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Introduction:

The 2001 invasion of Afghanistan was successful in obliterating much of al Qaeda’s command-
and-control structure. Due to a robust and successful counter-terrorist policy made up of good
intelligence gathered by the FBI, asset forfeitures and designations by the Department of the
Treasury, and other good work by the Department of Homeland Security and other agencies
within the intelligence community, the U.S. has fortunately not been hit with another attack since
9-11. Moreover, in the six and a half years since the those horrible events, al Qaeda’s direct
orchestration of acts of terrorism on the operational level has been somewhat constrained. This
is not to say that al Qaeda has not been involved in terrorist attacks and plots since 2001 (training
and guidance provided by al Qaeda in the 2005 London transit bombings and foiled 2006
Heathrow plot prove otherwise), but the group’s leaders have relied largely on the power of self-
anointed franchises and recognized the power of spreading its message and ideology via the
Internet. Extremist Muslims throughout the world have responded to this message and have
sought to execute a number of attacks. While most have been stopped, some have been
successful, killing hundreds and injuring thousands more, resulting in propaganda coups for al
Qaeda and its leadership.

Parallel to franchising the al Qaeda ideology, the group has successfully regenerated its
operational capabilities in the sanctuary of the Federally Administered Tribal Areas (FATA) in
Pakistan. According to the National Intelligence Estimate (NIE) of July 2007 entitled, “The
Terrorist Threat to the U.S. Homeland,” al Qaeda “continues to plan high-impact plots, while
pushing others in the extremist Sunni communities to mimic its efforts and to supplement its
capabilities,”* and thus remains the primary terrorist threat to the United States.

The 2007 NIE also notes the threat posed by al Qaeda affiliate groups — particularly al Qaeda in
Irag (AQI) — not just to our military personnel deployed in Irag, but to the homeland itself. In
that capacity, another al Qaeda affiliate deserves equal attention — al Qaeda in the Islamic
Maghreb (AQIM), the successor organization to the Algerian Salafist Group for Preaching and
Combat (known by its French acronym, GSPC). Aside from its impressive operational and
training competence, the fact that members of GSPC and the Armed Islamic Group (GIA) — the
original modern Algerian terrorist group — have targeted both the U.S. homeland and American
targets in Europe makes AQIM an enemy that cannot be underestimated.

Al Qaeda strategy memos, intercepted letters and events themselves indicate that al Qaeda seeks
to establish operationally capable affiliates elsewhere in the Middle East, particularly in the
Palestinian territories, Jordan, and Lebanon. Terrorist plots in Europe over the last several years
speak to al Qaeda’s continued desire to launch attacks on the European continent and against the
West in general.

Due to the reconstitution of al Qaeda’s command-and-control structure in a geographically
isolated sanctuary, the increasing capabilities and sophistication of al Qaeda affiliates, and the
ongoing inspiration of extremist Muslims living inside the United States, | agree with the NIE
assessment that the terrorist threat from al Qaeda and its affiliates to this country is at its highest
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point since 2001. As reported by the 2007 NIE, we can expect plots against high-profile targets
that seek to inflict mass causalities and/or create fear and uncertainty in both our economy and
populace. This written testimony will focus on a number of issues, including the reconstitution
of al Qaeda in FATA, the emerging second-generation leadership of al Qaeda, the threat posed
by existing al Qaeda affiliate groups and the establishment of additional affiliate groups, the
marked increase in al Qaeda propaganda over the past several years, notable plots and attacks
since 9/11 in the West, the risk of infiltration by al Qaeda agents and operatives, and security
gaps previously exploited by terrorists that have yet to be closed. Perhaps more importantly, this
testimony will also address the larger problem of the global Islamist movement and U.S.
missteps in trying to counter that ideology and failure to recognize the dangerous threat that it
poses to the U.S. and the free world.



Reconstitution of al Qaeda in the Federally Administered Tribal Area (FATA)

While U.S.-led military operations reportedly eliminated 80% of al Qaeda’s core leadership,
Osama bin Laden, Ayman al Zawahiri, and other key leaders managed to escape across the
mountainous border to Pakistan, finding a safe haven with Pashtun tribes. Since then, al Qaeda
has rebuilt its command-and-control structure in concert with a host of entities, including tribal
groups, Islamist parties, Kashmiri terrorist groups, criminal elements, corrupt police officials,
and rogue factions in Pakistan’s Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI1). To understand how such a
phenomenon could happen, it is important to understand the environment that exists in FATA
and, to a lesser extent, the North-West Frontier Province (NWFP).
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Pakistan is composed of four provinces and two federal territories, of which FATA is one.
FATA is a mountainous territory, composed of seven districts, or agencies, that has historically
kept a certain amount of autonomy, due to its tribal and rural character as well as its difficult
terrain. It is bordered by Afghanistan to the west, NWFP and the Pakistani Punjab to the east,
and Baluchistan to the south. The Afghan border is notoriously porous and has never been
effectively controlled by the Pakistani government or the British colonial government that
preceded it. The Pakistani government attempts to wield a certain amount of control through
political agents and tribal agencies, but corruption and the independent nature of the Pashtun
tribal structures render this system ineffective. After the fall of the Taliban regime in
Afghanistan, Afghan Taliban militia and officials, al Qaeda members, and Uzbek extremists
retreated to FATA. They were welcomed by many tribal leaders, while coming into conflict
with others. This shift in the power dynamic of FATA led to the so-called Talibanization of the
region, not just due to the Afghan Taliban but also because of the rise of Pakistani Taliban and
extremist militia organizations independent of their Afghan brothers. Thus, FATA quickly
became a sanctuary for insurgents fighting NATO and Afghan troops in Afghanistan.

Talibanization and the increasing hostility of the Pashtun tribes in FATA, especially in
Waziristan, also led to a low grade insurgency against the Pakistani government. Under pressure
from Washington to resolve this issue, President Musharaf sent the Pakistani military into
FATA, which has always been infamous for its hostility to external military power, even if that
power is technically a part of the same country. Predictably, the Pashtun tribal and Taliban
militias went to war with the Pakistani Army, resulting in high casualties for the Pakistanis,
which peaked in 2004. President Musharraf then attempted to broker peace with the tribes and
militias. This effort culminated in September 2006 with a counter-productive deal between
Musharraf and tribal and militant leaders in North Waziristan, including several men wanted for
arrest by the Pakistani government. According to the deal, foreign fighters were to leave North
Waziristan and the tribal leaders were to clean house. Of course, this did not happen and the
insurgency in FATA grew, emboldened at what could be seen as official government sanction of
these illegal armed groups. Regardless, the deal ended when Pakistani forces crushed militants
who seized control of the infamous Red Mosque in Islamabad in July 2007. Tribal and militant
leaders denounced Musharraf and refused to come to terms with him. Since then, the tribal and
Taliban forces have been fiercely engaging the Pakistani Army, kidnapping large groups of
soldiers — sometimes entire companies — and performing public and sometimes taped executions.
In 2007, there were 36 suicide bombings in Pakistan against military targets, many of which
have been blamed on these Taliban militias.

It is in this environment that al Qaeda has managed to survive and rebuild, relying on the
protection of their tribal hosts and Taliban militias. In concert with these allies, al Qaeda
maintains training camps and a sophisticated propaganda operation. One of these allies is Tehrik-
i-Taliban Pakistan (TTP), an umbrella organization of the Pakistani Taliban groups formed in
December 2007. This group is led by Baitullah Mehsud, a native of South Waziristan in FATA,
who was once quoted as saying, “Only Jihad can bring peace to the world.”? He was recently
implicated in the assassination of former Pakistani Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto (although he
denies involvement). TTP has a presence in all seven agencies of FATA and in many districts in
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NWFP. Mehsud reportedly commands 5,000 fighters and operates with relative impunity in
FATA.

These tribal and Taliban militias, however, are vulnerable in one sense: there is a certain amount
of tension and discord stemming from disagreements and inter-tribal distrust. One example of
this is an apparent schism between Mehsud and Hafiz Gul Bahadur, another Taliban leader in
Waziristan and deputy commander of TTP, Mehsud’s organization. While Bahadur and Mehsud
are leaders of the same organization, they are of different tribes. Bahadur was among the
signatories of the peace deal between the Pakistani government and North Waziristan in
September 2006, mentioned above. Bahadur has resisted Mehsud’s efforts to coordinate attacks
in North Waziristan, which is Bahadur’s turf. Bahadur has even negotiated independent cease-
fires and truces with the Pakistani Army and told Mehsud to steer clear of North Waziristan.

The recent elections in Pakistan have created a great deal of uncertainty about Pakistan’s future
policy in its border regions. The new Pakistani government, led by the People’s Party, will
likely seek a FATA and NWFP policy that differs markedly from Musharraf’s policy. The
People’s Party holds 84 out of 342 seats in Pakistan’s National Parliament and has partnered
with the Pakistani Muslim League (N) to form the first civilian government since Musharraf took
power in a military coup in 1999.

Recently, Pakistan’s Chief of the Army Staff, General Ashfaq Parvez Kayani, briefed the new
government on the situation in FATA. The meeting ended with the civilian officials stating their
intention to pursue peaceful dialogue, especially with Pakistani Taliban groups like Mehsud’s
TTP. They expressed an unwillingness to use force at the expense of negotiation. The new
government will be strongly opposed to U.S. covert cross-border incursions and Predator strikes.
It is almost certain that this policy will only lead to increased Talibanization in FATA that will
continue to spread to NWFP.

Relation to the Situation in Afghanistan

FATA serves as both a sanctuary for al Qaeda’s global jihad and for the Afghan Taliban
insurgency being waged against the Afghan government and NATO troops. It is important to
take note here of the situation in Afghanistan as it directly relates to issues in FATA and regional
security in general.

In February of this year, Secretary of Defense Robert Gates traveled to Europe to appeal to our
NATO allies to increase their levels of support for our combined efforts in Afghanistan. Gates’
pleas were met by a range of responses from indifference to contempt.

Despite fierce fighting in recent months, and a heightened security threat to the West by Taliban
gains and improvement in battle and terrorist techniques, the American request for more troops
to shore up the efforts fell on deaf ears. Some European allies have demonstrated a reluctance to
allow their troops — currently deployed in Afghanistan — to serve in areas where much of the
fighting is taking place, opting to keep them in already safe regions, working on much needed
reconstruction projects, which, for the time being, are of secondary importance until the Taliban
forces can be defeated and the Southern region of the country brought under NATO control.



European leaders have cited the difficulty of increasing troop levels amidst a climate of public
opinion that is heavily against both the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. Despite this, key European
military leaders seemingly understand the importance of the situation. NATO Secretary General
Jaap de Hoop Scheffer has called for two more battalions to be added to the current forces in the
Afghan theater.

The lack of European support for our necessary efforts in Afghanistan at this crucial time —
especially while the U.S. is shouldering such a high percentage of the burden in Irag — is, to say
the least, extremely unfortunate. The general position of the European governments betrays a
lack of understanding of the gravity of the situation, and a placement of short term political
desires over long term strategic and security needs.

Worse, in an effort to calm public opinion, European allies have placed dangerous and
ineffective combat restrictions on its troops, in an effort to prevent deaths which will then be
reported by an unfriendly media to a population already hostile towards participation in the war
in Afghanistan and cooperation with United States foreign policy in general. Such restrictions
minimize the actual level of help from our European allies in a war that is not yet over.

If various reports from the Department of Defense are accurate, the U.S. will soon be sending
several battalions of Marines from Iraq to support the allied effort in NATO, increasing the
already high percentage of the U.S. burden. Further efforts must be made on the part of the Bush
administration to impress upon our allies the need for not only vocal support for our combined
cause in Afghanistan, but also for further financial and other concrete forms of cooperation such
as increased troop levels, as well as military help, by way of various Special Forces assets to
match our influx of Marines. The consequences of failure in Afghanistan are immense, as it was
the base al Qaeda used to launch the 9/11 attacks. Allowing the Taliban to reconstitute its
control over more areas of Afghanistan is an intolerable situation, both to the United States and
Europe. Europe has been the victim of terrorist attacks planned in the tribal areas that transcend
the Afghan-Pakistan border, and is a much closer and accessible target of these extremists than is
the United States. As such, Europe needs to recognize the necessity of increasing its levels of
support to ensure an allied victory over the Taliban and its allies in Afghanistan, for its own
safety and security.



Al Qaeda Leadership

During Operations Enduring Freedom and Anaconda many senior al Qaeda leaders were
captured or killed, including Operations Chief Khalid Shaikh Mohammed, Military Chief
Mohammed Atef, and Senior Operations Facilitator Abu Zubaydah. Notably missing from this
list were the most senior of the al Qaeda leadership, Osama bin Laden and Ayman al Zawahiri,
who, after escaping various American or allied strikes, remain free.

Bin Laden and al Zawahiri have shown a keen ability, as has the al Qaeda network as a whole, to
change and adapt. When leaders are killed, new figures emerge from within the organization to
fill the post. When strategies fail, new strategies are applied — as evidenced by the flurry of new
media productions in the ever-expanding information war.

It is in this context that a new crop of al Qaeda leaders has emerged to fill the void left by the
capture and killing of many in the so-called old-guard. Many of these individuals are, as former
CIA Associate Director of Operations, Robert Richer, told the New York Times, “far more
capable than the mujahideen who fought the Soviets ever were” due to the fact “they have been
fighting the best military in the world, with the best technology and tactics” on the battlefields of
Irag and Afghanistan.

Much as the old-guard has largely been replaced by new leaders with changing approaches to the
global jihad, the leadership of the new guard is also faced with frequent turnover. A list of these
senior leaders that are in the crosshairs of U.S. and allied forces in Afghanistan, Pakistan, and
elsewhere includes Abu Yahya al-Libi, Mustafa Abu al-Yazid, Atiyah Abd al-Rahman, Abu
Obaidah al-Masri, and Khalid Habib. This testimony will provide a brief profile of each of
these men, charting their ascent to positions of prominence and how it has impacted the changing
war against al Qaeda — and thus, the changing tactics that we must employ in fighting it.

Abu Yahya al-Libi

Abu Yahya al Libi’s rise to prominence came following a July 2005 high-profile escape from the
high-security U.S. prison at Bagram Air Base near Kabul, Afghanistan. Prior to his capture by
Pakistani forces in the wake of 9/11, al Libi had long been committed to the jihad movement as a
member of the Libyan Islamic Fighting Group (LIFG, elements of which have now been folded
into al Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb; see below) — an al Qaeda connected organization
dedicated to ousting the Qaddafi government. Al Libi’s older brother was also a crucial figure in
the radical Islamist group.

Al Libi’s experience with the global jihad movement went far beyond LIFG, however. Like
many Libyans in the movement, al Libi found his way to Afghanistan in the early 1990s, but was
soon sent back to Africa to study Islam. After completing his studies, he returned to
Afghanistan, which had been taken over by the Taliban, and began attending training camps to
impart extremist Islamic ideology upon the next generation of jihadis. As an Islamic scholar, it
appears that al Libi’s military training was minimal.



Al Libi told the dramatic story of his imprisonment and subsequent escape in an as-Sahab video
release. Of his arrest after 9/11, he said:

Subsequently, the sweeping campaign of arrests began, targeting all Mujahideen residing in Pakistani soil,
and not only the Mujahideen but also foreigners residing in Pakistan, including those legally studying in the
religious schools and so on, and others. So during this oppressive, sweeping campaign, many of the
Mujahid brothers were arrested, and we received our share of these arrests and | was arrested on May 28",
2002, in the city of Karachi, at the hands of Pakistani intelligence and police but with the guidance and
direction of American intelligence. And as your know, America has declared its all-out war on all
Mujahideen, and not merely al Qaeda or Taliban. Its campaign was against all Jihadi movements in general
and I was affiliated with a Jihadi group, the well-known Fighting Islamic Group [of Libya] and as part of
this campaign, | was arrested and taken to one of the police stations in Pakistan, and after only six hours, |
was handed over to the Americans, who were running a prison in Karachi. And that’s how | was arrested.

He made claims that he and his fellow prisoners were subjected to torture and coercive measures
in Karachi and later in Kabul and at Bagram Air Base. Of the Americans he encountered, he

said:

The truth is, we found the American character, or the American soldier with whom we had long-term
contact, to be a mix of doctrinal, behavioral, moral, and ideological deviation. | have not found a
description more precise and fitting than His statement, Exalted be He: “And those who reject Allah enjoy
[this world] and eat as cattle eat; and the Fire will be their abode.”

Al Libi had only high regard for Taliban leaders he met in prison, illustrating the continued close
relationship between al Qaeda and the Taliban that is likely to persist should al Libi’s position in
al Qaeda continue to rise.

But | swear by Allah and testify for His sake that the brother Taliban whom we met in prison were among
the best we have seen of Allah’s worshippers — whether in terms of piety and fear of and devotion to Him
or in terms of their disassociation from and rejection of the unbelievers and their methodologies or in terms
of their loyalty to the believers, to the extent that they feel that they have been neglectful of your rights. He
feels that what happened to you — and you’re now together with him in prison — is his fault and that he
didn’t protect you sufficiently. So those Talib leaders whom we saw were of the highest standard and truly
deserve to be leaders of the Ummah, and | don’t say this out of exaggeration, [empty] praise, and excessive
flattery which oversteps the bounds, but | say it as testimony for Allah’s sake about which I will be
questioned in His presence.

He later addressed the defeat al Qaeda was dealt in Afghanistan in 2001- 02 and praised the
mastermind of the 9/11 attacks, saying:

Without a doubt — and this is something we must recognize — the Mujahideen have paid a price in the
campaign which the US has waged against them. But this is not a shame or defect — we don’t say that it is a
shame or defect. We call ourselves Mujahideen, and they are those who raise the slogan of Jihad, and what
is Jihad? Jihad is made up of exertion, difficulty, exhaustion, and hardship, and in this, they take pride and
find prestige. So this campaign involved some of the heads and leaders of the Mujahideen and some of their
role models and some who sacrificed themselves, and their time for the sake if championing Allah’s
religion. We mention as an example the Mujahid hero Khalid Shaykh Muhammad. The Ummah (Islamic
nation) doesn’t appreciate the importance of this man, nor the services which he rendered to Allah’s
religion. And how sorry we were that this brother fell into the hands of the Americans, but Allah — Exalted
is He — wanted something and there’s no doubt that what Allah chose for him and the Mujahideen will be
better for them.



Another portion of his speech is lengthy, but is worth quoting because it foreshadowed the role al
Libi has undertaken in al Qaeda: that of the doctrinaire who unflinchingly challenges the Sunni
ulema (scholars) to support global jihad. When asked if he had a message for the ulema, al Libi
stated:

| say to the Muslim Ulema: Muslim Ulema, what is you’re waiting for? What is it that makes you refrain? |
say this to some of the Muslim Ulema who have disowned the Mujahideen, repudiated their actions, and
dedicated their pens, pulpits and mouths to slandering the Mujahideen. | say to them: don’t you know that
one day you shall stand in front of Allah? Don’t you know that you shall be questioned about every word
you say? Don’t you know that you will be held accountable for each testimony you give — whether for
unbelievers or against the Mujahideen? Don’t you know that this world is short-lived and will pass and end,
after which you will harvest the fruits of what you do today?

Muslim Ulema: who will awaken the Ummah from its coma? Who will arouse concern in this Ummah?
Why do we always hear from the Mujahid scholars, “Go and perform Jihad; Jihad is obligatory in Iraq”?
Why don’t we ever hear a Mujahid scholar say, “Come to Jihad?” Why don’t we hear them say, “Come on,
come to us”? Why aren’t there scholars in the arenas of Jihad? If Jihad is an individual obligation, is it
obligatory on the youth only? What has exempted you? Your knowledge? What has excused your from this
duty? Muslim Ulema: it is essential that you free yourselves from this painful reality. You must repudiate
these puppet governments which terrorize and frighten you. | swear by Allah you shall never taste the
sweetness of faith, nor the dignity of the believer, nor the glory and power of true belief and certainty in
Allah until and unless you enter the arenas of Jihad and experience the Jihad firsthand instead of from a
distance.

So we request the Muslim Ulema to stand beside their brothers and not confront them nor be a burden upon
them, nor force the Mujahideen to sacrifice some of their energy and effort to respond to their
misconceptions. We expect the Muslim Ulema to themselves be providers of fatwas, guidance, education
and motivation. Regarding the duty of motivation, this great duty which Allah assigned to His Prophet,
saying: “So fight in Allah’s Cause — you are held responsible only for yourself ad rouse the believers.” (An-
Nisa 84) if the righteous, sincere Ulema don’t carry out this forgotten act of worship, who will? Who do we
expect to say to the Mujahideen, “Go ahead”? Who do we expect to say to them, “Make sacrifices”? Who
do we expect to say to them, “Slay the enemies of God”? Why do we always — or almost always — find
many of the Ulema standing as an obstacle in the path of Jihad?

Is there a clearer and purer banner than the one that the Mujahideen have raised in this era, whether in
Afghanistan or Iraq or Palestine or elsewhere? If the Mujahideen have made some mistakes, then that’s
because of your negligence and absence from their midst. They’re making every effort for their actions to
be in conformity with the tradition of the Prophet, peace be upon him, and mistakes befall them because
they’re human or because of their lack of knowledge due to your absence from the field. So if you refrain,
it’s not the duty of the Mujahideen to join you in refraining and abandon the fields of Jihad and let the
enemies of God, kill, slaughter, violate honor, and demolish mosques, for us to say, “Leave the Jihad, the
Jihad has brought nothing but corruption, destruction, and calamities upon the Ummah.” The Jihad which
has exposed these puppet governments which have raised the banner of total loyalty to the enemies of
Allah, the Jews and Christians, were it not for this Jihad, they wouldn’t have been exposed.

It was statements like this, and his formal training as a scholar, that allowed him to fill a position
that had not formally existed before — that of al Qaeda’s scholar. This was a role that neither bin
Laden — an engineer by trade — or al Zawahiri — a medical doctor — could always credibly fill.
They issue their own fatwas and pen complex religious texts, but al Libi can be taken more
seriously on Islamic doctrine by other scholars and learned Muslims due to his formal schooling.

This fact has proven to be of vital importance when examining al Qaeda’s as-Sahab media
releases since 2005. Al Libi has appeared in at least a dozen different video recordings put out
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by the organization in the past year alone — more often than either bin Laden or al Zawahiri. Ata
time when the fight against al Qaeda is largely an information war, al Libi serves as the poster
child for the new, post-9/11 al Qaeda central. In many of these videos he has lashed out against
ulema who do not support al Qaeda, groups insufficiently dedicated to the jihad, the Saudi
government, and Shiites. Various reports indicate that al Libi, while possessing little to no
tactical experience, is well-positioned to succeed Osama bin Laden in his roll as head of the
global Jihad movement.

Mustafa al-Yazid

Mustafa al-Yazid is by no means a new face amongst the al Qaeda leadership. Unlike many of
the other emerging leaders who are in their 20s and 30s, al-Yazid, now in his 50s, is a well-
seasoned veteran who was methodically assigned to a post in Afghanistan in order to reassure al
Qaeda insurgents of the war’s turning tide.

Much like al Zawabhiri, al-Yazid, an Egyptian, got his start in the Egyptian Islamic Jihad.
Around this same time, or shortly before, al-Yazid became acquainted with al Zawahiri. After
serving time in prison, al-Yazid was released and later made his way to Afghanistan, where he
became a founding member of al Qaeda’s Shura leadership council and a close confident of
Osama bin Laden.

Since that time, the senior leader has served in many capacities and locales for the al Qaeda
organization. During the 1990s, al-Yazid was financial manager for Osama bin Laden’s business
enterprises while the organization was in exile in Sudan. It also has been suggested that he may
have been involved in arranging funding for the failed June 1995 assassination plot against
Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak. Later, al-Yazid is said to have applied his business expertise
to the 9/11 mission by supplying the mission’s ringleader, Mohammad Atta, with the necessary
funding. Due in part to this role, the September 11" Commission identified al-Yazid as al
Qaeda’s “chief financial manager” in its comprehensive report.

While there is evidence that al-Yazid initially opposed the strategy outlined for the 9/11 attacks,
due mostly to a fear that a U.S.-led retaliation would negatively impact his close friend Mullah
Omar’s Taliban regime, it is clear that he has carried on as a loyal supporter of the
organization’s overall mission.

Al-Yazid’s most recent appointment as “General Leader” in Afghanistan is significant in two
ways. First off, al-Yazid’s close relationship with Taliban leader, Mullah Omar, could help
reassure locals that, unlike the case in Iraq under foreigner Abu Musab al Zargawi, al Qaeda is
focused on the interests of the locals in Afghanistan. In another regard, his appointment is
important because it shows an overall confidence on the part of senior al Qaeda leadership that
they are well on their way to winning out against the U.S. and NATO. In short, a well-
entrenched and well-respected leader such as al-Yazid can handle problems in Afghanistan while
bin Laden and al Zawabhiri can focus attention on the larger-scale global strategy. Additionally,
the public manner in which al-Yazid was appointed to his new role, via as-Sahab (al Qaeda’s
media production house), could suggest that he has assumed the more prominent position as
liaison to other militant groups in Uzbekistan and along the Afghan-Pakistani border.
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Recently, al-Yazid has emerged as a leader in charge of the Benazir Bhutto assassination plot
late last year. According to various foreign news sources, al-Yazid personally called reporters to
claim responsibility for the attacks. In one call to Asia Times Online, al-Yazid reportedly called
Bhutto’s killing the “first major victory against those...who have been siding with infidels...in a
fight against al-Qaeda and declared a war against mujahideen.” While these reports have not
been verified by U.S. authorities, and the Pakistan Interior Ministry holds Pakistani Taliban
leader Baitullah Mehsud responsible, it is clear that Mustafa al-Yazid is as relevant as ever
before.

Atiyah Abd al-Rahman

Like many Libyans who have assumed senior leadership positions in al Qaeda, Atiyah Abd al-
Rahman, like al Libi, is a veteran of the anti-Qaddafi LIGF and of the jihad against the Russians
in Afghanistan. Born in Libya in 1968, al-Rahman is said to have first met bin Laden on the
battlefields of Afghanistan in the years prior to the establishment of al Qaeda. After returning to
Algeria for some time to fight in his homeland, al-Rahman came into conflict with the leadership
of the Libyan Islamist movement and was kidnapped and detained. This experience led him to
temporarily leave the movement once escaping from jail and the country.

However, al-Rahman proved that he could not stay away from the movement for long, and a few
years later made his way back to Afghanistan, bin Laden, and the al Qaeda organization as a
whole. In short time after 9/11, and the killing or detainment of former leaders, al-Rahman
began to ascend up the al Qaeda ranks. It is at this point that he emerged as a senior operative
and the organization’s point person in Iran. He also had a great deal of interaction with AQI
leader Abu Musab al Zargawi in the days and months prior to al Zargawi’s death.

Int