
TERRORISM AND ORGANISED CRIME 

Terrorism is the ultimate form of organised crime. It comprises all 
sorts of criminality and as a surplus always has political 
complications. 

The major difference between “ordinary” organised crime is the aim of 
terrorism, being to bring about political or ideological changes by 
using violent means and not self enrichment. 

However terrorists organisations are run like an army. These 
organisations need the three “M”s, being Men, Munition and Money

“A World on Itself”, in fact a symbiotic relationship 

Drugs trafficking and terrorism are at first sight, totally different forms 
of crime, however, the two often exist in combination, somewhat like 
a horse and carriage. Originally, the terrorists and the guerrillas were 
mortal enemies of the drug producers and traders. On an ideological 
level the revolutionaries opposed the use of drugs and punished 
those in their ranks who violated this rule. But, over time, the 
production and smuggling of drugs has been practised by guerrilla 
and terrorist groups of the left as well as the right, and by others who 
are neither left nor right but nationalist-separatist in aspiration.

Any terrorist group requires men, munitions and money for its 
operations. 

The requirement for men and munitions is self-evident but money, 
apart from providing for the other two elements has many uses. 
Depending on the nature of the terrorist organization money can 
provide for a whole infrastructure of support which includes at times 
so-called humanitarian relief such as aid to the families of suicide 
bombers or other victims of “the cause or struggle”. 

The terrorist requirement for large amounts of money is satisfied in 
part by fundraising using both legal and illegal means.



Terrorists welcome voluntary donations from sympathizers, whether 
they be individuals or state sponsors. It may be openly stated that 
such voluntary donations will go towards the humanitarian 
requirements referred to above but at the same time it is an “open 
secret” that a certain percentage of donations will be appropriated for 
more direct terrorist aims.

However, most money is gained by illegal means including fraud and 
other crimes as well as so-called “voluntary” donations. Some 
terrorist groups have an annual fundraising campaign by which they 
charge their community members a rate, dependent on the estimated 
annual income, and they are not averse to extortion from drug 
traffickers, i.e. allowing the traffickers to continue their illegal trade 
provided they give the terrorists a substantial percentage of their 
profit. This, in turn, will end up in the coffers of the terrorist groups.

Another specific form of fundraising is the illegal trade in drugs. 
At present, the illegal drugs trade is still one of the most profitable 
forms of organized crime in the world. It is so profitable that even 
terrorist groups cannot ignore the benefits of being present and active 
in this criminal theatre. Such groups are in general well organized, 
have the necessary manpower, means and influence to carry out 
their own activity or to have criminals act on their behalf.

A brief look at some of the characteristics of most terrorist groups 
shows why they are in a position to take advantage of the drugs 
trade.

A bonus for the criminals is that, generally speaking, terrorist groups 
are not a direct competitor on the drugs market, with a very notable 
exception which I will come to later.1  Another bonus for the criminals 
is that terrorists are highly security conscious, thus leaving little space 
for possible police activity in recruiting informants etc. All in all, one 
could possibly state that for criminals, terrorists are quite trustful 
partners to deal with.
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Most European terrorist groups are not direct competitors



An essential difference between criminal gangs and terrorist groups, 
dealing with one another in this area, is that the latter are not likely to 
be misled, double-crossed or ill-treated by the former. In many cases 
the name of the terrorist group and its reputation will secure a 
punctual execution of the agreements between the parties involved. 
Another difference is that in general the profits of this activity will end 
up with the treasury of the terrorist group, while with criminals the 
profits will end up in their own pockets.

The ultimate relationship between drugs and terrorism is likely to be 
found in South America. The terrorist group FARC is almost totally 
dependent on money gained from the production and export of 
cocaine.  It is alleged that these groups even deliver cocaine in 
exchange for arms.  Guerrilla or terrorist FARC activities are now 
estimated to extend over more than a third of Colombia and it is 
instructive to see how this came about. At one time Cuba supported 
these Marxist-Leninist guerrillas with arms and money and also 
instilled ideological fervor, but that stopped a long time ago. In the 
1980s the guerrillas had control of large poor areas where the 
peasant farmers could earn many times more from the production of 
coca than from other crops.  The guerrillas would have lost their base 
of mass popular support if they had not gone along with allowing the 
farmers to produce coca but they justified their actions by arguing that 
they were at the same time fighting for higher wages for the poor 
farmers. The result is that the guerrillas have become very rich and 
possibly only spend a small percentage of their revenue on actual 
terrorism. 

In regard to this subject, other regions of concern are, of course, the 
Middle East and Central Asia. It is evident that, for practical reasons, 
ideology is sometimes giving way to reality. The Sunni Taliban in 
Afghanistan and the extreme Shi’ite groups in Lebanon have long 
maintained that although the consumption of opium and similar drugs 
is forbidden by their religion, the production and trade of drugs is not. 
Those smoking opium are severely punished, but the growers of 
opium are encouraged. 



A number of terrorist groups have openly denounced the use of drugs 
or even put up an anti-drugs program themselves. For example a 
group called itself Direct Action Against Drugs (DAAD) was active in 
Northern Ireland.  DAAD was alleged to be linked to the Provisional 
Irish Republican Army (PIRA). Its actions varied from punishment 
shooting to murder of alleged drug dealers or even issuing expulsion 
orders to them. Other information alleged that a group calling itself 
Concerned Parents Against Drugs (CPAD) was active in the Republic 
of Ireland. 
This group was also believed to be infiltrated by members of the 
PIRA. The reason behind such activity is to gain control of the drugs 
market or create more acceptance by the public of their pretence of 
taking a firm stance against drugs. 
Having said this, other terrorist groups are alleged to be maintaining a 
system of licensed drug dealers in their controlled areas. 
In other words, so long as the drugs dealer does what he is told by 
the terrorist group, he will be allowed to carry on with his criminal 
activity.    

It is however difficult to find hard evidence to attribute drugs 
trafficking to terrorist groups. Often an alleged terrorist involvement 
comes down to the criminal arrested  for drug offences, being an 
individual member or associate of a terrorist group. Therefore it is 
likely that in a number of drug inquiries the possible terrorist 
connection has not come to light or has been neglected.

One of the keys to success, whether dealing with terrorism, drugs 
trafficking or other crimes lies in good intelligence with specific 
information. has also been noticed in Northern Ireland in cases of 
extortion by loyalist and republican groups, and elsewhere in the UK 


