
Target Chechnya
Indicative of the actual agenda of the ACPC was a Sept.

9, 2004 New York Times op-ed by board member Richard
Pipes. He wrote, under the provocative title, “Give the Chech- LaRouche’s 1999 Video:ens a Land of Their Own,” that Russian President Vladimir
Putin was dead wrong when he equated the terrorist attack in ‘StormOver Asia’
Beslan, North Ossetia with the 9/11 attacks on New York and
Washington. Pipes threatened the Russian leader that

EIR released a feature-length video, “Storm Over Asia,” atChechen terrorism would not stop until Russia granted the
breakaway region its full independence. Citing France’s ex- a Washington press conference on Dec. 8, 1999. In the

program, Lyndon LaRouche and associates gave a preciseperiences in the 1950s with the Algerian independence move-
ment, Pipes wrote: “The Russians ought to learn from the strategic evaluation of the Anglo-American financier oligar-

chy’s assault on, especially, Russia, China, and India. TheFrench. France, too, was once involved in a bloody colonial
war in which thousands fell victim of terrorist violence. The following is excerpted from LaRouche’s script of his presen-

tation.Algerian war began in 1954 and dragged on without an end
in sight, until Charles de Gaulle courageously solved the con- The video begins with film footage of battles in Chechnya

and on the India-Pakistan border.flict by granting Algeria independence in 1962. This decision
may have been even harder than the choice confronting Presi-
dent Putin, because Algeria was much larger and contributed 1. War in Central Asia

What you’re seeing is a war in the North Caucasus regionmore to the French economy than Chechnya does to Russia’s,
and hundreds of thousands of French citizens lived there.” of southern Russia. What you’re also seeing, is a war which

has broken out simultaneously in the border between PakistanPipes threatened: “Until and unless Moscow follows the
French example, the terrorist menace will not be alleviated. and India.

The forces behind these attacks on Russia and on India. . . Russia, the largest country on Earth, can surely afford
to let go of a tiny colonial dependency, and ought to do so are the same. They are a mercenary force which was first set

into motion by policies adopted at a Trilateral Commissionwithout delay.”
The ACPC’s Chechnya Weekly, on Sept. 8, further spilled meeting in Kyoto in 1975: policies originally of Brzezinski

and his number-two man there, Samuel P. Huntington; theoil on the Caucasus fires, by attacking Putin for failing to bring
in the London-based “Chechen separatist diplomat Akhmad policies which were continued by then-Trilateral Commis-

sion member, that is, back in 1975: George Bush, before heZakayev” to negotiate with the hostage-takers.
became Vice President.

These were policies which were continued by GeorgeBrits Recruit Caucasus Terrorists
What Russian officials also know is that, simultaneous Bush as Vice President. Under Bush, this became known as

the “Iran-Contra” drug-financed operations of mercenariesto the launching of the ACPC, the British government was
providing even more direct aid to the terrorist insurgents. As deployed with private funding all over the world: recruited

from Islamic and other countries, and targetting Russia’sEIR documented in a Jan. 21, 2000 memorandum to then-
U.S. Secretary of State Madeleine Albright, titled “Put Britain flank.

This mercenary force, created then, still exists. The pri-on the List of States Sponsoring Terrorism,” British authori-
ties abetted recruitment inside England of jihadists, to be mary responsibility for creating the force, was the govern-

ment of the United Kingdom—most notably, most emphati-smuggled into Chechnya.
The EIR document stated, in part: “On Nov. 10, 1999, the cally, the government of Margaret Thatcher, a policy which

has been accelerated and continued in full madness by theRussian government had already filed a formal diplomatic
demarche via the Russian Embassy in London, protesting the present Prime Minister, Tony Blair of the United Kingdom.

This war, if continued, using mercenaries, can lead toattacks on the Russian journalists, and also the admissions by
Sheikh Omar Bakri Mohammed, the head of the ‘political nuclear general war. The major powers principally threatened

today by this mercenary operation, are two of the world’swing’ of the bin Laden organization, Al Muhajiroon, that the
group was recruiting Muslims in England to go to Chechnya largest nations: China and India; China on its western borders,

India on its northern borders.to fight the Russian Army. Bakri’s organization operates
freely from offices in the London suburb of Lee Valley, where Iran is also threatened; but, more notably, Russia. If these

nations are pushed to the wall by a continuing escalation of athey occupy two rooms at a local computer center, and main-
tain their own Internet company. Bakri has admitted that ‘re- war which is modelled on the wars which the British ran

against Russia, China, and so forth, during the Nineteenthtired’ British military officers are training new recruits in Lee
Valley, before they are sent off to camps in Afghanistan or Century and early Twentieth Century, this will lead to the

point that Russia has to make the decision to accept the disin-Pakistan, or are smuggled directly into Chechnya.”
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tegration of Russia as a nation, or to resort to the means it has, War is breaking out in small wars, all over the world.
If that process continues under present conditions, we areto exact terrible penalties on those who are attacking it, going

closer and closer to the source, the forces behind the merce- headed in the direction of something terrible—possibly even
a nuclear war. Americans have to wake up and realize thatnaries—which includes, of course, Turkey, which is a prime

NATO asset being used as a cover for much of this mercenary problem.
Think back to New York in the old days. We once had aoperation in the North Caucasus and in Central Asia.

This is our danger. The weapons the Russians have, are man who sold merchandise cheaply with radio ads. He called
himself “Crazy Eddie.” And he used to say “my policies areno longer the large armies, the capabilities we thought of

under the old Ogarkov Plan of the 1980s. Those vast armies insane.” Crazy Eddie’s policies and way of thinking, appar-
ently has been picked up by Al Gore, and some people inare dissipated, weakened. Russia is ruined almost, by a vast

economic destruction, caused by IMF policies, and related the Defense Department and elsewhere in the United States.
We’ve got to get the “Crazy Eddie policies” out of the Unitedpolicies. But Russia still has an arsenal, an arsenal of ad-

vanced weapons, and laboratories which can match the weap- States government.
As I shall indicate, these—the problems we face areonry—most advanced weaponry—being developed in the

United States, Israel, Britain, and elsewhere. deadly ones, but they’re problems which can be solved. . . .
If Russia is pushed to the wall . . . the likely thing is, it

will fight back. It will use the weapons it has. It does not have [Omitted here are sections 2) War and Economic Crisis;
3) How I Addressed This Danger of War; 4) A Communitythe weapons to win a war, but it has the weapons sufficient to

impose a powerful, deadly deterrent on the nations behind the of Principle as Policy. We resume with an excerpt from sec-
tion 5—ed.]mercenary forces which are presently attacking it. There lies

the danger.
Unfortunately, most people in the United States are living 5. The War-Danger Today

Now, Russia, as you shall hear in a moment, has beenunder the delusion, that with the collapse of the Soviet Union,
the combined military power of the United States and its Brit- deliberately, willfully ruined and looted. It is not Russian

gangsters coming out of Moscow who have put their moneyish Commonwealth allies—including Australia, New
Zealand, and so forth, countries that are really under the Brit- in banks in New York, and elsewhere; it is American gang-

sters put into power by the British, and by George Bush, backish Queen personally, as the United Kingdom is—believe that
these forces, Anglo-American forces, are so powerful, that in 1991, when he appointed Bob Strauss as U.S. Ambassador

to Moscow, who have hired Russians, retained Russians, tothey can ignore the United Nations Security Council, and
conduct wars on their own, with impunity. loot Russia. And they take part of the proceeds, which they

pocket as commission for stealing from Russia and otherMost Americans tend to believe that, and believe they
don’t have to worry about foreign wars. They don’t have countries, they deposit it in various banks, like the British

monarchy’s Antigua bank.to worry about terrible things happening in Africa or South
America, or Eurasia generally. “It won’t come here,” just as Antigua is totally under the British Crown, the British

monarchy. And more people speak Russian in the businessmany Americans said before Pearl Harbor about the war then
ongoing in Europe. there, than any other language. Why do they speak Russian?

Because they’re Russian gangsters who keep their moneyIn reality, it can come here. I’m not predicting that it will;
I’m saying the likelihood—the danger—exists. And as long there, and deploy their money through there. So, the gangsters

which we hear about in the United States, the Russian gang-as the present policies of our government continue, especially
the policies of the right-wing Stone Age faction inside the sters, are British and American-controlled gangsters. They

are thieves for the U.S. mafia.Congress, the right-wing policies of Vice President Al Gore
and of Madeleine Albright, a Brzezinski associate—as long So, these forces have looted Russia. And these are the

forces these guys want to play with.as these policies on the United States’ part continue, the dan-
ger of war is growing. So that we’ve come to the point, that the Russian system

is collapsing. The Russian people have a choice of takingIt’s not immediate, not tomorrow, and not the day after
tomorrow. But wars come on like that: you get to a point back their country, getting rid of that—this gangster process,

constituting government again, to meet the demands of theof no return, there’s still no war. Then, somewhere down
the line, maybe a couple of years later, the war actually general welfare of Russia and its posterity; of cooperating

with nations such as China, India, and other countries, Iranbreaks out.
And war is breaking out all over the world war now; not and other countries; Western Europe and other countries: to

promote the general welfare and the sovereignty of nation-only in the Balkans, as we saw recently, not only in an insane
bombing attack on Saddam, for no reason whatsoever—the states.

And that, that, the authors of Globalization, which is acontinued war against Iraq. Now the crazy intervention in
Timor, which can lead to chaos in that region of the world. codeword for oligarchy, don’t like. . . .
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