the way down to Chile. We need to save Africa, be-
cause if Africa goes—not because Africa has nuclear
weapons, or some other threat, but if human society is
failing to save a continent, which is clearly at the risk
of dying, because of a combination of AIDS, of star-
vation, of ferra incognita as you see in Somalia and
the Horn of Africa, where governments lose control,
and you have basically uncharted territories, where
piracy has taken over: That is giving you a glimpse of
the future, where civilization could go, if we don’t
remedy it.

So we need to integrate Africa into this Eurasian
Land-Bridge by building corridors through Egypt into
Africa, through a bridge or a tunnel from Sicily to Tuni-
sia, and another one through the Strait of Gibraltar to
Morocco, and developing a global reconstruction pro-
gram along these infrastructure programs.

Now, you may think this is utopian, but that is part
of the Plan A. And if you would have a credit system, in
which national sovereign governments would give
credit lines based on national banking, then each coun-
try could finance their part of this infrastructure pro-
gram, and you would get out of this mess. We have been
advertising this for 20 years, and for a long time, people
looked at it, and said, “Oh, this is a utopian concep-
tion.” But right now, I think it’s the only realistic way of
overcoming the plunge into a dark age.

A New Renaissance

Now, with this economic change, I think we also
need a change in the culture, a cultural paradigm. The
paradigm which was associated with globalization has
to go: It was based on greed, on a dog-eat-dog idea of
every person, of maximum profit in the here and now,
and this paradigm has failed as well. We need to replace
it with a new Renaissance. And I think the only way we
can have a Renaissance is that each civilization, each
culture, goes back to its high point. The recent 40 years
have been, from our point of view, a low point of cul-
ture in every country, or at least in the Western coun-
tries, I can say it for sure.

We need to have a new Renaissance, where the best
traditions of each culture are advertised. In the case of
India, I think you have the most beautiful cradle of civ-
ilization in the Sanskrit culture, in the Vedic. If you
listen to the Song of Creation of the Vedic, you have the
most profound conceptions right there! And that’s
maybe 10,000 years old. We need to go back to the ideas
of Tilak. I mean, why was India able to produce a civi-
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lization with large cities, 5,000 years before Mesopota-
mia, which just recently was discovered in the oceans
here? We have to go back to study these things: Why
did Wilhelm von Humboldt say that Sanskrit is the most
developed language worldwide, ever? There are pearls
to be found, which need to be revived, and Sanskrit as a
national language was once a discussion point, which
would have been much better than English, for the con-
tinuity of Indian culture.

I don’t want to make a long, long speech, but I think
that each country must go back to its pride. Like in Ger-
many, we don’t want to talk about the 12 years of the
disaster of the Hitler period; we want to be able to go
back to talk about Nicholas of Cusa, Kepler, Leibniz,
the German Classical music, Schiller. That’s why my
institute is called the Schiller Institute, because Schiller
was the Poet of Freedom.

We need to go into each country: Mankind will not
come out of this pit, out of this absolute terrible phase,
if we continue our ways. And that is what I think we
need to discuss on a larger scale.

Conclusion: Lyndon LaRouche

The ‘Islamic Problem’
Is a British Creation

At the conclusion of the Forum, Lyndon LaRouche was
asked for his views of the the problem of radicalized
Islamic fundamentalism. Here are his remarks.

The Islamic problem is, largely, in my view, a creation
of, primarily the British, but also the complicity of
certain forces in the United States. But the British, of
course, are the prominent ones. I think it’s not really
an impossible problem. I think that the problem is that
the authority, the cultural authority, the appeal of Eu-
ropean civilization has been undermined. And also,
we look at the number of cases, in which the Islamic
problem is essentially a British problem. It’s British-
created. It was created partly—as we know in the his-
tory of this—by the British East India Company, as
part of these specific operations. It was also created as
a part of Sykes-Picot! Again, from the World War 1
period, the aftermath of World War I.
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So that the problem is not, in itself, intrinsically an
Islamic problem. It’s that someone decided to use this
potential for conflict. Of course, the special case is the
case of Saudi Arabia.

Now, most of the evil we have to contend with in
the world, in the Islamic problem, comes from Saudi
Arabia. And it’s used by the British. The primary thing
is, you can’t talk about the British Empire: You have
to talk about the British-Saudi Empire. Because, in
terms of the military expenditures, most of the mili-
tary expendituresx on the Arab side, are coming
through Saudi Arabia. Yes, they’ll say they don’t do
much in military affairs, but we’re not even sure what
they do in their bedroom affairs! In fact, we don’t want
to know.

But the fact is, most of these things come through
the Saudis schools, through the educational systems:
Just the very idea, that the word “Taliban” tells you that.
What is Taliban? 1t’s a system of education, it’s the
Saudi system of education. So the system is artificial:
You take people who are poorly educated, and you
incite them and manipulate them, and you make them a
force. And you put in charge of them, you put some
very nasty people in charge of it. You take the killings
among Islamic populations, as a control mechanism;
it’s an important feature of this thing.

My view on this, is very simply, you just simply
have to understand this: Create an environment, a world
environment, in which those of us who are responsible,
sort of control the world environment.

9/11: A British-Saudi-U.S. Operation

For example: Just take 9/11: I know, 9/11 was done
by a British-Saudi-American operation, on behalf of
George Bush. I know that. We have the names and ad-
dresses. We have inside information from some of our
intelligence friends who have done the inside job inves-
tigating this. We know it! Imagine: The United States
government, under President George W. Bush, in con-
junction with the Bush family friends, the Osama bin
Laden operation, staged, using a British operation, the
BAE operation—which is a British-Saudi operation,
with the largest, single off-the-books funding in the
world—ran this operation as a mechanism for making
the Bush Administration viable for the job assigned to
it: of making a mess of the world.

And we find ourselves going into a situation, where
we take the potential of this kind of thing—for exam-
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ple: Who runs the international drug operation? Who
runs it? Who has always run the drug operation? What
about the funding of the operation, running through Af-
ghanistan? What is Afghanistan? It’s growing drugs for
what? For the world!

Q: India, also.

LaRouche: Yes, well, it’s the same thing.

So that, we have an effect, of Islamic populations,
which have been degenerated, both through the Sykes-
Picot operation, number one—the French-British op-
eration in the first place; and then through the India-
based operation, which became the spill-off of
Pakistan, which is a creation of the British, of the op-
eration in Central Asia—what happened to Afghani-
stan, created by the British; problems in Iran, created
by the British.

Most of this, you should be able to know, those of
use who are literate in history. What happened? The
British visitors would go about in areas of the world,
and they would take little cards or little notebooks; and
they would go to a village, or go to an area, define the
structure of the area culturally, and then another British
visitor would come back a couple of generations later,
and the same notebook copied; look at the family struc-
tures, and in this process they would find the people
they were going to influence, or who were susceptible,
whom they will use for getting things going when they
want to get them going. This is what we run into, in
every part of the Arab world, and every part of the Is-
lamic world.

The Roman Empire Is the Model

So there is no endemic Islamic problem of the type
that is generally talked about. There is an orchestrated
problem, and you look at this—for example, the Brit-
ish Empire and its precedent in terms of the Roman
Empire. Look at the case of Julian the Apostate, the
figure who is the central figure of recommendation in
the famous Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire:
Julian the Apostate! Julian the Apostate is the model,
recommended in this manner, which is the foundation
of British intelligence! And this is the operation they
ran! The operations of Julian the Apostate! Who ran
religious cults and religious wars, one against the other,
as a way managing a certain phase of the Roman
Empire.

And the recommendation to Lord Shelburne, in the
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Taliban patrols in Herut, Afghanistan, in 2001, prior to their ouster from
power. The crazed Islamic fundamentalists of the Taliban were trained
by the Saudi system of education, LaRouche pointed out.

book, and emphasized, and adopted by Shelburne, was
that! The British Foreign Office, which was created in
1782 by Shelburne, in a brief period when he was Prime
Minister, in which he put people in charge of this opera-
tion: British intelligence has always operated on the
basis of the model of Julian the Apostate! Of creating
various kinds of religious and similar kinds of cult for-
mations, planting these and developing these in areas,
as ways of orchestrated conflict. And that’s the British
Empire!

And therefore, my view is very simple: We have to
create, among rational forces in the world, we have to
create what Roosevelt understood he had to create: We
have to create an alliance among sovereign nation-
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states, to recognize this kind of problem, and to
create a control mechanism, such that these
things can’t operate.

Why do drugs operate? Why does the drug
traffic operate? Without the drug traffic, you
don’t have this problem! How would you elim-
inate it? Well, why don’t you eliminate it? Be-
cause the British don’t let you eliminate it! The
British runit! British intelligence runs it, always
does! In South America we have it; we know
exactly how it’s run. I’ve been involved in these
operations, I know these operations! And if you
allow, if you say: “We’re going to eliminate the
legalization of narcotic substances, across bor-
ders; and we’re going to take censure measures
against any government which allows these
things to go on on its own territory, willingly,”
then the problem is solved. Without these drug-
related operations, we don’t have a serious
problem.

But we have to understand, we have to have
an international agreement: We're going to shut
down this drug problem! And if you look at the
history of the problem, we wouldn’t have a
problem if we didn’t have a drug problem. The
British, from the beginning, in setting up their
imperial system, relied upon drugs. Nobody has
dared, yet, to crush that! Nobody in the United
States government has done anything about it.
George Bush was a beneficiary—the former
President—George H.W. Bush—George Bush’s
crowd has been a friend of that. The Bush Ad-
ministration has been friend of that.

For example, the U.S. election was run by
drugs. What was the drug operation? Who runs drugs?
Well, Lord Malloch-Brown runs drugs, of the British
Foreign Office operations. George Soros, who works
for him, runs the drug operations throughout the Carib-
bean area, and into South America. The governments of
South America, except for Colombia, are controlled by
the drug kingpins.

Why don’t we do something about it? Because the
British Empire won’t let us. Why do we have a problem
in the Middle East? Because the British Empire won’t
let us.

We could shut it down. But you need a consent of
the major powers of the world, to agree to shut it down.
You shut it down, and you don’t have a problem.
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