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1. Introduction 

Knowing the views of the Algerian Islamic movements concerning the mas-
sacres is a crucial element in trying to understand these crimes. Unlike the 
statements and assertions of the Algerian government, these views have 
hardly made it into the Western media and are not known to wider audi-
ences in the world. If balanced opinions about these massacres are to be 
formed, the responses of the Islamic movements need to be known.  

A fair survey of these movements should include the reactions of the ‘le-
gal’ Islamic parties. It may be even more important to listen to the responses 
of the ‘banned’ Islamic movements. Not only do these groups represent one 
of the most (if not the most) important parameters in the Algerian conflict, 
but they are also constantly portrayed as the perpetrators of the massacres. 

Hence, the aim of this report is to contribute towards a just and fair in-
vestigation into the massacres. This is achieved by compiling and reviewing 
the statements about the reactions of the Algerian Islamic movements to 
these massacres. These statements are organised in the form of referenced 
historical testimonies, and then summarised. 

The statements are collected in section 2 and 3. Section 2 deals with the 
Islamic political parties: the Society’s Movement for Peace (HMS), the Ren-
aissance Movement (Nahda) and the Islamic Salvation Front (FIS). Section 3 
is devoted to the Islamic insurgent groups in general: the Islamic Salvation 
Army (AIS), the Islamic League for Preaching and Jihad (LIDD) and other 
armed groups who split from the Armed Islamic Group (GIA), previously 
led by Djamel Zitouni and currently under the command of Antar Zouabri. 

A couple of observations are worth noting. First, although the French 
and Algerian media present it as an Islamic insurgent group, the GIA is 
widely believed, by the Algerian population and by observers, to be a coun-
ter-guerrilla organisation used by the Algerian regime as a tool in their mili-
tary strategy against the Islamic groups.1 Also, all the armed opposition 
groups which dissociated themselves from the GIA confirm the infiltration 
and control of this group by the regime’s secret services.2 Therefore, 
Zouabri’s GIA is not considered among the Islamic insurgent groups in this 
study. Second, although this report is based on a comprehensive list of cita-
tions, it is far from complete.3 However, we believe that it is a reasonable 
reflection of the reactions of the Algerian Islamic movements to the massa-
cres. 

The general trend of this testimonial account indicates that, except for the 
Society’s Movement for Peace (HMS), reactions to the massacres by the Is-
lamic parties and insurgent groups are similar in principle, although with dif-
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ferent degrees of ‘openness’ and clarity. Whereas these groups, in general, 
accuse directly or indirectly the regime and its security apparatus (including 
the GIA and the militias) and appeal for a national and/or international in-
quiry to investigate these crimes, the HMS party firmly rejects the theory 
that the Algerian authorities might be involved in the killings and clearly ac-
cuses the GIA of committing these crimes. It refuses to consider any form 
of investigation into these massacres. 

2. Responses of the Islamic Political Parties 

2.1. Movement for the Society of Peace (HMS) 

2.1.1. The Party 

The Movement for the Society of Peace – Harakat Mujtamac Silm (HMS) – 
was founded in 1990 and has been led by Sheikh Mahfoud Nahnah since 
then. It is ideologically close to the Muslim Brotherhood movement. This 
party is known for its support for the present Algerian regime and its strong 
opposition to the FIS. Although the HMS won no seats in the interrupted 
1991 parliamentary elections, it has become the second largest party in Alge-
ria after the banning of the FIS. Nahnah’s party was given 25 per cent of the 
votes in the presidential elections of 1995, 69 parliamentary seats (out of the 
380) in the legislative elections of 1997, and is now participating in govern-
ment with two ministers. It condemned the Rome Platform (Sant’ Egidio 
Accord for Peace), although it attended some of the negotiation meetings 
leading to that accord. 

The HMS sees itself as ‘a moderate Algerian Islamist political party which 
believes in pluralist democracy’ and aims at ‘pursuing the edification of a 
modern Algerian state within the framework of the principles of Islam, de-
mocracy and the republican system’.4 It claims to offer a less radical alterna-
tive to the FIS, and had in fact justified the need for its creation soon after 
the first pluralist municipal elections when ‘alarming signals of the radicalisa-
tion of the FIS became prominent’ and ‘it became clear that the intolerant 
coercive line adopted by the FIS could not be accepted’.5 The HMS believes 
this because it sees itself as ‘a grassroots organisation which enjoys support 
throughout the whole spectrum of the Algerian society’.6  

The HMS stated in their founding principles that they consider Islam as 
the religion of the State and the people; believe in the values of liberty and 
democracy, and the respect of the will and choice of the people, as well as 
the change of government by peaceful means. They also stated that they re-
ject all forms of violence whatever their source, and respect human rights 
and justice as the basis of government and power. 
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2.1.2. Party Reactions 

The HMS leader, Mahfoud Nahnah, believes that the militias (or patriots) 
‘have not been prepared to face terrorism’ and that is the reason why ‘they 
have been at the origin of serious excesses’. 7 However, he confirms that 
they are also ‘victims of horrible assassinations’ and that ‘self-defence is 
[therefore] a necessity’. As for the ‘deadly madness of the fundamentalists’, 
he thinks that it is because ‘the villagers have stopped supporting the armed 
groups, which has made these groups resort to ‘punishment actions’.8 Nev-
ertheless, he also thinks that many people, notably the ‘politico-financial Ma-
fia’, have taken advantage of the situation as well by ‘indulging in racketeer-
ing and rape’. 9  

For Nahnah, the formation of ‘self-defence groups’ (following massacres 
of civilian populations) reflected ‘an act of belief and patriotism […] even if 
this initiative might lead to some out-of-control situations, with arms being 
distributed selectively for protection against possible attacks from armed 
groups’.10 

The HMS expressed its concern about the massacres and condemned ‘the 
collective extermination’ as well as ‘the political logic’ adopted by the au-
thorities in dealing with this ‘phenomenon of savage violence’. 11 It also 
questioned the ‘persistence of some official authorities in dealing with the 
massacres in an absurd and careless manner, with boastful declarations of 
victory, which added to the doubts of the citizens about the desire and devo-
tion of those authorities to protect them’. 12 The HMS asked the authorities 
to ‘move away from provocative declarations, to act practically to activate 
the political class and announce a day of national solidarity with the victims 
of the tragedy’.13 

The HMS leader pressed for the urgent creation of a large national coali-
tion of all the political tendencies to fight terrorism: 

The idea of such a national wall, where there will be people from the left, the right, 
seculars, patriots and Islamists, as well as the overall political class who are aware of 
the gravity of the Algerian crisis, has inspired me because of what happened recently 
[anti ETA campaign] in Spain to fight terrorism.14 

He also encouraged the creation of ‘self-defence groups’ in rural and re-
mote areas, confirmed his refusal to allow any form of ‘foreign intervention’ 
in the Algerian crisis, and described the letter sent by the FIS leader, Dr 
Abassi Madani, to the UN secretary-general as ‘a waste of time’. 15 Nahnah 
said that it was not possible for the HMS to ‘accuse the authority or the 
army of indulgence and complicity’. However, he confirmed that ‘the poli-
tico-economic Mafia’ took advantage of ‘the climate of insecurity and the 
barbaric massacres that nothing can justify [sic]’.16 Referring to the necessity 
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for Algeria to have democratic institutions, Nahnah insisted on holding local 
elections, ‘even if the fire should light up from all sides’.17 

The HMS president renewed his rejection of the issue of internationalisa-
tion, ‘be it in the form of Sant’ Egidio and those who were mislead into sign-
ing the Rome document, or in the form of those who were released from 
prison [referring to Abassi’s letter to the UN secretary-general]’.18 

When the European parliamentary delegation was on a visit to Algeria, 
the HMS secretariat of political affairs warned against ‘the persuasion of the 
episode of concessions which could well be avoided if the national institu-
tions were made useful within the frame of strategic interests and not within 
the frame of narrow calculations’. 19 It also expressed the HMS’s fear about 
‘excesses which might occur’ concerning the issue of ‘national sovereignty 
which remains dependent on the national unity targeted by the different par-
ties’.20 

The HMS mentioned the ‘very painful circumstances’ resulting from the 
‘massacres in which hundreds of citizens were victimised’, and renewed its 
call to the ‘political class’ and the ‘state institutions’ to ‘stop the spreading of 
these massacres which indicate the absence of the state or the failure of the 
authorities to shoulder their responsibilities either by keeping silent or by 
using provocative statements’. 21 The HMS also condemned ‘the deteriorat-
ing situation’ and ‘the creation of circumstances which allow foreign inter-
vention with known incentives’.22 It recommended ‘considering the areas of 
the latest massacres as disaster areas, in which urgent measures to promote 
solidarity for the benefit of the citizens needed to be taken to prevent fur-
ther backsliding in society and security skidding’.23 

The HMS rejected both the accusation of the government security forces’ 
involvement in the massacres and the explanation given for the passivity of 
the army and security forces (which attributed this passivity to misunder-
standings and conflicts between the presidency and some of the military 
leaders): 

This reading of the events is not correct, and it does not refute the fact that the se-
curity forces failed in fulfilling their responsibilities because  

a) based on what we know from the areas where the massacres were committed, the 
survivors confirm that the perpetrators are members of the armed groups, some of 
them from the inhabitants of the area as was the case in Bentalha, and that there 
are families closely related to the terrorists, who escaped on the night of the massa-
cre, in addition to the fact that the GIA communiqué clearly claims responsibility 
for the latest massacres and judges all the Algerian people as disbelievers; and 

b) what was described as a disagreement within the regime cannot reach such a level 
of poisoning which portends foreign intervention. We should know the effect of 
massacres on the international public opinion and the major powers. We should 
also know the reactions resulting from these massacres, which, after the last one 
[Bentalha], led to consultations between America and France. In these circum-
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stances, it is inconceivable how the misunderstanding could reach such a level as to 
lead the country into this very grave situation.24 

The HMS explained, however, that ‘the clarity about the identity of the 
perpetrators of these criminal acts does not contradict the fact that benefici-
aries are numerous’.25 According to the HMS those taking advantage of the 
massacres are 

the callers for conflict and poisoning, warmongers and arms dealers, the minority 
which will be rejected by the people when the electoral process is completed, the 
eradicators, the callers for internationalisation of the conflict and the callers for par-
titioning of the country.26 

During an interview27 the HMS leader Mahfoud Nahnah discussed the 
Algerian tragedy in general and the issue of the massacres in particular. Some 
of his answers are detailed below; all of them are in response to questions 
relating to the massacres. 

About the perpetrators: 

In truth, the blood that is being spilled in some parts of Algeria reflects cruelty the 
like of which Algerians never witnessed except in the days of French colonialism. 
One can never describe it as an ‘Islamic massacre’, ‘Islamic killing’ or ‘Islamic jihad’. 
It cannot be national for it is a desire to gain power with skulls, tears and suffering. 
However, it is a cruelty that is committed by a bunch of people that have called 
themselves in bygone days the Armed Islamic Group. The truth is that this is not an 
Islamic group. Instead, it is a group that chose by itself to attack the whole Algerian 
people on every level by following a scorched-earth policy to achieve an interna-
tional strategy that has a strong vested interest in and a clear perception of the geo-
political position of Algeria. It is either a victim of the ignorance that was once 
widespread in the country during a certain period, or it is an aggressor and its crime 
is very clearly against those innocent citizens who are under attack daily with no one 
to defend them. 

We say very clearly that the killers have been witnessed by the remaining survi-
vors in isolated villages and homelands. Certain families still recognise one another 
through kinship (ansāb), branches of the extended family (acrash) and lineage (Sulā-
lah). They know their villages inch by inch, house by house, hut by hut, and a survi-
vor would say, ‘I know the killer was so and so, son of so and so,’ so there is no 
doubt about who the killer is. I therefore hope that this misunderstanding will be 
eliminated from politics and from the media, which have opened the door for [a 
European] Troika. This is the first point. Second, it should be clear that the stupidity 
of those killers has benefited some people: members of the special services, a smart 
Mafia that makes good use of the stupidity of others to carry out its plans. Third, 
there is an economic, political, and separatist Mafia that wants to keep the status quo 
in preparation for partitioning projects that are very well known and have very well-
defined objectives. Fourth, these armed groups were from the beginning, before the 
electoral process was halted in 1991, or you might say the military coup, planning 
and preparing for these armed operations. Fifth, there are the westernised elements 
who are fighting against the identity of Algeria. Therefore, the identity of the killers 
is clear to all. The stupidity of the killers is also clear when it is being used by politi-
cal or separatist Mafia inside or outside Algeria or the Mafia that wants to launder 
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money and take over what is left of the reserves and resources of the country for fu-
ture generations. This is so that the Algerians will not be able to build their future. 
Of course, what is left is ‘jihad in the Name of God’. We say that jihad in the name 
of God has been decreed, but terror in the name of God, and violence in the name 
of God can only be approved by one who envies Algeria or a traitor to the country 
or an agent for a foreigner, whoever he may be, so as to destroy the reserves of the 
country. So now we have corrected the concept of ‘who is the terrorist’. There is 
one thing left, which is that the terrorist first admits, from a secret radio station that 
is being operated inside the capital Algiers, that he is doing this killing and secondly 
publishes leaflets in which he claims responsibility for the killing operations. 

About the victims: 

The presence of militias and the armed resistance of mujahidīn28 are aimed at pro-
tecting the citizens from those murderers and terrorists who have been described by 
everybody as savage terrorists because they are resisting a whole people and paving 
the way for foreign intervention and destruction of the resources of the country. 
That is why we support the presence of militias or the assistance of the security 
forces, both of whom are here to protect citizens despite their weaknesses and some 
of their transgressions; and the presence of the town guards who commit mistakes 
sometimes; and the combined operations of these groups. However, that does not 
relieve the Algerian government of the responsibility of protecting the citizens in the 
way it sees fit. 

About the government and the army: 

The truth is that the general situation towards which Algeria has headed the decades 
over the decades of independence has been one of confusion… This leads us to 
conclude that the security situation which the forces of law and order are facing to-
day – that of not being able to protect people – is about insecurity in public choices 
and cracks in the system’s choices. Security requires good choices on the political 
front and the adoption of sound economic and educational programmes. [These 
choices] have created a shaky policy on all fronts. These contradictions have lead to 
the decapitating of citizens and a scorch-earth strategy. 

In our opinion, national unity can be preserved, in our country as well as other 
countries first, only by the army, secondly, by the unity of the army and thirdly, by 
the unity of the decision-makers of the army.29 The parties are now manoeuvring to 
make the army a target of accusation or mistrust... We fully admit that the humilia-
tion of and trespassing on people’s dignity and mistakes perpetrated against Algerian 
citizens were continuously present, whether yesterday or today and perhaps tomor-
row unless the army returns to what the constitution has made it for. 

About the Islamic Salvation Front (FIS)  

When the GIA was conceived, it was wholeheartedly adopted by the FIS. The lat-
ter’s members (supporters) adopted its ideas and ways and they raised the banner, 
which was called in Algeria, at that time, the ‘Jihād Banner for Algerian Resistance’. 
It started out with some of the educated imams, culamā and researchers, soldiers, 
policemen, and security people. When popular support diminished for this group, it 
started to wage a war against the people who refused to surrender to these armed 
groups. Therefore, in the end we found these progenitors distancing themselves 
from the GIA. Afterwards, however, it was given a political cover (FIS) and then a 
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religious cover in the name of Islam to carry guns against Algerians or some of the 
Algerians. When chaos became the norm and these armed groups realised that mili-
tary resistance was doomed to reach a dead-end, some of the GIA members began 
to abandon it and accuse it of being a criminal group. In fact we have witnessed oth-
ers who have come out of the skin of the GIA and from under its garments to fight 
it with arms. So now these massacres are happening left and right and reflect the in-
fighting of a group which saw its inner structure explode.  

About the armed opposition groups 

In my opinion, and I take full responsibility for this, the consequences of assassina-
tions, murder and inciting people to jihad (armed struggle) are much worse than 
cancelling the elections. Then the groups that adopted the armed struggle declared a 
‘holy trinity’ of ‘No dialogue, No reconciliation, No truce’ and were faced by an-
other group which declared a truce. So whoever says ‘No discussion, No reconcilia-
tion, No truce’ has adopted armed struggle and those who have declared the truce 
adopted armed struggle for a long period. Therefore, if we are to provide a historical 
account, let us not fall under misconceptions. Why announce a truce if we are within 
the Algerian context and have truthful intentions about jihad? Why announce a 
truce? And if we are not like this, then let us say frankly that we have wronged the 
Algerian people. Finally, those who have carried out armed operations (group or in-
dividual massacres) against all Algerian citizens are known. Their names are known 
to the ordinary Algerian citizen. 

About foreign intervention and the commission of inquiry  

To put it simply, we reject mediation, we welcome well-intentioned action and we 
like the interest that the world, the Arabs and the Muslims have shown in the Alge-
rian crisis. This means that we do not accept that any party should meddle in the in-
ternal affairs of Algeria. And I said it once in the media: whoever wants his mother 
to miss him (that is, to be killed), let him come to the valleys of Algeria, its moun-
tains, countryside and urban areas, and there he will know who will make his wife a 
widow and his children orphans.  

The arrival of the Troika or the parliamentarians and media people from Europe 
is a normal consequence of fragile and weak Algerian diplomacy. Also it is a natural 
consequence of the way the Algerian media treated a very bad security situation. If 
the treatment has been fair at the level of Algerian diplomacy and the Algerian me-
dia, Algeria would not have been targeted with concealed threats under the banner 
of assistance or offering help to the victims of terrorism and those who suffered in 
the massacres. 

We pose a question: Why do massacres happen here and there? Why are there 
assassinations near the security areas? Clearly, there is a fact-finding commission 
formed in the Assembly (parliament) to search and investigate, which has the full 
authority to do whatever it takes to find those who were lax in performing their na-
tional duty of protecting citizens. Therefore, we have asked the President to use his 
powers to punish those who, at any level of the power hierarchy, do not do their 
jobs, and people holding office while lagging in performing their duties. This is 
something that will raise doubts. Otherwise, Algerian citizens will then feel that 
there is no government protecting them, no security protecting them, which is 
something we totally reject. 
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These quotations sum up the HMS attitude towards the massacres in 
general, their perpetrators, their victims, the regime’s position as well as that 
of its army. They also convey the HMS views on the Islamic Salvation Front 
and on foreign intervention to determine the responsibility of the massacres. 
Basically, for HMS neither the government nor the army is to blame for the 
massacres. The massacres are therefore blamed on the Armed Islamic 
Group (GIA) whose ignorance – and its corollary of extremism and bigotry 
– or connivance with shadowy sides served, according to the HMS leader, 
various anti-national Mafia. 

2.2. Renaissance Movement (Nahda) 

2.2.1. The Party 

The Renaissance Movement – Harakat Annahda (Nahda) – created in 1988 in 
December 1990 and led by Sheikh Abdallah Djaballah up to December 
1998, is currently presided by Lahbib Adami. The party is based mainly in 
the east of Algeria and known for supporting the line of the Algerian (local) 
Muslim Brotherhood movement. It aims at establishing an Islamic state, al-
beit within the frame of democracy and political pluralism. It is considered 
to be the third Islamic party after the FIS and the HMS. The Nahda party 
signed the Rome Peace Accord (Sant’ Egidio Platform, January 1995) and 
has always favoured the re-legalisation of the FIS. The movement did not 
win any seats in the cancelled 1991 parliamentary elections but won 0.8 per 
cent of the votes and gained 34 seats in the June 1997 legislative elections. 

2.2.2. Party Reactions 

The Nahda Movement has condemned ‘the criminal acts [massacres], which 
are not authorised by Islamic law [Sharica] or accepted by reason, and is op-
posed to the logic of force in the treatment of the security aspect of the cri-
sis’.30 

Nahda’s leader, Abdallah Djaballah, ruled out any involvement by the au-
thorities or the Islamic Salvation Front (FIS) in the atrocities, but said that 
‘Algeria’s crisis had been complicated by the unsound policies’ of the au-
thorities: 

I do not think that the authorities who safeguard the public interest, the rights and 
the freedom of the citizens are the authors of the massacres. I do not think either 
that a movement, which presents itself as an alternative to the authorities, has com-
mitted these massacres.31 

He also acknowledged that the killings left a big question mark: 

Are we facing an unknown faction that wants, for example, to complicate the situa-
tion further by driving people to despair and making them lose hope from reaching 
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a solution? Or are we facing despairing armed groups that are driven to carry out 
such inhumane actions?32 

Djaballah backed the government’s rejection of an international investiga-
tion, but called for a parliamentary inquiry into the massacres, saying: ‘This 
[situation] calls upon the people’ representatives in the Assembly to shoulder 
their full responsibilities and set up a committee to investigate the massacres 
[...] and present the required and appropriate solutions’.33 Djaballah blamed 
the authorities for the ‘worsening of the conflict’, accusing them of trying to 
‘root out the Islamic movement and isolate all forces that had another point 
of view’.34 He believed that the crisis could be solved by the Algerians them-
selves and that ‘resuming dialogue with the FIS and other opposition parties 
was the best way to bring the country out of the impasse’.35 According to 
Djaballah, the European mission (EU Troika) will only serve ‘to support the 
government’s political line of fighting terrorism’.36 He considered that the 
West, horrified by the massacres, ‘does not have a precise idea or a clear 
proposal of how to end the violence as long as its interests were not threat-
ened in Algeria’.37 He also considers that the West ‘has nothing to propose 
for it was not being subjected to any pressure to find a solution’.38 

When the FFS party called for a national march on 11 September 1997 in 
Algiers to protest against the massacres, a member of the Nahda movement 
revealed that ‘contacts had taken place between his party and the FFS about 
the subject of the march’ and that it ‘approved any initiative which could 
help, directly or indirectly, to stop these atrocious massacres’.39 The Nahda 
party said that ‘it was high time for the parties to play their role with the 
hope of finding a solution to the crisis which the country was undergoing’, 
and hoped that ‘the Algerian authorities would involve the political parties in 
the search for a solution to the security question which affected all the Alge-
rians without any exception’. 40 

2.3. Islamic Salvation Front (FIS) 

2.3.1. The Party 

The Islamic Salvation Front – Front Islamique du Salut (FIS), (Al-Jabha Al-
Islamiya lil Inqath) – was founded and officially recognised in the summer of 
1989. The following year, the municipal elections gave the FIS its first, and 
resounding electoral victory. In December 1991, the party participated in the 
legislative elections winning overwhelmingly the first round and was ex-
pected to win the second round with a large majority. This did not happen 
because the army intervened to halt the electoral process and impose a state 
of emergency. The FIS leaders are Dr Abbassi Madani (currently under 
house arrest), Sheikh Ali Benhadj (still in prison since June 1991), Engineer 
Abdelkader Hachani (released in 1997 after spending five and a half years in 
prison) and Sheikh Mohamed Said (assassinated in 1995 by the GIA faction 
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of Djamel Zitouni). The FIS was then banned in March 1992. This led to the 
creation of a representation abroad in the form of several bodies: 

• The FIS Executive Body: created in September 1993 and led by Ra-
bah Kebir who is based in Germany. Its spokesman Abdelkrim 
Ouldadda is based in Belgium. 

• The FIS Parliamentary Delegation: founded in 1992 and headed by 
Anwar Haddam who is in prison in the United States. 

• The FIS Preparatory Committee: established in April 1997 and Led 
by Kamaredine Kharaban who lives in London. It is supported by the 
Algerian Community in Britain (ACB of London), a core of activists 
who further the cause of the FIS and denounce the Algerian junta 
through publications, but otherwise hold no significant grassroots fol-
lowing. 

• The FIS Co-ordination Council (CCFIS): set up in October 1997 and 
headed by Ahmed Zaoui who was forcibly deported to Ougadougou 
(Burkina Fasso) by the Swiss authorities in November 1998. 

• Algerian Fraternity in France (Fraternité Algérienne de France, FAF): 
is led by Moussa Kraouche who is also a member of the CCFIS tem-
porary bureau and is currently under house arrest in France. 

Thousands of FIS members and supporters have been subjected to de-
tention in the Sahara desert, imprisonment, torture and eradication by the 
Algerian regime. The party leaders and sympathisers have also been the tar-
gets of GIA assassinations. 

The FIS participated in the Sant’ Egidio negotiations and is a signatory of 
the Rome Peace Accord of 1995. It describes itself as ‘a non-violent political 
party that has emerged from the people of Algeria as an expression of their 
identity and aspirations’,41 a party adopting ‘a moderate, balanced and broad 
line’42 and one which believes that: 

Political Islam in Algeria aims at re-establishing Islam as a comprehensive way of life 
by the institutionalisation of a stable governing system which should represent Alge-
rian society in its plurality: a multi-party system that bears no resemblance to the 
theocratic system experienced in the West for centuries. The intention of Algerian 
political Islam is not to replace the present with a mystical past, but to re-structure 
the modern social order so that it conforms to Islamic principles and values. This 
does not mean, however, that under Islamic reforms everything Western is to be 
discarded. A selective interactive approach to western political, economic and social 
expression is to be undertaken so long as there is no violation of Islamic moral prin-
ciples.43 
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2.3.2. Party Reactions 

2.3.2a. FIS inside Algeria 

While Abassi Madani, the FIS leader, was under house arrest, he sent a short 
letter to the UN secretary-general, Mr Kofi Annan, in which he expressed 
his willingness to help put an end to the conflict, and proposed to launch an 
appeal to stop the violence as the first move towards opening a serious dia-
logue: 

In appreciation of what came in your appeal to the Algerians for dialogue and rec-
onciliation, for stopping violence and solving the conflict, and in view of the desire 
of the wounded Algerian people, all the wise and sincere people, and the national 
and international public opinion, and in view of the miserable situation the Algerian 
cause has reached today and the mass killings being inflicted on the Algerian people, 
in view of all that, I am ready to launch an appeal to bring an immediate end to the 
bloodshed as a preliminary step towards opening a serious dialogue. A serious dia-
logue which will finally bring the conflict to a happy ending and rescue the country, 
with the help of God and the backing of all those who support and respect human 
rights and the right of peoples in self-determination. Finally, please accept my ut-
most respect for your courage and your faithfulness to the United Nations Char-
ter.44  

Abdelkader Hachani confirmed that the FIS ‘condemns the massacres 
unreservedly’.45 He said that ‘Algeria has experienced a “crescendo” of vio-
lence since the suspension of the polls,’ and explained that ‘killings were lim-
ited at first to the central Mitidja region but have now spread westwards, no-
tably into the region of Relizane where the FIS won all the town councils in 
1990’.46 He clearly blamed the authorities for this violence because of its 
‘stubbornness’ and ‘by rejecting any political solution’, but avoided accusing 
them directly of the massacres: 

In this climate of generalised terror, it is difficult to answer [the question of who is 
behind these massacres]. What is certain, however, is that by refusing a political so-
lution and by renouncing their role of protecting the population, the authorities 
themselves bear a major part of the responsibility […] The crisis has taken on a hor-
rible dimension. Had the authorities taken account of our propositions, we would 
not have been in this situation. Having said that, in any movement there are forms 
of extremism which emerge when any political option is blocked. Only a political 
dynamic which opens perspectives to the Islamic movement could marginalise these 
extremists [...] Clearly, these massacres are veritable crimes against humanity. Once 
the identity of these killers is known, they should be pursued inside as well as out-
side Algeria... Only when peace and security are re-established will ‘tongues be loos-
ened’ and the identity of the murderers disclosed.47 

Hachani declared that ‘all the victims of the massacres had voted for the 
FIS’ and that the military-backed government of Liamine Zeroual ‘has done 
everything to fuel this violence’.48 He also denied that his party could have 
taken part in the massacres, stating that ‘the FIS has always declared itself to 
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be a political party intending to achieve its programme by normal means 
such as the ballot box,’ and that ‘the foundation of its programme is and will 
remain Islam’.49 Hachani again blamed the Algerian authorities for the vio-
lence and discarded the view that the massacres were carried out by Is-
lamists: 

All along the time it was legal, the FIS had proved that it perfectly respected its ini-
tial choice and that it knew how to channel all the tendencies. The emergence of 
forms of extremism stems from the blind responsibility of the authorities and from 
cunning manipulation, some realities of which have started to appear, as well as 
from the policies of the international media aimed at tarnishing Islam. In the GIA 
acronym, what hurts me is the ‘I’ of Islamic. These massacres cannot be the work of 
individuals who invoke Islam’s authority.50 

The FIS leader, however, judged that it was not the time for a commis-
sion of inquiry to investigate into the massacres. He saw, rather, the neces-
sity now for discussions between Algerians, inside Algeria. To help initiate 
this, he asked the West to put pressure on the Algerian authorities but he 
expressed some doubts though with respect to France in that it ‘remains the 
only country that opposes a dialogue between the Algerian authorities and 
the FIS’51 : 

For six years, the Algerian people have lived martyrdom. For example, in February 
1995, when inmates where massacred in their cells in the Serkadji prison in Algiers, 
the culprits were nevertheless known. We are to hope that the awakening of the 
conscience of the West does not conceal any hidden political, economic or other 
motives. For us, there is a difference between ‘internationalisation’ and ‘interfer-
ence’. The West has the means to bring the authorities to negotiate with all the rep-
resentative political forces in the country. These negotiations would be conducted in 
Algeria, between Algerians, in order to result into conference of national reconcilia-
tion. We exclude any initiative which would threaten the sovereignty of the Algerian 
state. A commission of inquiry, however, cannot be envisaged except after the re-
turn of peace and security.52 

A letter from the national leadership of the FIS was conveyed by Mr Ali-
Yahia Abdennour, President of the Algerian league for the Defence of Hu-
man Rights (LADDH) and one of the FIS lawyers, to members of the EU 
parliamentary delegation, but was torn to pieces by the head of the delega-
tion, the Frenchman André Soulier. In the letter, which was later published 
in the London El Hayat, the FIS leadership questioned the role of Europe in 
helping the Algerian people by asking: 

[…] and now, what justice can you possibly achieve for our oppressed people whose 
hopes lie with those who are in charge of civilisation and the salvation of humanity? 
Are you going to stop the collective massacres which started in Serkadji prison in 
1995, which then recurred, spread, escalated and increased in ugliness until it has 
become clear to all observers that most of the victims, if not from those hated for 
their allegiance to the FIS, are then from those hated because of their refusal to take 
up arms to protect the regime? […] or are you going to unveil the faces and the ‘in-
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cubators’ who have brought out these criminal gangs, shedders of blood and trans-
gressors of honour, from whose evil no one is safe except those who are allowed to 
be part of ‘the useful Algeria’ which pumps oil and gas, or those who protect the 
heads of the regime and its institutions?53  

The letter also reminded the EU delegation of the FIS stand which ‘con-
demns’: 

the horrible collective massacres inflicted on the Algerian people as well as the rejec-
tion by the authorities of any independent inquiry into these massacres, the situation 
of political prisoners, those missing, those evicted from their home or those dis-
missed from their jobs. 54 

2.3.2b. FIS Executive Body Abroad 

The FIS Executive Body Abroad reported that the central region of Algeria, 
especially the wilayas (counties) of Blida and Médéa had been witnessing ‘a 
real extermination of its population since the autumn of 1996’, and that 
about a thousand citizens ‘had been eliminated by various barbaric means 
since the start of the year, most of whom were children, women and elderly 
people’.55 The FIS condemned ‘very strongly these criminal and cowardly 
acts which are contrary to the teachings of Islam’, and totally denounced 
‘their plotters, their perpetrators and those who keep silent about them’.56 
The FIS appealed to the international community, including states, humani-
tarian organisations, regional and international political bodies for ‘the set-up 
of an urgent, independent internal inquiry to reveal the truth and find out 
about those responsible for the crimes which are exterminating individual 
Algerians daily’.57 

The FIS blamed ‘the military regime’ for the massacres and explained: 
‘these massacres are being carried out daily on the innocent citizens by its 
repressive forces, the militias and the groups which this regime manipulates 
against the people who refuse its thesis of eradication’.58 The FIS backed this 
claim by pointing out to the following: 

The targeted regions are inhabited by the most deprived sections of the population 
and those most attached to the Islamic project. The Mitidja region known for its fer-
tile land is an object of desire for those dreaming of owning it with the symbolic di-
nar [penny]. The political stance of the citizens in the central wilayas and their rally-
ing around the FIS and its project were, and still are, a source of permanent worry to 
the authors of the coup d’état and to those who call for the eradication of Islam 
from its land. The militarisation of Algeria, by encouraging and supporting the mili-
tias and by infiltrating and manipulating the criminal organisations, can only lead to 
the ‘poisoning’ of the situation, the exacerbation of the anarchy and the increasing 
insecurity and crime. The massacres that have been committed are part of the ex-
termination policy followed by the military wing of the authorities who is using it 
today for their electoral objectives.59 
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Rabah Kebir, president of the Executive Body Abroad, issued a call to ‘all 
the sons of the people in the armed Islamic opposition’ to declare ‘a truce 
even from one side’.60 The appeal explained that this stance had become 
necessary in order to 

separate the violent and wicked criminals who are carrying out the collective butch-
ery [massacres] and the ugly atrocities against innocent and isolated people, so that 
their case is uncovered, their conspiracies are disclosed and the whole world knows 
who is standing behind them.61 

Kebir also justified the truce by the necessity: 

to leave the way wide open to anyone who wants to make an effort to stop the 
bloodbath and the destruction of the country, to guarantee the future of later gen-
erations and to protect Algeria as a state, a nation and a civilisation.62 

The FIS Executive Body Abroad declared that ‘the Islamic Salvation 
Front sees the necessity for a serious inquiry so that misfortunes do not 
happen again’.63 In addition, it stated that 

the FIS has the conviction that the one behind these attacks is the same, and what is 
worst is that these horrible crimes have not incited, in any case, the regime to pro-
ceed for a serious inquiry or to allow for an independent inquiry, be it national or in-
ternational.64 

The FIS expressed serious concern about the escalation of violence in the 
country which began in January 1992: executions committed by ‘the death 
squads created by the regime’, disappearances and ‘summary executions of 
innocent people in regions where the majority of the population had voted 
for the FIS during the December 1991 elections’.65 For a way out of the 
‘dark tunnel’, the FIS advocated ‘the immediate adoption of a just and global 
political solution by opting for a national reconciliation’ and demanded ‘the 
immediate release of Sheikh Ali Benhadj and the removal of the restrictions 
imposed on Sheikh Abbassi’.66 

The FIS accused the Algerian regime of being implicated in the massacres 
either directly or by manipulation of the perpetrators: ‘Either these criminal 
groups are protected by the regime or these people are part of the regime, of 
the army... They are in army khaki during the day and in Afghan garb and 
false beards by night,’ declared Abdelkrim Ouldadda, spokesman of the FIS 
Executive Body Abroad.67 He also made the claim that: 

Based on confirmed sources of information, the recent massacres in the west of Al-
geria, in which large numbers of men were transported in daylight, could not have 
been carried out without the knowledge of the authorities or without their assistance 
[...] The fact that the perpetrators had made enormous efforts to take away their 
dead during the latest massacres makes one think that they did not want us to know 
that these perpetrators were military men.68 
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Ouldadda said that the decision of the Algerian government to reject the 
visit by the EU Troika was ‘incomprehensible’ and that this was ‘another 
proof against the regime’. He believed that ‘from the beginning, the Algerian 
regime wanted to shut the door in the face of any initiative aimed at finding 
the perpetrators and instigators of these crimes’.69 Ouldadda explained that 
‘in Algeria, there are mass graves like those which existed in Bosnia’ and that 
the FIS ‘could give the exact positions of these mass graves when an inde-
pendent commission of inquiry, with freedom of movement, is set up’.70 For 
him, the authorities ‘provoke the “Afghanisation” of Algeria by distributing 
arms to the civilian population and seemed to shut the door in the face of 
any possibility of dialogue’. 71 

Following the massacre of Relizane, the FIS Executive Body published an 
article entitled What is happening in Relizane, and why Relizane itself? which sug-
gested the following explanation: 

Because Relizane had voted for the FIS and had been supporting the AIS, it suf-
fered the oppression of the regime as well as the GIA’s ‘terror battalion’, loyal to Zi-
touni and Zouabri. This had pushed the AIS to confront this group and force it out 
of the region. After a while, the ‘terror battalion’ came back to the region and took 
revenge on the population of remote villages by completely exterminating whole 
families.72 

The FIS said that they were taking a risk by revealing this preliminary in-
formation which came to them from ‘confirmed sources inside Algeria’, al-
though they knew that ‘many people would not believe that a Muslim could 
commit such inhuman crimes’.73 They also said that because they were ‘peo-
ple of principles’, they oppose the regime and fight it, but that they make a 
difference between ‘opposing the regime and defending crime’.74 For them, 
‘the Muslim should know that Allah does not fix the work of the corrupters, 
and the way to power should not be built on the skulls of babies and the 
blood of the innocent people’.75 They stated that: 

A Muslim should not deny the responsibility of the criminal armed group [GIA] in 
killing women and children using fatwas from inside [the country] and justifications 
from outside. An international commission is therefore needed to inquire into the 
tragedy as a whole, starting with the torture of thousands of victims, the death 
squads responsible for killing thousands of citizens, the massacres in Serkadji and 
Berouaguia prisons and ending with the massacres being committed against inno-
cent people as a result of the infiltration of these deviant groups by the regime. We 
are firmly convinced that top figures in the regime such as Redha Malek and Salim 
Saadi and others who have a hand in the crimes and torture should one day be tried 
by an international court for committing crimes against humanity. This also will be 
the fate of all those who have taken part in this criminal organisation (GIA) in any 
way, directly or indirectly. After this tragedy is over, the Algerian people will cer-
tainly ask to know the truth about this unknown group [GIA] so that they can con-
firm whether this group originated from Islamists themselves, or was just the prod-
uct of some international intelligence institutions who tested their theories on the 
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orphan Algerian people and destroyed their hopes of establishing an Islamic state in 
which security and stability would prevail.76 

The FIS, however, stressed that ‘the regime is responsible for the tragedy 
since the January 1992 coup’ and that ‘it [the regime] is strongly refusing the 
setting up of an international commission of inquiry because it knows that it 
will be blamed for many of the crimes it has committed’.77 

2.3.2c. FIS Parliamentary Delegation Abroad 

The information bureau of the FIS Parliamentary Delegation Abroad called 
for a commission of inquiry to investigate the massacres and other human 
rights abuses: 

In view of the recent upsurge of massacres and mass killings of civilians in Algeria, 
under the watchful eye and the passivity of the regime, the Islamic Salvation Front, 
the party of the majority in Algeria, and the sole holder of constitutional legitimacy 
in the country, demands on behalf of the [Algerian] people, and specifically the 
families of the victims, the prisoners, the tortured, and those who have disappeared, 
urgent intervention by the United Nation in order to stop the bloodbath by shed-
ding light on and breaking down the walls of silence around the events in Algeria. 
We demand the setting-up of an international commission to investigate the crimes 
which have been taking place and the following up of its findings so as to bring the 
perpetrators and those who commanded them to justice. The FIS is ready to co-
operate fully with such a UN commission, and also to play a constructing role in 
mediating with the mujahidīn organisations who are faithful to its political line, in 
order to establish the full facts of the crimes attributed to them and determine who 
are responsible. This position is taken despite our strong conviction that the muja-
hidīn have no connection with the crimes being perpetrated against civilians. The 
FIS looks forward to seeing the international commission of inquiry urgently de-
manding that the ruling regime remove the political cover from the generals and 
other military and intelligence officers who, in the view of the FIS, are behind the 
crimes being committed. The Islamic Salvation Front calls for an investigation of 
these crimes […] while safeguarding the security and safety of the witnesses. The 
FIS insists on a full prosecution of the culprits, that is, those who gave the orders as 
well as those who executed them.78 

The FIS strongly condemned ‘all the crimes being perpetrated against ci-
vilians, especially those crimes witnessed by Algeria and Egypt’.79 It also in-
sisted on calling upon the international media ‘not to put the blame for these 
horrible crimes on Islam and Muslims’.80 The FIS considered it to be ‘an Is-
lamic obligation to avoid jihad operations against general and humanitarian 
institutions which serve the interests of the people’ and that ‘it follows the 
divine obligation of not harming civilians, women, children, the elderly and 
non-combatant foreigners’.81 Anwar Haddam’s party renewed ‘its strong 
condemnation of those crimes against civilians’ and called upon the world 
media ‘not to hurt Islam and Muslims and not to consider the criminals who 
are committing those criminal acts in the name of Islam to be the represen-
tatives of Islam and Muslims’.82 
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Addressing members of the European Parliament, Anwar Haddam, head 
of the FIS Parliamentary Delegation Abroad, said: 

You have been successful in organising an official debate on the current tragedy of 
the Algerian people who are living in an ever-increasing human rights catastrophe 
and who are facing a genocide which the Algiers military dictatorship wants to keep 
behind closed doors so that its involvement is not made known to the international 
public opinion. The uncovering of this involvement would certainly bring to an end 
the unconditional support of the accomplice governments.83 

In a letter to the UK foreign secretary, Mr Robin Cook, the FIS declared 
that it was ‘still a non-violent political party believing in peaceful political 
process despite all the crimes committed by the regime against the people’.84 
At the moment, however, among the main concerns of the FIS is that of ‘the 
horrible massacres perpetrated by the regime against civilians’, which were 
‘driving the Algerian society to the brink of destruction’.85 In the same letter, 
the FIS underlined 

the current regime’s objection to the idea of setting up an independent investigation 
– be it national or international – is a testimony to its desire to prolong the vicious 
cycle of violence it started after the coup d’état of 11 January 1992. 86 

The Islamic Party pressed for the setting up of ‘a balanced, fair, compe-
tent, independent, forward-looking commission of investigation concerning 
all of the massacres and crimes committed against the Algerian people since 
the military coup’.87 It believed that ‘only such investigation [would] bring 
the perpetrators as well as those who commanded them to justice, [would] 
break the walls of silence built by the military regime around the horrible 
events in Algeria, and [would] stop the ongoing bloodshed in the country’.88 
The FIS Parliamentary Delegation expressed its hopes thus: 

It is our sincere hope and urgent demand to the European countries to put an im-
mediate end to the activities of those who claimed responsibility for these horrible 
massacres and crimes committed against civilians in Algeria, and bring them to jus-
tice. It is our hope to see the European Union taking seriously the testimonies given 
by former agents of the Algerian military regime, concerning its involvement in 
those horrible massacres as well as other terrorist acts in Algeria and abroad. It is 
also our hope to see the EU monitor different Algerian embassies and their suspi-
cious activities. Finally, we hope to see an end to any military or financial aid to the 
regime in power.89 

In a written address to the Rally for the support of the Algerian people, 
organised by the London-based Algerian Community in Britain (ACB), An-
war Haddam said: 

I do thank you for your support for the cause of Algerian people at a time when 
many people around the world have let it down or rather there are those who are 
helping the oppressors financially, politically, militarily and by covering up the horri-
ble crimes which they are committing against the people […] The FIS project is civi-
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lisational and aims at freedom, and it is the only way which leads to the full inde-
pendence of Algeria and to the self-determination of the Algerian people who are 
suffering under foreign domination. This project is the one which was the target of 
the 11 January 1992 coup d’état. That coup plunged the country in a sea of blood 
and tears and resulted in more than 200,000 victims [...] The FIS, based on its un-
derstanding of the teachings of Islam, renews its strong condemnation of the crimi-
nal acts and the savage massacres, and puts the absolute responsibility on the mili-
tary dictatorship and its allies, inside and outside, for these horrible crimes and atro-
cious massacres.90 

2.3.2d. FIS Preparatory Committee Abroad 

The FIS Preparatory Committee, a group founded and headed in London by 
Kamaredine Kharabane, said that ‘the generals of the junta have impover-
ished the country, humiliated the people and spread corruption,’ and that 
‘they have created militias from the mercenaries to spill blood, plunder 
properties, and violate honour.’91 The ‘Committee’ believed that ‘the secret 
agents of the junta and members of the armed group (GIA) who are in-
volved with them’ carried out ‘killing operations and collective massacres 
targeting women, children and elderly people’, especially in the Médéa and 
Blida regions ‘known for their support for the Islamic project’. According to 
the ‘FIS Committee’, this is done ‘in an attempt to distort the image of Islam 
and to push people away from the religion of Allah’.92 

For the FIS Preparatory Committee abroad, there is no doubt that ‘the 
cursed junta is behind the horrible crimes’ and that these massacres are 
planned and executed to fulfil various ‘interests of this junta’: 

We have been stricken by the recent loss of a huge number of women, children and 
elderly people in the struggling and bleeding Algeria who have been killed by some 
mad criminal gangs, mercenaries of the oppressive and obscene junta. These inno-
cent unarmed people were slaughtered like sheep in what looked like a bloodbath. 
We condemn and disapprove putting the blame for the killing innocent women, 
children and elderly people on the mujahidīn or the Islamists in general. This can 
only be believed by stupid people [...] It has been well known for quite a long time 
now that the junta uses and hires former criminals and released prisoners to form its 
own special forces (Ninja) and other similar para-military gangs to carry out these 
horrible acts. It is also well known that the aim of committing such crimes and 
showing them in the media at this moment is to terrorise people and force them to 
participate in the referendum of the 28 November 1996, just as they did for the so-
called presidential election in November last year, which was held under the threat 
of force of arms and the supervision of 400,000 military personnel.93 

The criminal operations in the form of mass killings and bombing among con-
centrations of innocent people are the work of the military regime, the dictator, 
against unarmed people who have chosen Islam as a religion and a state and have 
been denied the choice. We have been informed from our own sources inside Alge-
ria that the junta is killing innocent unarmed citizens. This criminal policy has been 
adopted since the time of Redha Malek and these criminal operations of revenge are 
carried out in areas known for their sympathy and support for the Islamic solution, 
such as Médéa, Blida and the central areas. As mentioned by one of the farmers in 

© 1999 Hoggar        www.hoggar.org 



584 National Responses 

 

+ + 

+ + 

Blida, some of these targeted areas consist of fertile agricultural lands, and there are 
those who want to terrorise their inhabitants and force them to migrate so that they 
take over the lands later on. The military regime has armed militias and used them 
against the people. They have carried out horrible murders and robberies, terrorised 
people and raped young girls. These criminals carry out their crimes wearing Islamic 
clothing to distort the image of jihad in Algeria. We say, as Sheikh Abbassi Madani 
said, that the Algerian massacres cannot be the work of humans and these cannot be 
linked to Islam in any way.94 

Hence, the FIS Preparatory Committee denounced the truce declared by 
the Islamic Salvation Army (AIS) and stated that the FIS wanted ‘peace and 
not surrender’: 

It has undoubtedly become clear to public opinion inside and outside that the mili-
tary junta in Algeria is the one who masterminds and executes the campaign of or-
ganised mass murders to exterminate the weak, poor and oppressed among the Al-
gerian people, supporters of the Islamic project. At this time of horror when the 
people are in greatest need of those who will expose the real criminals and fight 
them with words and arrowheads, there has appeared a communiqué of surrender in 
which Madani Mezrag, the emir of the AIS, declared a unilateral and unconditional 
cease-fire. What is strange, questionable and appalling is the justification given. This 
justification claims to unveil to the whole world the enemy who is behind the horri-
ble crimes and to isolate the criminals of the devious section of the GIA and the 
enemies of Algeria and [of our] religion who are behind them. This rhymed state-
ment is nothing but an acquittal of the real criminals who are the generals of the 
military junta, a party of whom have negotiated with the AIS to publish that com-
muniqué, even if the infiltrated armed group (GIA) claims responsibility for the 
massacres. This has happened according to a well-studied plan aiming at absolving 
the camp of the military junta95. 

The junta generals brokered this ‘truce’ by dubious secret negotiations. Yet, eve-
ryone knows that they are the instigators and perpetrators of these massacres. They 
managed to get Madani Mezrag to sign such a document acquitting them, the well-
known criminals and mass-murderers. Millions of Algerians are ready to vouch and 
testify against these war criminals [...] According to this enemy, the Islamists are a 
bunch of drug-users, throat-cutterss who enjoy disembowelling pregnant women, 
beheading babies and burning them, and committing all sorts of mutilation and hor-
rors! [...] and yet, all the victims are Islamists’ families among the poor and power-
less.96 

Kamaredine Kharabane, the London-based FIS Preparatory Committee 
president, also showed his opposition to the AIS truce when he said: 

Honestly, in a few words, this truce is a coup d’état against the sheikhs (Abbassi and 
Benhadj) and it is surrender to the regime. It is so because it has given a chance to 
the Algerian regime’s army to count freely the number of the mujahidīn and their 
haunts and then besiege them with militias. In villages where the population refuses 
to carry out the plan, massacres are committed, people are armed and militias are 
formed.97 
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Kharabane also denied that the declaration of a truce by the AIS was in 
response to Abbassi’s request in a letter he sent to the AIS. In the letter he 
accused the latter of not telling the truth: 

Had the Islamic Army (AIS) avoided announcing the truce, the regime would have 
been forced to free the sheikhs and to conclude a real agreement with the front 
(FIS). Unfortunately, however, what prolongs the stay of the sheikhs in prison and 
prolongs the life of the conflict is this truce, to which the leadership of the secret 
services has gradually brought the AIS. The side which acquits the regime from 
committing the massacres [he meant the AIS] is the same side which sent a video 
tape showing the regime’s massacres of the people. It is also the same side which 
says that the solution is to go back to the document of 1 November [1954] after it 
was calling for the establishment of the Islamic state. The side which can do all that 
can of course say that the letter of Sheikh Abbassi agrees with this truce.98 

The ACB repeatedly supported and published articles of human rights 
organisations, journalists and political figures calling for an independent in-
quiry into the massacres.99  

2.3.2e. FIS Co-ordination Council Abroad (CCFIS) 

The CCFIS declared the massacres against civilians in Relizane, Algiers, 
Médéa and other regions ‘are committed by the hands of the military junta 
and its henchmen militias, communal guards and other Mafia gangs, all 
armed and organised by the junta’.100 The statement explained that ‘the mili-
tary junta hit in the most savage manner innocent people so as to gain the 
sympathy of those who gave their votes to the FIS’.101 According to the 
CCFIS, ‘the responsibility of the military regime in the massacres is obvious 
after part of the mujahidīn troops in line with the FIS had decided on a uni-
lateral truce more than four months ago’.102 And the goal of this truce was 
‘to show the Algerian people and world opinion the responsibility of the 
military regime as the perpetrator and instigator of these intolerable massa-
cres’.103 

Based on their ‘information from Algeria’ about a massacre committed in 
a village in the Médéa region, the FIS in France confirmed, ‘the militias of 
the junta (self-defence groups) are the perpetrators of this odious crime’.104 
It explained that ‘the victims paid the price for their decision to boycott the 
masquerade of the referendum on the constitution, as it was the case of 
other regions affected by explosions or massacres, regions known for their 
support for the mujahidīn’.105 The FIS denounced ‘with utmost firmness this 
kind of cowardly aggression targeting innocent people’, and defied ‘the fas-
cist regime’ to authorise an ‘independent commission of inquiry to go out 
there so as to shed full light on these crimes’.106 To support its allegations 
that the Algerian authorities were responsible for the massacres, the FIS 
asked: 
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If it is not the junta and its accomplices, who else then can be behind the attempts at 
the genocide of the Algerian people? Why are these attacks carried out in districts or 
villages known for their moral support for the resistance? Who has the means to 
carry out attacks with extremely large quantities of explosives? Who kills innocent 
people in the darkness of the prisons and in the villages far from all surveillance?107 

According to the FIS: ‘The reality is that the militias of the junta were the 
ones who committed the butchery of Ktiten (Médéa). Thirty-one victims of 
two large families (Boukhatem and Hilali) known for their piety and their 
sympathy for the Islamic project, were savagely executed without sparing 
even the babies.’108 It noted ‘the helplessness of the junta in dominating the 
security situation and controlling the militias who impose their own laws and 
commit with impunity massacres of innocent villagers’; ‘it is a state within a 
state’, the FIS declared.109 It also stated: 

We denounce very firmly the collective massacres inflicted on innocent people. We 
also confirm that the regime and its repressive machine (army, police forces, militias 
and their allies composed of organised gangs and the Hijra wa Takfīr group) are be-
hind these criminal acts. These massacres are committed just before a new electoral 
masquerade and represent an ‘electoral cleaning’ in the regions which have not 
bowed down to the junta and have refused to integrate the militias.110 

Abdelwahed Boughanem, the FIS representative in Denmark and one of 
the members of the CCFIS executive bureau said that ‘the tragedy in Algeria 
is not internal’ and that the international community ‘should stir itself and 
send a commission of inquiry to uncover the real culprits behind the massa-
cres, the blame for which is being unjustly and continuously put on the Is-
lamic groups’.111 Boughanem explained that ‘almost all the car bombs and 
massacres were committed in poor neighbourhoods sympathising with the 
FIS’, which makes it ‘really strange to believe that the accused Islamists 
would commit such acts and block the road to their own selves’.112 The FIS 
representative expressed his willingness to ‘present information to the Scan-
dinavian members of parliaments, showing that the security forces were the 
ones who committed these massacres’.113 

For his part, CCFIS President Ahmed Zaoui said ‘the Algerian regime 
wants surrender rather than peace, and wants the so-called Clemency law. 
But the FIS rejects that.’114 Zaoui stated that the Algerian state was ‘an 
emergency authority that has lost control’, and that it was ‘responsible for 
the tragedy’.115 The CCFIS leader said that the FIS reminds the world opin-
ion of their ‘call for allowing an international committee to investigate the 
massacres being perpetrated in the regions of Algeria which voted for the 
FIS’.116 In a communiqué published about a month before the parliamentary 
elections of June 1997, the CCFIS declared: 

Whenever the date of an electoral masquerade draws near in Algeria, terror gains the 
field. The most shocking aspect of this phenomenon is that the victims of this insti-
tutionalised terrorism are women and children... We put the responsibility for these 
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massacres on the shoulders of the putchists, those who support them as well as 
those who remain silent. We ask the international humanitarian organisations to 
send urgently a commission of inquiry in order to establish and publicise those re-
sponsible for these crimes. We express our condemnation of these inhuman acts 
which affect innocent civilians exclusively.117 

Following the appeal of Kofi Annan for violence to cease in Algeria, and 
Abbassi Madani’s supportive response to it, the leader was summoned by 
the interior ministry to stop all public statements. The FAF then declared:  

We challenge the regime, since it is certain of its version of the events, to authorise 
independent commissions to inquire into the massacres. Yesterday, this same regime 
asked for a UN technical mission to legitimise the joke of the legislative elections (he 
did not shout about the interference then!). Today, however, the regime panics at 
the least rational declaration from the UN secretary-general.118 

The CCFIS stated that the massacres ‘are irrefutable evidence of the 
murderous and destructive nature of the gang constituting the criminal junta’ 
and that the Algerian regime ‘has attempted to subdue the so-called outlaws, 
including women and babies’, using ‘the same policy since independence, but 
only with a tendency to aggravation’. 

These massacres are part of the serial mass slaughters, like those of Serkadji and 
Berouaghia prisons and other areas. They aim at eliminating citizens from the 
masses as well as from the elite. Otherwise, how can one admit that others than the 
generals or their agents – militias, the communal guards and the remnants of the 
mercenary ‘Armed Islamic Groups’ affiliated with the intelligence services – can be 
behind massacres of such atrocity and occurring in areas full of military barracks of 
various army units without their intervention to protect the unarmed people who 
live near these barracks. These massacres constitute another conspiracy to eradicate 
families from working-class districts who voted for the FIS, and to spread terror in 
the ranks of undecided people in preparation for the next electoral masquerade.119 

The CCFIS also said that the FIS had not stopped ‘campaigning for a 
peaceful solution to the crisis since the January 1992 coup d’état’, and that it 
would continue ‘to advocate a peaceful solution that will restore authority to 
the people and end dictatorship’, despite ‘the killing-machine of the blood-
thirsty military regime that has done everything to plunge the country into 
this war’.120 However, the CCFIS believes that there are minimal conditions 
for an effective solution to the crisis which shakes Algeria. These are: 

The release of Sheikhs Abassi Madani and Ali Benhadj without any condition or 
constraint, with the possibility that they can meet the political members of the FIS 
and its operational leadership. Possibility for the FIS to carry out its political activity 
freely and for the Algerian people to determine their future freely. Permission for an 
independent international commission to inquire into the massacres. Permission for 
the non-governmental organisations to investigate the human rights abuses. The 
bringing to trial of those responsible for the military coup d’état and the massacres 
with the payment of compensation to the victims of oppression.121 
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The CCFIS reiterated its demand to send an international commission of 
inquiry and informed world public opinion that it would ‘file a complaint on 
behalf of the families of the victims to the International Court of Justice in 
the Hague against the perpetrators and instigators of these massacres’.122 
The CCFIS asked the combat troops who were engaged in discussions with 
Algiers’ generals ‘to freeze their contacts and negotiations now until three 
vital and fundamental conditions are fulfilled’.123 One of these conditions 
was that the Algerian regime ‘should allow an international commission of 
inquiry, as well as an independent national commission of inquiry known 
world-wide to shed all possible light on the massacres being committed for 
so many long months’.124 

3. Responses of the Islamic Insurgent Organisations 

3.1. Islamic Salvation Army (AIS) 

3.1.1.The Organisation 

The Islamic Salvation Army, Al Jaysh Al Islami lil Inqath (in French Armée 
Islamique du Salut – AIS) was founded in 1994 in the east of Algeria under the 
command of Madani Mezrag who was later appointed as the interim national 
leader of the AIS in March 1995. Its regional commander in the west of Al-
geria is Ahmed Benaicha. The movement is considered to be the armed wing 
of the FIS; it is known for its declarations attacking only security and military 
targets, denouncing the killing of innocent civilians, and following the line of 
the FIS under the leadership of Abbassi Madani and Ali Benhadj. The 
movement has been attacked by the GIA and it is said by the media that 
clashes often occur between the two groups. During 1997, talks between 
generals in the Algerian army and leaders of the AIS resulted later in the year 
(October) in the announcement by the AIS of a unilateral truce. 

3.1.2. Group Reactions 

The AIS leader, Madani Mezrag, in an appeal to the ‘Algerian Muslim peo-
ple’ and to the ‘whole world’, declared: 

the innocence of the AIS in all the suspicious operations targeting innocent un-
armed men, women and children [and that the AIS would] continue the fight with 
all its strength according to the teachings of jihad and the good manners of an hon-
ourable war until Islam’s place in the country, Algeria’s peace and stability and the 
people’s rights and choice are all re-established.125 

In the same call, he reaffirmed the loyalty of the AIS ‘to the Sheikhs of 
the FIS and to the decisions they make’, and expressed the willingness of the 
AIS ‘to back any chance or effort to support the religion [of Islam], salvage 
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the country and eliminate oppression of the people’. Mezrag also called upon 
the mujahidīn who had left the GIA to join the ranks of his troops, and 
clearly accused the state of being behind the crimes against the people: 

Mujahidīn, after you have realised the soundness of our concept, the accuracy of our 
views and the validity of our ideas from the traumas and deviations the jihad move-
ment has witnessed, [you must remember that] behind these shocks and deviations 
was a small band of contemptuous youths controlled by suspicious intelligence cir-
cles, [namely] the eradicator movement of mercenaries and the group of opportunis-
tic interests. The aim of all these groups is to bury jihad, give a bad image about the 
religion, divide the nation and destroy the country. When all this has become clear 
to you… you should hold fast to the teachings of Islam and carry on the struggle 
united under the banner of truth, the banner of the AIS within the frame of the FIS 
under the leadership of the Sheikhs Abbassi Madani and Ali Benhadj. 

As for you, eradicators, murderers, criminals, traitors and deceivers, you who en-
tertain your sick selves with the illusion of eradicating terrorism, of which you make 
the most with your hands, and the remainder of it with the hands of your mercenar-
ies in the strayed armed groups, we tell you: We are honourable enough not to tar-
nish our jihad with those dubious terrorist operations which target the religion, the 
people and the country. We are also smart enough not to be pushed into following 
irresponsible policies which plunge the nation into a conflict that the enemies of Is-
lam and Algeria await patiently. 126 

Ahmed Benaicha, the AIS Regional Commander, western Algeria, also is-
sued an open letter to ‘all mujahidīn units’ advising them to walk away from 
the ‘Islamic Armed Group (GIA)’: 

Praise be to Allah. Today, and after your long journey in the organisation of the 
GIA, you have come to know what we have always been afraid of in terms of uncer-
tainties. You have come to attest to yourselves and to us the well-founded reason 
why we have insisted on preserving the historical leadership of the Islamic Salvation 
Front and its concept of the right methods for change in Algeria. Your position to-
day is a historical stand for correcting the path of jihad in Algeria – A jihad which 
will be witnessed by all Muslims as that of honesty, uprightness and courage. We 
hope you will become a good example to all those sincere and faithful mujahidīn 
who may still be in the GIA, so that the power of jihad will be strengthened and all 
obstacles and difficulties eliminated. All that [is necessary] for jihad in Algeria to 
stand firm against the ruling dictatorship and to achieve for our people [the project 
of] what they have chosen [Islam].127 

The AIS claimed that, contrary to what was said in the media, the massa-
cres of civilians in the Médéa region were not ‘internal settlements within the 
Islamic ranks among the supporters of the Islamic Salvation Army (AIS) and 
the Armed Islamic Group (GIA)’.128 It supported this by declaring ‘its inno-
cence of these criminal acts which target innocent people’ and explaining 
that ‘the massacres targeting citizens in the Médéa region were not opera-
tions between the Islamists but were rather the work of militias which the 
regime armed under the claim of self-defence’.129 The AIS condemned ‘these 
massacres which target civilians’, reiterated that it had ‘no relation with what 
is happening in that region’, and put ‘full responsibility on the terrorist mili-
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tary authority for the crimes of those it had armed under the cover of self-
defence or under other names’.130 The AIS also asked the Algerian people to 
be careful about ‘these misguiding claims and flagrant lies’.131 

In spite of the horrendous crimes they commit, the renegades of the military institu-
tion keep pointing the finger at the jihād organisations which they label as terrorists. 
It is known that terrorist organisations use all means, even illicit ones, to achieve 
their political aims, according to the Machiavellian pretext of the end justifying the 
means. This justification contradicts Islamic law which states that a legitimate objec-
tive can be reached only by legitimate means, according to the principle ‘That which 
has been built on a wrong basis is still wrong.’ As a consequence, the Army of Is-
lamic Salvation (AIS) disapproves of all terrorists acts, which affect innocent citizens 
who do not take part in the war against the mujahidīn. Allah says in the Qurān 
(53:38-39): ‘That no laden one shall bear another one’s load, and that man only has 
that for which he makes effort’. Caliph Abu Bakr Seddiq had ordered the Muslim 
army: ‘Do not kill any woman, child or elderly person. Do not cut down fruit trees 
nor burn palm trees. Do not destroy buildings. Do not slaughter sheep or cut the 
shins of camels unless you need the food.’ Some Western states receive threats from 
armed groups, instigated by the intelligence services, to secure more political, finan-
cial and military support for the junta. Consequently, the AIS disapproves of any ter-
rorist act against the security of the people who have nothing to do with the crimes 
committed by the regime of the Putsch.132 

The FIS armed wing believes that ‘the regime and its militias from the 
wretched bandits carry out massacres of unarmed innocent people and ac-
cuse the mujahidīn’. According to them, ‘the dogs of the regime (the mu-
nicipal guards)’ use the cover of ‘presenting the mujahidīn as fierce criminals 
and enemies of the people to commit their daily horrible crimes’.133 

Late in 1997, the Islamic Salvation Army (AIS) declared a unilateral 
truce.134 In his declaration, AIS national commander Madani Mezrag stated 
that ‘the Algerian authorities had taken the first steps towards the solution 
by releasing the FIS leader, Abbassi Madani’.  

This détente prompted the enemies of yesterday and today to manipulate their pawns 
scattered here and there in order to fan the flames of discord among the sons of the 
Algerian people and foil any plan that could bolster the country and motivate the 
citizens. These pawns resorted to a blind and fierce revenge against the people by 
killing unarmed men, women, children and babies in an abominable carnage of ex-
treme barbarity, rarely seen in modern human history, which reminds us of the ter-
ror witnessed by the country in the wake of independence. 135 

Mezrag ordered ‘all chiefs of the jihad groups fighting under his com-
mand to stop combat operations from 1 October 1997’.136 He explained that 
the reason for this move was ‘to foil the plans of those who are waiting for 
the opportunity to harm Algeria’ and to ‘give a chance to the honest sons of 
this beloved country (Algeria) to find a just solution’.137 The AIS emir also 
called upon other groups ‘caring about the interests of the religion and the 
nation’ to rally to his appeal ‘in order to expose to the whole world the en-
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emy hiding behind the horrible massacres, and to isolate the criminal rem-
nants of the perverse GIA extremists and those who hide behind them’. 138 

Ahmed Benaicha considered that the unilateral truce declared by the AIS 
in October 1997 ‘has brought back hope to the people because of the near 
return of peace to the country, and has shown that the Algerians are capable 
of finding themselves solutions to their problems’.139 He also considered 
that the truce ‘has deepened the credibility of the AIS and its ability to de-
fend sincerely the choices of the nation, and has unveiled the real criminals 
in the country since the 1991 coup’.140 The AIS emir believed that those who 
were behind the massacres [committed in Relizane], ‘regardless of names and 
titles, [were] the enemies of the victories which the Algerian Muslim people 
achieved in the 1991 parliamentary elections’.141 Further in the emir’s opin-
ion, they were also ‘the enemies of peace which has become the demand of 
all the good people inside and outside Algeria’.142 However, he declined to 
accuse the Algerian army directly, and said that ‘through this truce’, the AIS 
aimed at ‘reaching the unknown truth in this conflict which would be un-
covered by time’.143 Benaicha explained that the negotiations between the 
AIS and the authorities were related to security matters and that ‘this was 
only a step within a general strategy to solve the conflict, starting with stop-
ping the bloodshed first and then following it up with other aspects at later 
stages’.144 As for solving the conflict in the future, the AIS foresaw the solu-
tion in ‘referring back to the first November [1954] document which united 
the Algerians in similar circumstances’.145 

3.2. Islamic League for Preaching and Jihad (LIDD) 

3.2.1. The Organisation 

The Islamic League for Preaching and Jihad (known by its French acronym 
Ligue Islamique de la Da‘wa et du Jihād (LIDD) or, in it its original Arabic, 
ar-Rabita Al Islamiya li Dacwa wal Jihād, was officially created in February 1997. 
It represents a union of some of the guerrilla factions which left the GIA, 
mainly the Wafa’ battalion of Médéa and the Islamic Front of the Armed 
Jihād (FIDA) of Algiers. Both groups were the first to denounce the GIA 
and to announce their withdrawal from it late in 1995. The LIDD chief is Ali 
Benhjar, one of the elected FIS members in the [cancelled] 1991 general 
elections. The LIDD seems to be close to the AIS and has joined the truce 
declared by the latter in September 1997. The League describes itself as be-
ing ‘the fruit of the struggle of the Algerian nation in all its forms (preaching, 
political work and armed jihād)’, and says that it is ‘loyal to the honest FIS 
and its leaders Abbassi, Benhadj and Mohammed Said’. 146 
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3.2.2. Group Reactions 

The LIDD appealed to the youth who were still within the ranks of the Is-
lamic Armed Group (GIA) to ‘repent to their Lord and keep off the wrong 
path they are following’ because ‘the massacres of the people, which they are 
perpetrating are far from the teachings of Islam’.147 The LIDD explained, 
‘These acts are but the work of secret agents and ‘‘the khawarij’’ (the GIA) 
who kill the believers and spare the unbelievers.’ 

We show to the free men in the world that our struggle (jihād) is a right, not a ter-
rorism as propagandised by the arrogant world powers and their puppets – the ty-
rants – who are governing our land. The military regime in Algeria, who carried out 
the coup in 1991, is today exterminating, crushing and terrorising the entire popula-
tion. This regime is also making people hungry, ignorant and poor. You the wise and 
sensible people of the world, how can people who stand up to fight this oppression 
be described as terrorists?148 

The LIDD claimed that by using the media, ‘the eradicators in the army 
and the administration (the Franco-communists)’ do their best to ‘distort the 
image of Islam and make it appear as a religion of violence and blood, and 
portray Muslims as bloodthirsty people’.149 To ‘remind the people about the 
work of these eradicators’, the Islamic League asked the questions: 

Who killed the innocent people in October 1988? Who gave the orders to kill peace-
ful citizens who were occupying different squares of the capital in June 1991? Who 
carried out the coup against the free will of the people when it chose Islam on 11 
January 1992? Who put the best of the nation’s children in the Sahara concentration 
camps and in the darkness of the prisons? Who was behind the kidnapping and the 
killing of thousands of peaceful citizens in early 1994? Who engineered the massa-
cres in the Berouaguia and Serkadji prisons? 

Whoever committed all those crimes is today perpetrating these massacres of the 
unarmed people. The innocent victims are paying the price of conflicts between dif-
ferent wings within the generals’ army.150 

To support its claim that these ‘eradicators’ are behind the massacres, the 
League stated further: 

The massacres being perpetrated by the eradicators are occurring in poor and op-
pressed popular districts known for their backing of the FIS and jihad. These crimes 
are also committed in hamlets, villages and districts where inhabitants refused to 
take up arms, in surroundings where families of sincere mujahidīn live and in lands 
and regions which they desire – maybe for being the useful Algeria as is the case of 
the Sahara, the land of oil fields – […] We call upon the Islamic nation, the free 
people of the world and the international community to support the Algerian people 
in its tragedy because it is facing a real genocide. 151 

The LIDD Commander, Ali Benhjar, said that their declared truce was 
not ‘a surrender’ but was rather ‘a cease-fire to allow “worthwhile efforts” to 
be made to look for a just and global solution to the conflict’, a solution 
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which ‘does not contradict the religion’. 152 The truce was also meant to ‘un-
veil those who are perpetrating crimes against unarmed people, either in the 
name of Islam or under banners of evil, those who want this situation to 
persist so as to protect and keep their interests and privileges’.153 For the ‘Is-
lamic League’, however, the identity of the perpetrators was unambiguous: 

The nation knows who the criminal are, who killed peaceful and unarmed people in 
the avenues and squares of the cities, and knows who the bloodthirsty culprits are, 
who attack homes at night and kidnap innocent people to kill them and dump their 
bodies on the roads. The nation also knows who are committing the massacres: on 
one occasion it is the traitors (communal guards) and militias, and on another occa-
sion it is the secret apparatus of the junta, known by the name of ‘GIA’ who have 
killed hundreds of the best children of this nation. Also well known to our people is 
the party which is eager to cling to power. Could they be traitors – the generals – 
who were behind the sinister coup of 1991 and who repudiated the people’s will? Or 
could they be the elected children and the faithful men whom the nation trusted and 
to whom it gave the responsibility of running the country?154 

The LIDD believed that it was the Algerian authorities who ‘internation-
alised the Algerian case’ by ‘seeking support all over the world’ and not Ab-
bassi Madani who declared to the UN secretary-general that he was ready to 
announce a truce if ‘the authorities agreed to UN supervision to avoid a be-
trayal as was the case in June 1991’.155 For the LIDD, the ‘panic of the Alge-
rian authorities as a result of Abbassi’s letter to Kofi Annan was obvious 
because they feared that the secrecy imposed on their criminal acts would go 
out of the usual control. These crimes against which the whole world, young 
and old, shouted could not be accepted by anyone with an atom of belief in 
his heart’.156 Hence, the League pointed the finger of accusation at ‘many of 
the eradicators in the regime who should be tried internationally as war 
criminals, as were the Nazi criminals and the Serb leaders, for their barbaric 
massacres and savage crimes’.157 It also declared that they, the AIS and the 
other groups who broke away from ‘the deviant group (GIA)’, ‘do not op-
pose the coming of the international media and the national and an interna-
tional commission of inquiry’, and asked: ‘Why, then, do these oppressors 
(in power) fear the coming of those organisations and why do they fear them 
knowing the truth?’158 

To understand the ‘truth about the massacres in Algeria’, the LIDD holds 
the view that one should go back to the early years of the crisis when 

the junta secret services adopted a terrible bloodthirsty strategy (which they learned 
from the Egyptian and Syrian intelligent services) in which they kidnap peaceful citi-
zens from their homes during the night, from the streets and their workplaces or 
even from the police stations, take them to secret detention camps and torture them 
to death. The bloodthirsty agents of the secret services have also turned the city 
squares into exhibition places where the products on show are the dead bodies of 
the groups of innocent people whom they have killed. 159 
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At a later stage, ‘when this psychological strategy of terror failed,’ the se-
cret services changed, according to the LIDD, to new methods based on 
‘controlling and using the leadership of the GIA (already infiltrated by them 
from its creation)’.160 For the LIDD, the aim of this new strategy was ‘un-
covered in some of their declarations, for example that they “would push the 
terrorists to commit the most ugly crimes” and that “the mountains would 
become graveyards”’. 161 The account goes on to say that this ‘criminal plan 
indeed started to be implemented by the security services’ agents after they 
took control of the GIA leadership […] [They] killed the sincere jihad lead-
ers and innocent people’.162 The LIDD claims that, in response, ‘the sincere 
and faithful mujahidīn (especially in Algiers, Médéa, Kasr-El-Boukhari, 
Khemis Meliana, Larbaa, Tablat and El-Afroun)’ tried unsuccessfully to con-
tain the ‘effects of this infiltration’.163 Hence, according to the LIDD, these 
‘mujahidīn had no choice but to dissociate themselves from the GIA of the 
secret services’.164 The Wafa’ battalion (Médéa) and the FIDA (Algiers) then 
created the LIDD and called upon all the other battalions to join them, ac-
cording to the insurgent group’s account of its own genesis. The LIDD is of 
the view that this reorganisation provided the reason for further atrocities. 

the GIA of the secret services found a new excuse for a cowardly revenge by com-
mitting these horrible massacres which target mainly families of the mujahidīn who 
had left the GIA as well as the people who sympathise with those mujahidīn, in ad-
dition to the FIS members. These massacres then spread to hit the population as a 
whole, and the excuses for such killings are numerous and versatile as far as the 
GIA of the secret services is concerned. Hence, the most horrible crimes have been 
committed against the people, and the declared terrorist plan has been executed as 
promised. 165 

The LIDD further added that there was ‘another way in which the junta 
oppressors contribute to committing these massacres. It is by complicity 
with the GIA of the secret services at the highest level’: 

They prepare the way and make the work easy for them by preventing the soldiers 
from going out during the time of the massacre – as in Blida where massacres are 
being perpetrated in the heart of areas surrounded by a large number of military bar-
racks –, or by moving the soldiers from the targeted area one or two days before the 
massacre – as was the case of the Ktitan district of Médéa. 166 

The Islamic League listed a series of ‘crimes instigated by the junta and 
executed by the army, the communal guards and the militias’: 

The militias survive by creating bloodbaths and by robbing homes and shops at 
night. They do not differ at all from the GIA for they are two faces of the same 
coin, and two heads of the same beast, which is the junta. By creating these militias, 
the junta oppressors are plunging the nation into a ruinous civil war which is de-
stroying the country and eliminating the people. They are exterminating the nation 
with these savage massacres and are fighting Allah by distorting Islam and present-
ing it as a religion of massacres and butchery, a religion of rape, cowardliness and 

© 1999 Hoggar        www.hoggar.org 



 Responses of the Islamic Movements 595 

+ ++ + 

+ + 

oppression and a religion of darkness and decline! [...] History will not forgive the 
Algerian junta for the crimes it is committing against Islam and Muslims. 167 

3.3. Other Insurgent Organisations 

At the beginning of 1996, after the murder of Sheikh Mohammed Said and 
many other FIS leaders by the GIA, the battalions of Médéa and FIDA (Al-
giers) issued statements denouncing the GIA leadership headed by Djamel 
Zitouni and announcing their separation from that group. Soon afterwards, 
many other insurgent groups (also under the command of Zitouni at that 
time) followed suit and issued similar communiqués of renunciation, in 
which they all denounced the crimes being committed in Algeria, including 
the massacres. They, too, distanced themselves from the GIA, which they 
regarded as a criminal gang controlled by the regime’s secret services. Unlike 
the LIDD, the positions of these groups vis-a-vis the FIS and its leaders is 
not fully clear. 

Of these groups we mention only a few, based on the available commu-
niqués and declarations, including some of their relevant statements. What 
follows are translated extracts from their declarations. 

3.3.1. The Armed Islamic Group of the Second Region 

The nation has lately been subjected to many massacres in which old and young, 
man and woman, have equally been executed [...] We believe that it is from being 
honest with Allah and with people we recognise that a faction of the mujahidīn who 
have gone astray [in their methods] bear part of the responsibility for what has hap-
pened to the nation [...] We declare to all the mujahidīn and to the children of the 
nation our innocence of all the unlawful and irresponsible acts and of any killing or 
harm (be it moral or physical) which has hit the children of this nation without a 
reason.168 

I am really amazed at the world’s recent attention to this, knowing that the phe-
nomenon is quite old. The one who started these despicable deeds is the regime, 
which is willing to sacrifice the majority of the Algerian people for the sake of stay-
ing in power. It is this regime which has committed the massacres in Cherarba in 
1994, in which 70 people were killed in a single night, and killed many other people 
in the Eucalyptus and Ben Zerga districts and other regions of the country, let alone 
the murders this regime committed in October 1988 and July 1991. This does not 
mean that we exempt the group of Antar Zouabri from these crimes which are be-
ing committed now. He himself claimed responsibility for these criminal acts in a 
communiqué he issued under the title Preventing Evil from Possessing Islam.169 

3.3.2. The Faithful to the Covenant Movement (Al-Baqūn cala-l-cAhd) 

It has been brought to the attention of the mujahidīn that successive criminal acts 
have been aimed at sections of the population known to be supporting them. 
Hence, within a month, more than two hundred innocent people, mostly women 
and children, were killed. The movement never hesitated to declare before Allah 
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their innocence from these crimes [...] We again, and emphatically, renew our oath 
to fight those factions who are committing these crimes and claiming these atrocities 
are supported by fatwas in their newsletters to justify maliciously the killing of 
women and children [...] It is now well known to the people, in general, and to the 
mujahidīn in particular, that the schismatic khawarij and excommunication groups 
are infiltrated by the junta secret services who are manipulating these groups accord-
ing to plans they have devised to hit the mujahidīn’s noble combat (jihad) from 
within, and this is by disgracing them in the eyes of the public, the scholars and the 
callers for this religion [...] Incidentally, these massacres occur in the regions of Blida 
and Médéa known for the heavy concentration of the junta troops. While the areas 
of the real mujahidīn are subjected to the unceasing air raids of the junta, the Kha-
warij (GIA) regions have not been targeted by the junta raids for over a year [since 
early 1995]. This is substantial proof of the existing relationship between the GIA 
and the junta secret services that maintain them and use them according to their 
plan to hit the jihad at the roots.170 

After the successive defeats inflicted on the soldiers of the military government 
and the increasing desertions by members of the army and police, the secret services 
changed to using the old colonial methods by putting pressure on the unarmed peo-
ple who are still backing their brothers. Their strategy is meant to force people to 
take up arms to face the mujahidīn and plunge the country into a civil war. This is 
done in co-operation with the militias led by Mohamed Cherif Abbas and the special 
squad of the military intelligent services led by general Ismail Lamari. When the peo-
ple refused this thesis, the renegade junta started these barbaric massacres with the 
aim of terrorising people to limit their support for the mujahidīn and force them to 
take up arms. Their terror is designed to ultimately distort the image of the Islamic 
movement by causing unrest within the jihad movement [...] We want, therefore, to 
show to world public opinion that most of the victims of these barbaric crimes are 
families of the mujahidīn in either the centre or the west of the country. Whereas 
the criminal military government fears any international inquiry, our movement wel-
comes an investigation into these massacres including the butchery of Benzerga 
(Bordj-El-Kifan), Médéa, Larbaa, Chebli, Rais, Ben Aknoun, Sidi Kebir (Blida), 
Bainem, Tiaret, Saida, and recently the Relizane massacres. We also welcome an in-
quiry into the mass murders in the prisons of Serkadji and Berouaguia, and the vari-
ous torture techniques. Finally, we remind all the states who believe in freedom and 
the principles of human rights, that any support for the military regime will be con-
sidered to be an encouragement and assistance to this regime to carry on with the 
massacres it is committing today.171 

3.3.3. Al-Muhajirūn – Central Region 

The group of hypocrites and regime’s agents who could infiltrate the GIA and con-
trol its leadership justified the killing of Muslims for the committing misdemeanours 
such as smoking etc. They kill voters, women, children, students and the families of 
the mujahidīn who broke away from them. They also commit crimes which target a 
whole Muslim people by resorting to slaughter and indiscriminate bomb attacks. 
These acts are but clear proof that they are the work of the secret services, the ene-
mies of Islam and sons of the crusaders, who managed to plan a strategy, implement 
it very efficiently and hence take revenge on this Muslim nation which does not ac-
cept any religion other than Islam. What helped them execute their plan is the igno-
rance of the mujahidīn and their blind trust in this cunning leadership. We renounce 
these criminal acts which are against Islam and Muslims and are committed by the 
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group of the ignorant Antar Zouabri. We reassure the people of this region that we 
do our best to protect them and their properties.172 

We denounce the crimes perpetrated by the enemies of Allah, Islam and Mus-
lims, who kill innocent women, children and the elderly. Their aim behind these 
crimes is to mislead people, distort the image of Islam and bring down the banner of 
jihad by attributing these satanic acts to the mujahidīn.173 

3.3.4. Ar-Rahmān Battalion (Larbaa) 

Not long ago, the freedom, the will and the choice by the Algerian Muslim people of 
its Islamic project were repudiated by means of violence, force and betrayal. Today, 
as the Algerian people wants to reclaim its repudiated rights by the lawful means of 
jihad, the renegades of the junta, who have declared war against the religion of the 
Lord of the worlds, attempt to distort the image of the people’s jihad and principles, 
using various methods, such as the barbaric and horrific massacres of the people 
never before witnessed in history, and their unjust, aggressive raping and robbing by 
an evil gang controlled by criminal elements fearing for their interests and privi-
leges.174 

3.3.5. Movement for the Islamic State 

Our movement is today convinced that the GIA leadership is infiltrated by the evil 
secret services, and we have clear evidence that their commander Abu Abderrahman 
Amine (Djamel Zitouni) collaborates with the vicious secret agents. Copies of the 
documents obtained by the movement have been given to some of the commanders 
of the GIA from those who have declared their revolt against this corrupt leadership 
which has permitted adultery and the murder of the nursing and pregnant moth-
ers.175 

3.3.6. Al-Furqān (Chlef) and Al-Ictissam (Relizane) Battalions 

We declare to Allah our innocence of the unlawful acts which have been committed 
against the Muslim nation and which have been used by the renegade junta in a me-
dia campaign to plunge the people into a war against Allah and his messenger by 
taking arms against the mujahidīn. Of these crimes we mention: putting car bombs 
in public places, indiscriminate murder of young travellers, firemen and workers of 
the oil industry, and issuing unlawful fatwas such as those calling for the killing of 
those who do not perform the ritual prayers.176 

3.3.7. Protectors of the Salafi Call Group 

The GIA’s methodology has deviated from the right path, its banner has become 
blind and its leadership has been taken over by children, fools and people out for 
punishment and trouble […] We were the first group to refuse injustice and submis-
sion and leave this devious gang, the nest of the secret agents and ‘innovators’. We 
declare to Allah our innocence of all that has been committed and is being commit-
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ted by the GIA: the killing of mujahidīn, the oppression of believers and the indis-
criminate murder of people without rhyme or reason.177  

3.3.8. Other Insurgent Groups 

During 1996, the battalions of Al-Afroun, Ar-Rabaniya (Djabal Al-Louh), Al-
Khadra (Kasr-El-Boukhari), Al-Fat’h (Al-Djelfa), Al-Wafa’ (Bousaada), The 
Signatories with Blood (Blida), Revenge (El-Amaria) and Tablat, have all is-
sued similar communiqués of renunciation,178 the general meaning of which 
can be summarised in the following three points: 

• The GIA leadership has been taken over by a small unknown group 
holding the belief of Hijra and Takfīr (belonging to the khawarij group) 
known for their deviation from the right path and for their excesses 
in religion. This group is controlled by the Algerian regime’s secret 
services, who helped them to take over the GIA leadership by infiltra-
tion. 

• This corrupt GIA leadership began by ‘cleansing’ the jihad by killing a 
large number of its members and then moving on to killing and rob-
bing innocent people and burning their possessions. They call for 
those crimes by issuing criminal communiqués such as those calling 
for the killing of AIS members, other groups who separated from 
them, workers in the oil companies and young people travelling be-
tween cities (for military service). They also issue fatwas in which they 
permit murder of women and children, and carry out indiscriminate 
bomb attacks in public places. 

• All of these groups have declared their innocence of the above crimes 
and have announced their departure from and revolt against this cor-
rupt GIA. 

4. Summary and Observations 

The reactions of the Algerian Islamic political parties are summarised in Ta-
bles 4.1 to 4.7. Summaries of the Islamic Insurgent Organisations are given 
in Tables 4.8 to 4.10. These recapitulate the speeches of the political parties 
and fighting groups about the massacres, the victims, the perpetrators and 
the commission of inquiry. The following observations can be made from 
these reports: 

Society’s Movement for Peace - HMS (Table 4.1) 

The discourse of this Islamic party comes out as nationalistic rather than 
Islamic per se. It is clear that for Mahfoud Nahnah’s party the massacres are 
indeed a phenomenon of savage and barbaric criminal acts caused by in-
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fighting within the armed groups who have resorted to such behaviour to 
punish and exterminate the Algerian population. Moreover, according to the 
HMS, the killers committing these massacres are well known. They are the 
GIA terrorists and not the authorities or the security forces. The involve-
ment of what the HMS calls the ‘Mafia’ is regarded simply as a side effect of 
the main crimes. As for the victims of the massacres, the HMS seldom refers 
to them in its statements.  Meanwhile, the HMS categorically rejects any 
form of inquiry, a position which sits well with the patriotic line followed by 
his party. 

To sum up, the HMS reaction to the massacres is no more than a dis-
course aiming to secure some political gains, while showing no pressing con-
cern with the very dangerous phenomena of the massacres and empathy 
with the victims. In fact, in contrast with its attitude towards the massacres, 
this party seems rather more concerned about the elections and their results: 

In a very horrible criminal way, the hand of forgery has been extended to carry out a 
horrendous massacre of thousands of the electoral votes, especially in Greater Al-
giers, where excessive and barbaric rigging in terrifying forms was witnessed [...] We 
therefore request the opening of an inquiry into this rigging which strengthens ad-
ministrative terrorism.179 

At the time, in the October 1997 local elections, Mr Nahnah called on the 
‘international’ community to ‘support the HMS initiative for setting up of an 
independent commission to examine the irregularities in the elections’.180 

This reaction suggests the existence of a flaw or a double standard in the 
HMS leader’s discourse. He is quoted in the previous pages as opposing an 
‘international’ commission of inquiry into the massacres of innocent citizens, 
but now it seems that, in his view, a commonplace electoral fraud does war-
rant international interference. Mr Nahnah’s attitude clearly suggests that a 
poll rigging exercise by the authorities is more worthy of international atten-
tion than the large-scale murders of innocent civilians. Moreover, whilst 
Nahnah reacted strongly against the fiddling with the polls, history recorded 
that not only did he not oppose the illegal cancelling of the December 1991 
legislative elections the FIS was poised to win, but he also went along with 
the generals who led the military coup, the same generals he now indirectly 
accused of rigging the polls.  

Renaissance Movement - Nahda (Table 4.2) 

Only limited material was available with regard to this movement. Based 
on these, it may be said that the party’s position towards the massacres is 
balanced compared with that of the other legal party, the HMS. While reject-
ing the thesis that the Algerian regime or the FIS is behind the massacres, it 
contends that an unknown side has a role in the Algerian conflict, within the 
opposition armed groups or elsewhere. This uncommitted view of the per-
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petrators is consistent with the movement’s position with respect to the is-
sue of an independent inquiry. The party rejects an international inquiry, pre-
ferring to call for a national parliamentary one instead. 

FIS Inside Algeria (Table 4.3) 

The FIS regards the massacres as horrible crimes against humanity, tar-
geting the Algerian people, the FIS supporters and those refusing to take up 
arms. The party categorically denies both its own involvement and that of 
Islamists in general, in the massacres. Although it blames the GIA and some 
extremist factions within the military regime for the massacres, it believes 
that an inquiry is not possible as long as violence is a potential option. The 
FIS inside Algeria, however, condemns the authorities’ rejection of an inde-
pendent investigation and calls on the West to put pressure on them for dia-
logue and negotiations. 

FIS Abroad (Tables 4.4 to 4.7) 

The FIS abroad, which obviously has more freedom to express its views 
than its leaders inside Algeria, describes the massacres as horrible and bar-
baric crimes, organised mass butchery, or as the work of institutionalised 
terrorism. The identities of both the killers and the targets appear to be clear 
in the mind of the FIS representatives abroad. They have no doubt that the 
victims of the massacres are innocent, isolated and unarmed people, in par-
ticular women, children and the elderly. The majority of these people are 
supporters of the FIS and sympathisers of the Islamic project. They are also 
related to the Islamists and those close to the genuine insurgents – as op-
posed to those controlled by the secret services – according to the latter. 
These respondents also all agree that the perpetrators of the massacres are 
the regime’s security forces and secret services, its militias and the infiltrated 
GIA of Djamal Zitouni and Antar Zouabri. However, the FIS executive 
body places a little more emphasis on the latter group especially after the 
AIS declaration of a truce. FIS organisations abroad have all demanded the 
setting up of an independent commission of inquiry into the massacres, be it 
national or international. The reaction of the FIS-Abroad, therefore, is in 
general unambiguous and its reactions to the mass killings indicate that the 
FIS believes that the massacres are but a tool in the regime’s war-strategy 
against the Islamic project in general, and the FIS in particular. 

The Islamic Insurgent Organisations (Tables 4.8 to 4.10) 

These tables summarise the responses of the Islamic insurgent groups to 
the massacres. It is appears from these accounts that the insurgents see the 
massacres as abominable criminal acts of extreme barbarity. They regard 
these crimes as terrorist acts and genocide, in that they target innocent un-
armed people (including women, children and babies), those refusing to take 
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up arms, FIS members and their supporters, and families and sympathisers 
of the genuine guerrillas. 

Regarding the identity of the perpetrators, these groups clearly indicate 
that the eradicators in the military regime were behind the massacres, using 
their secret agents, militias, municipal guards and the infiltrated and manipu-
lated Zouabri’s gang the GIA. After the AIS had declared a unilateral truce, 
however, its stand has been less clear. This leads the conclusion that the 
change in the AIS reaction may be connected with what the truce conceals in 
the way of agreements with the generals of the same military regime that the 
AIS had blamed for the massacres before the truce. 

As far as the investigation into the massacres is concerned, the Islamic 
opposition groups do not reject or oppose it; indeed they welcome a na-
tional/international commission of inquiry. With regard to the AIS, how-
ever, perhaps ‘welcome’ is too strong a word as no call for such a commis-
sion could be found in its reactions. 

5. General Conclusions 

The reactions of the Algerian political and armed Islamic movements to the 
massacres can be divided into four different types: 

• Those of ‘legal’ movements, ostensibly in opposition but who actually 
participate in government and speak the language of the authorities in 
power, which claim that the perpetrators of the massacres are known, 
and that consequently there is no need for an internal investigation. 
Furthermore, these are of the opinion that the sovereignty of the state 
should be protected and, therefore, considering an international 
commission of inquiry is inconceivable. This is the case of the HMS. 

• Those ‘legal’ movements which are in opposition and openly appear 
as such yet do not directly accuse the authorities of perpetrating the 
massacres but pose questions which beg for answers. They do not call 
for an external commission of inquiry, but they do request an internal 
investigation (Nahda party). 

• The ‘banned’ political movement under severe repression inside Alge-
ria which was denied its electoral victory. Most of its leaders and 
members are in jail and many of its supporters are prosecuted or have 
been killed. It does not publicly accuse the authorities of the massa-
cres or call for the opening of an investigation, but in reality it be-
lieves the authorities to be the instigators of the massacres and 
strongly supports an international investigation. Action in this respect 
is, however, left to its representatives abroad (FIS-inside Algeria). 

• The political movement in exile is free to express its real views. The 
same can be said of the armed movement fighting inside Algeria. For 
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both of these groups there is no fear or restriction. These movements 
clearly accuse the military regime and its security apparatus (secret 
services, militias, municipal guards, Zouabri’s GIA gang etc.) of 
committing the massacres. They demand an independent national 
and/or international inquiry (FIS-abroad and the armed opposition 
groups inside Algeria). 

Given that the vast majority of the Algerian Islamic political parties and 
insurgent organisations support some sort of independent inquiry into the 
massacres, and given the fact that neither those who accuse the GIA and/or 
other guerrilla groups nor those who accuse the military regime have conclu-
sive or substantial evidence of their claims (however strong and logical these 
may be), then surely, setting up an independent commission of inquiry is a 
logical step. Such a commission will formally investigate the massacres and 
establish the facts. The establishment of a commission of inquiry has be-
come a necessity to determine responsibility in an important human rights 
issue for the Algerian people as a whole and for the victims and their fami-
lies in particular. 
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Appendix: Reactions Summary Tables  

 

Table 4.1: Society’s Movement for Peace (HMS) 
Events and People Responses/Opinions 

Massacres Punishment actions 
Barbaric and criminal acts that cannot be justified 

Victims Innocent Algerian citizens 
Perpetrators Armed groups in general, savage terrorists 

GIA, bunch of ignorant people 
Commission of Inquiry  No foreign intervention in any form 

No meddling into the Algerian internal affairs 

 

 

 
Table 4.2: Renaissance Movement (NAHDA) 

Events and People  Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Criminal acts not allowed by Islamic law or reason 
Victims Innocent people 

Perpetrators Neither the authorities nor the Islamic Salvation Front 
Unknown faction  

Commission of Inquiry Rejects international investigation 
Calls for a national parliamentary inquiry 

 

 

 
Table 4.3: Islamic Salvation Front (FIS inside Algeria) 

Events and People Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Horrible mass murders and crimes against humanity 
Victims Innocent people who refused to take up arms 

FIS voters and sympathisers  
Perpetrators Extremists including the GIA 

Criminal gangs and blood shedders 
Commission of Inquiry  Not possible until peace and security are re-established 

Condemns the refusal of the Algerian authorities to allow 
any independent inquiry 
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Table 4.4: FIS Executive Body Abroad 
Events and People Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Extermination operations and inhuman crimes 
Cowardly acts contrary to teachings of Islam 

Victims Innocent isolated and most deprived citizens 
Supporters of the FIS and those attached to the Islamic 
project 
Population of fertile lands 

Perpetrators Faction of army repressive forces and their militias 
Devious groups infiltrated by criminals in the regime 
Criminal armed group (GIA of Zitouni and Zouabri) 

Commission of Inquiry Called for an independent commission of inquiry, be it 
national or international 

 

 

Table 4.5: FIS Parliamentary Delegation Abroad 
Events and People Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Horrible and atrocious crimes 
Victims The Algerian civilian people 

Perpetrators The generals, military and intelligence officers 
Gangs committing crimes in the name of Islam 

Commission of Inquiry Calls for urgent intervention of the United Nations 
Presses for a fair and competent, independent commission 
of inquiry—be it national or international 

 

 

Table 4.6: FIS Preparatory Committee Abroad 
Events and People Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Horrible and criminal slaughter operations of revenge 
Organised mass extermination 

Victims Unarmed and poor innocent people.  
Oppressed supporters of the Islamic project who voted for 
Islam. 
Inhabitants of fertile agricultural lands 

Perpetrators Junta’s mercenaries, secret agents and GIA members 
Army’s special forces and militias 

Commission of Inquiry Supports calls for an independent inquiry 
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Table 4.7: FIS Co-ordination Council Abroad (CCFIS) 
Events and People  Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Odious, savage and inhuman crimes, genocide, serial mass 
slaughter 
Institutionalised terrorism 

Victims Innocent and unarmed people who have sympathy for the 
Islamic project or who are close to the mujahidīn 
FIS supporters and working class families which voted for 
the FIS 

Perpetrators The generals’ killing machine: army, police, militias, organ-
ised gangs and the GIA remnants—mercenaries affiliated 
with the secret services 

Commission of Inquiry  Calls for urgent establishment of an international commit-
tee for investigation and an independent national commis-
sion 
Would forward a complaint to the International Court of 
Justice to put on trial the perpetrators and the instigators 
of the massacres 

 

 

Table 4.8: The Islamic Salvation Army (AIS) 
Events and People Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Horrendous and horrible crimes, abominable carnage of 
extreme barbarity, blind and fierce revenge against the peo-
ple 

 

Victims 

Innocent unarmed men, women, children and babies 
Innocent people / citizens / civilians 

Perpetrators The eradicators of the terrorist military authorities and 
their militias 
Mercenaries of the eradicators in the deviant GIA, manipu-
lated by intelligent circles  
The enemies of the People’s victory achieved in the 1991 
elections 

Commission of Inquiry  Aims at reaching the unknown truth which will be uncov-
ered with time 
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Table 4.9: The Islamic League for Preaching and Jihad (LIDD) 
Events and People Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Extermination of the nation, savage genocide 
Crushing of the people, bloodbaths, butcheries 
Cowardly and terrible revenge 

Victims Innocent peaceful and unarmed people 
Poor and oppressed people known for their backing to the 
FIS and jihad, families of the sincere mujahidīn (who left 
the GIA) and those sympathising with them, FIS members 
Hamlets and villages refusing to take up arms 
Inhabitants of useful lands 

Perpetrators Eradicators of the military regime (the Franco-
communists) 
The army, communal guards and militias 
Secret agents and its GIA apparatus 

Commission of Inquiry  Does not oppose the coming of the international media 
and the national and international commission of inquiry 

 

 

Table 4.10: Other Islamic Insurgent Organisations 
Events and People  Responses/Opinions  

Massacres Barbaric and despicable crimes, satanic executions 
Unlawful and irresponsible criminal acts  

Victims Innocent people, mostly women, children and elderly peo-
ple  
Families of mujahidīn who broke away from the GIA 
Sections of the population known for their support for the 
mujahidīn and their families 
People who refused to take up arms 

Perpetrators Co-ordination militias-special team of secret services 
Gang controlled by criminal elements fearing for their in-
terests and privileges 
Schismatic khawarij and excommunication groups (GIA) 
infiltrated and manipulated by the junta secret services 

Commission of Inquiry  Welcome an international inquiry 
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