at least identify the terrorist problem as chief-
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ly the work of foreign intelligence agencies within the 
Atlantic Alliance. 

3. The government should also openly avow itself 
committed to tough alliances with governments and poli­
tical forces which ally with the BRD government's poli­
cies as a matter of common fundamental interests. 

Within that political context, effective defensive and 
counterintelligence measures can be conducted with the 

. s�pport of the overwhelming majority of the population. 

The proper uses of West German Army and other. BRD 
military and paramilitary (Bundesgrenzschutz) per­
sonnel should be governed by the following considera­
tions: 

1. To preserve the constitutional order of the nation, all 
internal police responsibilities within the BRD must 
continue to be under the control of the regular 
parIiamEmtary government and regular police agencies. 
Military and paramilitary (Bundesgrenzschutz) forces 
should be deployed only as support for the police agen­
cies. This policy involves technical-professional as well 
as constitutional considerations. Police forces trained 
and experienced in law enforcement practices within the 
general population have an ability to act with suitable 
restraint, to the effect of minimizing casualties from 
police action, especially casualties among innocent 
portions of the population. Military forces should be 
deployed only to act as reserve support for the police 
engaged in action. Under no circumstances should 
foreign troops be involved. 

2. The principal deployment of military and para­
military units should be in such tasks as providing 
security for probable terrorist targets, preferably fixed 
targets, to the included purpose of freeing regular police 
forces for the increased regular police duties against the 
terrorist and environmentalist actions. 

3. However, qualified special operations units of the 
military should be attached to police forces for special, 
limited assignments, under police command, for those 
situations in which their skills for a special operation are 
best utilized. 

It should be understood that deployment of military 
and paramilitary forces for "civic operations" in effect 
defines the target-area of operations as a "free fire zone" 
for such deployed forces. Such forces cannot operate 
effectively under other conditions, since their habitual 
mode of operations does not generally qualify them for 
effective alternative forms of action, better assigned to 
police units. 

Some technical problems: 
The need for use of West German Army and other 

forces for augmentation of police internal security 
strength is illustrated by the review of manning 
prpblems incurred in proper modes of defense of a build­
ing and adjoining area deemed a probable terrorist 
target. 

Three levels of physical defense are required. On the 
premises itself, two concentric circles of physical 
security are required, one outer and the other inner. In 
addition, an externally situated reaction force should be 
in place on alert. This implies deployments in the order 
of two to three squads per watch-shift or more for each 
defended point. 
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Multiplying those numbers by the number of points 
presently to be defended as high-priority possible terror­
ist targets suffices to indicate the burden such deploy­
ments would place on police forces without supplement­
ary assistance. 

Warsaw Pact Involvement 

Foolishly, certain elements of governing parties and 
security forces of the Warsaw Pact countries have 
permitted themselves to be implicated in aspects of the 
international terrorist networks. This involvement by 
Warsaw Pact circles is despicable and should be most 
energetically denounced. However, such action by the 
BRD should be taken under the governance of a correct 
view of the principal responsibility for the overall terror­
ist problem, and protests delivered to Warsaw Pact 
representatives should be properly formulated so as to 
avoid traps set up in this area by British intelligence and 
allied forces. 

Although Stalin himself issued a statement during the 
1940s which correctly identified the leading role of 
British intelligence in a general way, top-level and other 
Soviet circles continue to be significantly infiltrated by 
British intelligence'and related agents and agents of in­
fluence, centering around the Anglo-Dutch and Warburg­
linked networks of the incredible superagent, Alexander 
Helphand-Parvus. Furthermore, official Warsaw Pact 
agencies have foolishly accepted the various British-con­
cocted cover stories designed to conceal the fact that 
Admiral Wilhelm Canaris was not only the top British 
agent in Germany during the Nazi period, but had been 
continuously a British agent since no later than 1916. 
Accordingly. all official Soviet and East German eval­
uation of the Hitler problem is premised on a grossly 
false doctrine, a doctrine which hangs on the assumption 
that Canaris was not a British agent. 

This is underlined by the current rash of idiotic pro­
paganda pouring daily from official East German radio, 
"Stimme der DDR," on the terrorism issue. Turning the 
pages of history back to the early 1930s, the propaganda 
line from "Stimme" today is essentially identical with 
the earlier line of Anglo-Dutch agent Karl Radek. The 
foolish responsibles for "Stimme der DDR" and other 
Warsaw Pact circles still labor under the"dehisfonthaf 
German industrialists created Hitler, in idiotic 
ignorance of the fact that Hitler was a creation of the 
Inter-Allied Control Commission (despite Hitler's 
evolution, especially after 1936-1938), and was placed in 
the Chancellorship on direct orders of London and New 
York City financial interests. 

It is the definite knowledge of the ELP Executive that 
circles within the Warsaw Pact under the influence of 
British intelligence and other networks allied to British 
intelligence are the motivating agency for the conver­
gence of Soviet and other Warsaw Pact polices and pro­
paganda exactly dovetailing with the propaganda line of 
the London Times, Paris Le Monde, Washington Post; 
and related press sewer-outlets on the "German 
question." 

This definite knowledge is based on the following 
categories of information. We have received specific 
information from the most qualified intelligence sources 
in the USA, Italy and France. U. S. Labor Party security 

. and intelligence sections have also collected a mass of 
information from private sources, including the financial 



communities of several nations. A detailed gridding of 
Soviet and other East Bloc publications, as well as of 
Communist Party publications in the capitalist and 
developing sectors, has been maintained. on this and 
other matters. Several special undercover investi­
gations, including aid through reliable "cut-outs," have 
also been conducted. These parallel sources converge in 
light of the U.S. Labor Party's and ELP's ongoini close 
study of related matters since 1973, 

·Ho-we�ei:unfortunatelY, toleration of the British intel­
ligence line is not limited to British and other agents of 
influence within the Warsaw Pact nations. 

First, the terrorist networks which British intelligence 
and allied agencies deploy into *e United States, 
Canada,- Western Europe, and Japan are interlinked with 
terrorist and partisan networks in the developing sector, 
notably including such circles as Dr. George Habash's 
within the PLO. The "Tri-Cont" networks associated 
with Cuba are a nest of penetration of Communist Third­
World activities by such terrorist agencies as the 
CounterSpy affili,ate of the Washington, DC Institute for 
Policy Studies (e.g., Philip Agee) and elements of British 
intelligence. The interface between Third World and 
OECD terrorist networks tends thus to involve the 
Warsaw Pact and allied nations with the British-led 
terrorist networks from the Third World side. 

Second, the Eurocommunist networks within Com­
munist parties, which are part of the same networks as 
certain responsible elements of the Socialist Inter­
national, are a key conduit for certain aspects of the 
British-led terrorist operations. Exemplary is the case of 
Nordman, a French attorney closely associated with the 
intimate circles of Franc;ois Mitterrand. Nordman, one 
of the French lawyers closely associated with Klaus 
Croissant, is otherwise notable as the lawyer conduit for 
transmission of funds and other arrangements between 
elements of the Communist Party of France and aging 
British agent, Santiago Carrillo, nominal head of the 
Eurocommunist association as well as Trotsky's 
assassin (through his proteg�, Mercader) and chief of 
the Communist Party of Spain. Carrillo is also a special 
protege of one Bettino Craxi, a collaborator of former 
Allen Dulles' agent Riccardo Lombardi and of Ugo 
LaMalfa, and secretary of the Socialist Party of Italy. In 
the same British intelligence network associated with 
Allen Dulles during the war is Giorgio Amendola, 
together with Ingrao, the leading Eurocommunist in the 
Communist Party of Italy, and also a close associate of 
Ugo LaMalfa.· Also key in this same network, although 
not nominally Eurocommunist, is the leadership of the 
Communist Party USA, which has been a joint British­
Warburg-Rockefeller intelligence nest since not later 
than 1938. There is a reciprocity in political line and 
action between the Eurocommunist networks and the 
Eurocommunists' friends in the Warsaw Pact countries. 

Third, among the Soviets and the older generation 
there are long memories of what is popularly known as 
"Operation Splinter Factor" and the subsequent para­
military operation of Allied intelligence known as 
"Operation Rollback" of the 1950s. Among present Soviet 
KGB and military leaders there are long and embittered 
memories of close associates killed during those 
operations. Hence, it has not been exceptionally difficult' 
for British intelligence to focus this stored-up rage 

against the BRD, on the basis of those earlier operations, 
with the thought among some Soviet and other- officials, 
"Let them have a taste of what they did to us." 

Fourth, Soviet "official Marxism-Leninism" enshrines 
an absolutely idiotic misconception of the processes by 
which socialist outlooks actually develop among popu­
lations of the industrialized capitalist countries. 
Although the Soviets despise the terrorists and' their 
sympathizers politically as lunatics an.d potential 
fascists, the fact that the terrorists and their sym­
pathizers enshroud themselves with the name of the 
"left" inspires a foolish, Pavlovian reaction of semi 
sympathy for the terrorists' sympathizers, to the extent 
that the terrorists are "leftists" deployed against the 
"forces of big business." 

Fifth, and more fundamental, the developments 
following the announcement of the election of the Carter­
Mondale Administration, especially the developments 
following the Moscow trip ,of Vance and Warnke, have 
convinced the Soviets that they are very close to the 
brink of total war. In this connection, Soviet attitudes 
toward the BRD are strongly influenced by the fact that 
the BRD military forces are the only operationally ac­
ceptable significant military forces of Europe imme-' 
diately deployed by NATO, and that the BRD ground is 
the territory which the Warsaw Pact is committed to des­
troy in the European facet of total intercontinental ther­
monuclear war. 

The Soviets foresee an impending capitulation by the 
BRD and Italy to the energy and monetary policies of the 
Carter-Monda Ie Administration and London. They no 
longer believe that Western Europe excepting possibly 
France, has the moral fibre to resist. The recent 
capitulation of the Saudis to the City of London has 
strengthened that evaluation. Although they continue to 
seek economic cooperation, overall they are in a mood 
for impending war, a war they see as prefigured by a 
BRD capitulation on nuclear energy and monetary 
issues. Thus, they tend to write off the political value of 
an industry-labor programmatic alliance in the BRD. 

It is the insurgence of that perception and mood in 
Warsaw Pact circles which tends to remove the 
corrective impulses against the other four considerations 
involved. 

Hence, there is no effeetive approach to the Soviet 
involvement in the British intelligence-centered inter­
national terrorist operations unless the BRD demon­
strates its capability for absolute resistance to the 
Carter-Monda Ie "environmentalist" energy policies and 
the New York-London debt-bail-out reflationary policies. 
If the Soviets are convinced that the BRD will fight 
London and New York, and can ally with France to this 
purpose, then the Soviet policy toward African, Middle 
East and terrorist issues will be adjusted to conform to 
Soviet vital interests in defending the independence of 
the BRD and France through suitable Soviet foreign 
policies, including matters of economic cooperation and 
mutual political security agreements. 

This understanding should shape BRD dealings with 
the CMEA countries on the terrorist issues. 

War Against England? 

The recent visit of British minister Merlyn Rees to Italy 
to discuss the terrorism issue with Italian Minister 
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Cos,siga is one of the more despicable political farces of 
the �recent weeks. The British government and its in­
telligence services have been running one of the nastiest, 
most bestial operations in modern history in Northern 
Ireland. Contrary to the cover-stories headlined in the 
British press, British intelligence created the IRA pro­
visionals, and has played certain Catholic and Protestant 
gangs much as a puppeteer manages a Punch-and-Judy 
act, for years. 

The tested experimental hypotheses of Northern Ire­
land, including important brainwashing hypotheses 
contributed by the London Tavistock Institute, has been 
transported from Northern Ireland, and conduited into 
continental Europe and other locations through an 
augmented and reformed MI-6 operation which has in­
corporated the old Special Operations Executive. 

In effect, the government of the United Kingdom has 
launched warfare (special operations warfare) against 
France, Belgium, the BRD, and Italy. However, despite 
the recent hysteria from an otherwise likeable Prime 
Minister James Callaghan, it is not the people and 
regular parliamentary government of England that are 
the guilty persons in this war. 

Apart from the responsible war-criminals in the City of 
London, there are specific other forces chiefly respon­
sible for England's war against France, the BRD, and 
Italy, forces chiefly outside the parliamentary govern­
ment, forces centered in the special powers and 
privileges of the British monarchy. 

First, formally, the British intelligence services are at 
the discretion of the monarchy, and not the parliament­
ary government. This arrangement involves both the 
specific funds of the monarchy and funds conduited 
through the institutional cover of the monarchy, in­
cluding business interests controlled by the monarchical 
machine. This privileged area is also shielded by the 
British '�Omcial Secrets Act," which effectively 
prevents the parliamentary government from auditing 
or checking the actions of the intelligence services. 

However, this intersects both the permanent govern­
ment establishment and sections of the parliamentary 
parties. Exemplary is the nest within the Labour Party 
centered around Roy Jenkins, the figure described by 
some other leading Labour Party circles as England's 
potential "Ramsey MacDonald." 

These circles around Jenkins continue the tradition of 
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a faction associated with the old Fabian Society, the old 
Independent Labour Party faction, as distinct from the 
Fabian current running through such figures as Ian 
Mikardo. This was the section of the Fabian network 
intersecting the Nazi-sympathizing Cliveden Set (of 
which British intelligence operative Kim Philby was a 
part), and also the "mother" for the creation of the 
British fascist party of the 1930. It was also a very special 
intelligence network adjacent to the Socialist Inter­
national of the 1930s, allied with the German-labelled 
SAP. 

This section of the Labour Party, which also includes 
Denis Healey, and presumably Healy's protege, David 
Owen, was formerly the chief conduit for racial, ethnic 
and nationalist studies, developing the scenarios- for 
launching "nationalist" and other sorts of "separatist" 
movements as a device for destabilizing continental 
European and other governments. Later, these activities 
were concentrated in part in the London Institute for 
Race Relations, currently part of the international 
networks of the Washington, DC Institute for Policy 
Studies (IPS), and linked to both the Amsterdam IPS 
branch, the Transnational Institute, and to Bertrand 
Russell-spawned networks of "peace and conflict 
studies" associations. 

In effect, this cabal of financial and other forces 
centered around the privileges of the British monarchy 
represents an intelligence dictatorship over the people 
and parliamentary government of the United Kingdom. 
That monarchical government above the parliamentary 
government is the enemy of the people of Western 
Europe in this ongoing terrorist war. 

There is no need for the BRD, France, Belgium and 
Italy to go to war against the United Kingdom as such. 
Rather, our objective must be to free the people of the 
United Kingdom from this de facto monarchical dictator­
ship, this hideous political anachronism, by taking 
ourselves an independent course for global high-tech­
nology-oriented industrial and agricultural expansion 
which nullifies the power and evil objectives of the forces 
behind the current wave of international terrorism. If the 
forces around the monarchy persist in their evil ways, 
they must be bankrupted, and thus stripped of their 
power so that the ordinary people of the United Kingdom, 
the labor-industry alliance forces of that nation, can rid 
themselves of the anachronistic relic once and for all. 


