
The first phony «war on terrorism» under Reagan 
 

By now, a good many people have figured out that the “war on terrorism” is a complete 

fraud. 

 

But what many don’t realize is that the US waged another such war, back in the early 

1980s, under Ronald Reagan. 

 

Let’s take a look at this first “war on terrorism,” and see if we can’t find any striking 

parallels with the current version of this charade. 

 

========================================== 

 

The “war” is declared 

 

In January 1981, President Ronald Reagan thundered these words on national television: 

 

“Let terrorists be aware that when the rules of international behavior are violated, our 

policy will be one of swift and effective retribution.” 

 

Sound familiar? 

 

Reagan, or at least his backroom handlers, wanted to make fighting terrorism a hallmark of 

his administration. 

 

He also played the number-fixing game, to drive up the rate of “terrorist attacks” around 

the world.  He did this by more broadly defining what terrorism was. 

 

For example, he told that CIA to redefine terrorism to include “all acts of violence 

intended to impact on a wider audience than the victims of the violence.” 

 

Gee, Mr. Reagan, did that include the acts of violence that the CIA was supporting, and 

engaging in itself, down in Nicaragua? 

 

Reagan even insisted that the Soviets were the world’s worst terrorist masterminds.  Yet 

his own FBI director, William Webster, stated that there was “no real evidence” that the 

Soviets were instigating terrorism in the US. 

 

This calls to mindthe claim of John Ashcroft, who said just after 9/11 that there were Al 

Qaeda terrorist “sleeper cells” all over the US.  And yet, less than a year later, the FBI 

stated that they had not been able to find evidence of even one Al Aqeda sleeper cell in the 

US. 

 

Well, of course not, because there is no Al Qaeda, just as there was no major, international 

terrorist threat in Reagan’s day, except for the CIA, Mossad, and MI6. 



 

As always, it was just a game of fear and hype, to rally the masses to a phony patriotic 

fervor. 

 

All the while that Reagan was crying out for vigilance against international terrorists 

lurking around every corner, there was the School of the Americas, at Fort Benning, 

Georgia, training thousands in tactics of guerilla warfare. 

 

============================ 

 

Reagan-era “Middle East terrorism” 

 

Though Reagan pointed strongly at the Soviets as the major source of the world’s 

terrorism at the time, our great “ally” in the Middle East, Israel, saw a great opportunity to 

make the Arab world appear more prominently in the crosshairs of the anti-terrorism gun. 

 

In June of 1982, a terrorist group headed by Abu Nidal--the bin Laden of the 1980s--which 

had strong Mossad ties, attempted to assassinate the Israeli ambassador in London. 

 

Nidal and his group had previously killed many PLO officials in bomb and shooting 

attacks, because of Yassir Arafat’s willingness to negotiate with the Israelis. 

 

Interestingly, Arafat was a Bilderberger, who attened the group’s annual meetings every 

year in June. 

 

What a rigged game! 

 

Anyway, Menachem Begin, then the Israeli prime minister, decided to exploit the shooting 

incident in London as an excuse to send IDF forces into Lebanon, to crush the PLO. 

 

Yet, in the previous 12 months prior to this Lebanese invasion, the PLO there had killed 

only 1 Israeli. 

 

Defense Minister Ariel Sharon told the Israeli cabinet that his “Operation Peace for 

Galilee” would extend only 40 miles into Lebanon.  however, he sent tanks all the way to 

Beirut, with the intent of completely destroying the PLO. 

 

Foreign Ministry Director General David Kinche said: 

 

“We have no aspirations for a single inch of Lebanese territory.  Our sole aim is to free 

ourselves from the threat of terrorism.” 

 

Terrorism, when only one Israeli was killed by the PLO the whole previous year? 

 

Do you remember the raid on Beirut in the summer of 2006, where, again for no reason, 

entire city blocks were leveled by the Israelis? 



 

The claim was made that this was done in retaliation for the Lebanese arrest of two 

Israelis.  However, these Israelis were illegally on Lebanese soil at the time of the arrest. 

 

Nevertheless, massive bombing can hardly be called retaliation for the simple arrest of two 

people! 

 

Anyway, coming back to the Lebanese invasion of 1982... 

 

As it turns out, just prior to this invasion, the US embassy in Beirut sent cable after cable 

to Washington, warning that an Israeli invasion would provoke terrorism, and would 

undermine America’s standing in the Arab world. 

 

But Washington, of course, as always, gave no reply. 

 

An estimated 14,000 people were killed and wounded in just the first month of this 

invasion, and almost all of them were civilians. 

 

And for what?  I’ll tell you what--it was done in hope of the very thing the US embassy 

warned about--that it would incite terrorist attacks, to justify more war and oppression of 

Arabs, particularly the Palestinians, by the Israelis. 

 

Where was Reagan’s “war on terrorism” when this was going on? 

 

Interestingly, the Israelis, not fond of press coverage in their “war on terrorism,” bombed 

the buildings in Beirut that housed the branch offices of the Los Angeles Times, United 

Press International, and Newsweek. 

 

Hmmm, I seem to recall the same thing being done in the 2003 US “Operation Iraqi 

Freedom” invasion. 

 

Anyway, the Israelis also cut off the city’s water and electricity supply, and had imposed a 

blockade. 

 

As soon as the US stepped in to negotiate a peace agreement, suddenly and conveniently 

the Lebanese president-elect Bashir Gemayel was assassinated. 

 

Now who do you suppose did that?  Well, just look who stood to gain… 

 

Immediately the IDF invaded the Muslim-dominated region of West Beirut. 

 

The Israeli cabinet announced: 

 

“The Israeli Defense Forces have taken positions in West Beirut to prevent the danger of 

violence, bloodshed and violence.” 

 



Oh, thank heavens!  All hail the IDF! 

 

Next, the Israeli army encircled Palestinian refugee camps, fissuring to allow anyone to 

enter or leave without permission. 

 

An IDF spokesperson stated: 

 

The IDF is in control of all key positions in Beirut.  Refugee camps harboring terrorist 

concentrations remain encircled and closed.” 

 

Who were the real terrorists here??? 

 

Shortly afterward, Sharon invited the Lebanese Christian Phalangist militia, which was 

trained and equipped by Israel, to enter the refugee camps. 

 

The Phalangist militia was just aching to unleash its rage upon Lebanese Muslims, out of 

anger for the death of President-elect Gemayel, who was himself a Christian. 

 

Over the next 48 hours, over 700 Palestinian men, women, and children were executed, 

and many of the corpses were mutilated beyond recognition. 

 

Again, where was Reagan’s “war on terrorism”? 

 

All the while that this was going on, Israeli troops provided the Phalangist militiamen with 

food and water, and anyone who tried to escape the camps were turned back by the Israelis 

at gunpoint. 

 

After the Phalangists finished their carnage, they brought in bulldozers to create mass 

graves. 

 

As you might guess, there was an international outcry over this Israeli-supported killing 

spree. 

 

So what did the US do about it?  Late in 1982, Congress pledged another $550 million to 

Israel in military aid, in addition to the $2 billion it already gave it that year, in the name 

of “foreign aid.” 

 

When the Lebanese government asked Reagan to send US troops, he agreed.  This wasn’t 

a very smart request.  He should have known better than to ask Israel’s favorite puppet to 

come to his aid. 

 

========================= 

 

The US embassy and Marine barracks bombings in Beirut 

 

Sure enough, all that the US troops did was to train and equip the pro-Christian, anti-



Muslim Lebanese army, which, as you might guess, led to US Marines being targeted by 

Muslim sniper and mortar fire. 

 

But a real clincher came on April 18, 1983, when a bomb was detonated at the US 

embassy in Beirut, killing 46 people, including 16 Americans, and wounding over 100 

others. 

 

If this attack was truly done by Muslims, it was most definitely provoked.  But, as is 

always the case, it appears that it was staged by those of other than the Muslim faith. 

 

First of all, as Newsweek noted: 

 

“Delivery vehicles are supposed to go to the rear of the building.  Why Lebanese police 

guarding the embassy driveway would have made an exception in the case of the black 

van [that delivered the bomb] remained a mystery.” 

 

Colonel James Mead, the commander of the 1,200-man US Marine Corps “peace-keeping” 

operation in Beirut, said: 

 

“There was no way an unidentified vehicle with an Arab driver should have been allowed 

in.” 

 

Was this yet another Mossad-orchestrated fake terror attack, designed to get the US more 

deeply involved in yet another quagmire that Israel started? 

 

After all, Israel loves to get the US to do its fighting on its behalf. 

 

On September 13, 1983, Reagan authorized Marine commanders in Lebanon to call in air 

strikes and other attacks on Muslims, to aid the Christian Lebanese army. 

 

And bomb they did, for the next several weeks. 

 

And just as one would expect, which was obviously the intent of the bombing, another 

bombing against a US target took place--this one far worse than the first. 

 

On October 23, 1983, at 6:20 a.m., a lone, grinning Muslim drove a Mercedes truck 

through an open gate and into the lobby of the Marine headquarters building in Beirut, 

where he detonated the equivalent of six tons of explosives. 

 

The explosion left a 30-foot-deep crater and killed 243 Marines.  A second truck bomb 

moments later killed 58 French soldiers. 

 

Immediately the Reagan administration began snow jobbing the public into believing that 

this attacks was unforeseen and unstoppable, just like the phony claims after 9/11, except 

that the 9/11 attacks were government orchestrated, whereas this bombing was probably 

genuine retaliation. 



 

However, it’s obvious, as we shall see, that this bombing was ALLOWED to happen. 

 

Four days after the attack, Reagan said that the truck “crashed through a series of barriers, 

including a chain link fence and barbed wire entanglements.  The guards opened fire, but it 

was too late.” 

 

All of this, of course, was pure horse dung. 

 

Regan then added insult to injury by claiming that this atrocity, which the US instigated, 

was a sign that Washington’s “war on terrorism” was succeeding: 

 

He said: 

 

“Would the terrorists have launched their suicide attacks against the multinational force if 

it were not doing its job?…It is accomplishing its mission.” 

 

Unbelievable! 

 

He then warned that if the US were to withdraw now, it would amount to the Middle East 

being “incorporated into the Soviet bloc.” 

 

Even more unbelievable! 

 

And then he added this whopper--that the US was in the Middle East partly to secure a 

“solution to the Palestinian problem.” 

 

Reagan personally appointed a major butt kisser, Marine Corps commander Paul Kelley, 

to “investigate” what happened in Beirut. 

 

When he returned from his trip, he announced that he was “totally satisfied” with the 

security around the barracks at the time of the bombing. 

 

When he was later called before Congress, he lied through his rotten teeth, stating that the 

Marine guards had loaded weapons, and that two Marines were killed trying to stop the 

attack. 

 

When he was called on this inconsistent account, he went into a fit of rage, and yelled: 

 

“I want to find the perpetrators.  I want to bring them to justice.  You have to allow me this 

one moment of anger.” 

 

Oh how touching!  His anger was over being questioned about his lies.  He could have 

given a damn about the bombing, which he was appointed to help cover up. 

 

Even though there had already been numerous major car bombings in Beirut that year, 



along with scores of other suicide attacks, Kelly told the Congressional committee that the 

truck bombing: 

 

“…represents a new and unique terrorist threat, one that could not have been anticipated 

by any commander.” 

 

Does this not sound like 9/11?  Weren’t we told that “no one could have anticipated planes 

being used as bombs”? 

 

What a sick joke! 

 

Kelley denied that the Marines had any forewarning of the attacks.  However, on the 

morning of the second day of his testimony, the New York Times reported that the CIA 

specifically warned the Marines three days ahead of time that an Iranian-linked group was 

planning an attack against them. 

 

Again, isn’t this also like 9/11, where we had a huge number of prior warnings that were 

ignored? 

 

In the case of 9/11, of course, all the ignored prior warnings helped to disguise the fact that 

the government itself was complicit in the attacks. 

 

And so who knows…maybe the US government pulling this off as well, with help from 

the Mossad, of course. 

 

Anyway, just as the military was made to stand down on 9/11, so too were the Marines in 

Beirut. 

 

A New York Times investigative report on the bombings revealed that guards outside the 

Marine headquarters were prohibited from carrying loaded weapons. 

 

One Marine sentry thusly explained the rules for dealing with suspected car bombers: 

 

“First you shout, ‘Stop!’  Then if he doesn’t stop, you can load your weapon and shoot at 

the vehicle and try to hit the tires.  If that doesn’t stop him, then you are allowed to shoot 

at the driver.” 

 

Such orders were obviously designed to ensure the success of the bombings, and 

successful they were! 

 

An Intelligence Armed Services Committee revealed that “an intelligence survey in the 

summer of 1983 recommended that trucks be visually inspected for explosive devices.” 

 

Interestingly, a 100-man Army unit stationed in Beirut to train the Lebanese Army had 

built berms--earthen walls--around the hotel where they were staying. 

 



Why didn’t they build berms around the Marines headquarters as well? 

 

Ultimately, the blame for the indicent conveniently fell upon Jimmy Carter (recall that the 

Bush Jr. administration pinned the blame for 9/11 on the Clinton administration). 

 

White House press spokesman Larry Speakes stated: 

 

“We don’t quarrel with the fact that the CIA and other intelligence-gathering agencies 

have been crippled by decisions of the previous administration, and we are in the process 

of rebuilding capabilities.  But it takes time…to re-establish our intelligence-gathering 

methods.” 

 

I guess he didn’t read the report about the CIA warning the Marine base in advance of the 

bombings. 

 

Give me a break! 

 

Should there remain any doubt that these attacks--both the embassy bombing and the 

Marine barracks bombing--were deliberately allowed to happen, just look at what took 

place on September 20, 1984: 

 

A van sped by the main gate of the new US embassy in Beirut.  It was only because a 

British military policeman, who was there helping to protect the visiting British 

ambassador, had fired at the van and killed the driver that the attack did not go according 

to plan. 

 

Nevertheless, the bomb detonated outside the building, killing 2 US military officers, 12 

Lebanese civilians, and injuring the US ambassador and 89 others. 

 

Absolutely nothing was done to protect this building, even though, once again, the 

previous embassy was attacked, as well as the Marine headquarters. 

 

Now look at Reagan’s response was, when asked by a reporter why there were no Marine 

guards posted outside the building: 

 

“You can’t have exterior guards.  That’s foreign territory, and there was no need inside the 

compound for a detachment of 80 Marines.” 

 

What??? 

 

As it turns out, a detachment of 80 Marines had indeed been assigned to guard the 

embassy, but they had been withdrawn to a ship offshore just prior to the attack! 

 

Tell me that wasn’t by design! 

 

Once again the Carter administration was blamed.  Reagan said that Carter’s cutbacks on 



the intelligence budget was responsible for their inability to prevent this third attack. 

 

Unbelievable! 

 

Reagan also said: 

 

“We had an investigation.  There was no evidence of any carelessness or anyone not 

performing their duty.” 

 

At the time he made this comment, absolutely no investigation had yet been conducted. 

 

Not long afterward, the Washington Post reported that, a few weeks before the attack: 

 

“…the US government had specific, reliable intelligence warnings that explosives had 

been shipped into Lebanon and were targeted against American embassy personnel.” 

 

The House Select Committee on Intelligence issued a bipartisan report, which concluded 

that “the probability of another vehicular bomb attack” against US installations in Lebanon 

was “so unambiguous that there is no logical explanation for the lack of effective security” 

at the embassy. 

 

So what did these ALLOWED attacks accomplish?  They justified more aid to Israel, and 

a continued US presence in Lebanon--just what Israel wanted. 

 

Likewise, 9/11 accomplished the US invasion and occupation of Iraq--something else that 

Israel wanted. 

 

Same game, different players. 

 

Interestingly, the former wife of U.S. Marine Corps Colonel George Griggs (Chief of 

Staff, Marine Atlantic/Head of Psychological Operations, NATO), Kay Griggs, came out a 

number of years ago about her first hand knowledge of U.S. military commanders’ 

foreknowledge of the Marine barracks bombing in Beirut, 

 

She stated that her former husband used to get drunk and spill his guts about what was 

going on, and that the Beirut Marine barracks bombing was indeed an inside job. 

 

==================================== 

 

Further US blunders in its first “war on terror” 

 

In late 1984, Regan authorized the CIA to covertly train and equip “anti-terrorist” groups 

in the Middle East. 

 

The Washington Post commented that intelligence officials widely perceived this 

arrangement as “a license to kill.” 



 

And sure enough, on March 8, 1985, a massive car bomb exploded near the home of a 

Beirut radical Muslim leader, killing 80 people--mostly women and children. 

 

The bomb failed to kill the Muslim cleric.  After the bombing, the cleric’s supporters 

strung up a banner near the blast site that read, “Made in USA.” 

 

And indeed, it was. 

 

In mid-May of 1985, news broke in Washington that the car bomb attack had been carried 

out by people hired by a CIA-trained group of Lebanese intelligence personnel. 

 

Bob Woodward later wrote in the Washington Post that CIA Director William Casey told 

him he had arranged the bombing via the Saudi government. 

 

Later, on June 14, 1985, two Arab terrorists hijacked a TWA flight out of Athens and 

forced it to land in Beirut. 

 

Shortly after, Robert Dean Stethem, a US Navy seaman, was executed and thrown out of 

the plane. 

 

The hijackers repeatedly stated that they were doing this in retaliation for the CIA’s bomb 

attack 3 months earlier. 

 

They also demanded that Israel release 700 Muslims they had arrested in Lebanon. 

 

With pressure from Washington, Israel complied, and the TWA passengers were released. 

 

The first US “war on terror” was gong quite well! 

 

On December 27, 1985, Arab gunmen attacked would-be passengers outside the Rome and 

Vienna airports. 

 

Twenty people were killed, including five Americans. 

 

Reagan was furious, blaming Libyan leader Mohamar Qaddafi, and denouncing him as the 

“Mad Dog of the Middle East.” 

 

Israeli Defense Minister Yitzhak Rabin said that he believed Abu Nidal was responsible. 

 

But no one knew for sure who was to blame.  Perhaps it was the CIA / Mossad again? 

 

And speaking of Qaddafi, over the next several months, there were multiple skirmishes 

between US and Libyan forces--undoubtedly instigated by Washington and its elite Jew 

masters, who were just aching for an excuse to take out Qaddafi. 

 



In fact, one way the US provoked Libya was by sending Naval ships through its territorial 

waters 

 

Thus, on April 14, 1986, Regan ordered the US Air Force and Navy to attack Libya.  

Hours later, he announced on national television that the US had launched strikes against 

“terrorist facilities,” military assets, and Qaddafi’s headquarters. 

 

Reagan declared: 

 

“Self defense is not only our right, it is our duty.  It is the purpose behind…a mission fully 

consistent with Article 51 of the UN Charter.” 

 

Who cares what the UN Charter has to say!! 

 

In any case, this was anything but self-defense.  The US had been taunting Libya, and 

Libya NEVER in any way threatened any territory of the United States. 

 

During the US strikes, many innocent civilians were killed.  One strike occurred in a 

residential neighborhood. 

 

The horrid scene of this hit was best described in the book Best Laid Plans, which stated: 

 

“The carnage in the Bin Ghashir neighborhood where four 2,000-pound bombs had fallen 

on residential streets was as ghastly as the scene of any terrorist attack--several hands 

lying in the rubble, a father grieving over the body of his three-year-old child, exposed 

electrical wires crackling in pools of blood, water, and sewage.” 

 

Though the White House denied that one of the aims of the bombing raid was to kill 

Qaddafi‘s family, the New York Times Magazine revealed otherwise, stating: 

 

“The notion of targeting Qaddafi’s family, according to an involved National Security 

Council aide, originated with several senior CIA officers, who claimed that in Bedouin 

colture Qaddafi would be diminished as a leader if he could not protect his home.  One 

aide racalls a CIA briefing in which it was argued that ‘if you really get at Qaddafi’s 

house--and by extension, his family--you’ve destroyed an important connection for the 

people in terms of loyalty.’…All eight of Qadaffi’s children, as well as his wife Safiya, 

were hospitalized, suffering from shock and various injuries.  His fifteen-month-old 

asopted daughter Hana died several hours after the raid.” 

 

By the way, the Secretary of Defense at the time was Casper Weinberger.  What does that 

name tell you about whose interests were being served through this bombing raid? 

 

It’s very revealing to look at history and see how many times Jews have held high 

positions in royal courts, parliaments, presidential administrations, etc., and how those 

positions were used to benefit the elite Jewish community ALONE. 

 



The day after the Libyan bombing, Reagan told the nation: 

 

“Yesterday the United States won but a single engagement in the long battle against 

terrorism.  We will not end that struggle until the free and decent people of this planet 

unite to eradicate the scourge of terror from the modern world.” 

 

A few days later, he urged all nations to rally to the US government’s uncompromising 

“war on terrorism.” 

 

Here are his exact words: 

 

“…these vicious, cowardly acts will, if we let them, erect a wall of fear around nations and 

neighborhoods.  It will dampen the joy of travel, the flow of trade, the exchange of ideas.” 

 

What a load of hyena crap! 

 

But it sure sounds like he had the same speech writer that George W. Bush had 15 years 

later, doesn’t it? 

 

And here’s another parallel between the two phony wars on terror--Reagan’s approval rate 

jumped up to 70% after the Libyan attack. 

 

It didn’t seem to matter that this attack amounted to terrorism and mass murder.  It only 

mattered to the American people that the attacks were done in the name of “fighting 

terrorism.”  and so it is with the current fraudulent “war on terrorism.” 

 

It doesn’t matter that we’re fighting in Iraq and Afghanistan for fictitious reasons, just so 

long as the stated reason is for “fighting terrorism”--that’s all that matters. 

 

How pathetic! 

 

Anyway, when Pan Am Flight 103 crashed in Lockerbie, Scotland, on December 21, 1988, 

due to the explosion of a suitcase bomb, killing 271 people, Qaddafi was blamed for the 

operation, claiming it was retaliation for the bombing of Libya. 

 

Nothing like a nice “terrorist attack” to keep the rabble in fear. 

 

Many would be quick to point to the fact that Qaddafi “confessed,” years later, to being 

responsible for this disaster.  But he did so only because he was promised economic aid 

for his country as a condition for receiving the funds. 

 

The truth is, no evidence exists to show his guilt, but there is plenty of evidence to show 

CIA complicity.  But what else is new? 

 


