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leaders.

Bar-Joseph concludes his INSS
article by writing that “reluctance to
pursue political settlements based on
the principle of ‘land for peace’ has
led Israel into a deadlock,” with
deadly consequences for both sides,
and the threat of a much broader re-
gional war.

Postscript

As this article is being written,
Netanyahu has broken the ceasefire
agreement signed with Hamas, and
ordered renewed heavy air and artil-
lery strikes against Gaza, resulting
in more than 400 deaths in the first
day, more than 100 of them children.
On March 20, Defense Minister
Israel Katz issued a bloodcurdling
warning to not just Hamas, but to all
Palestinians still in Gaza. In a video
message, he threatened to drive all Palestinians from
Gaza. “Residents of Gaza, this is your final warning....
The Israeli Air Force’s attack against Hamas terrorists
was only the first step. What follows will be far harsher,
and you will bear the full cost. Evacuation of the popu-
lation from combat zones will soon resume. If all Is-
raeli hostages are not released and Hamas is not kicked
out of Gaza, Israel will act with force you have not
known before.... The alternative is destruction and
total devastation.”

Typified by this statement by Katz, Israel’s leaders
are acting arrogantly and with confidence, with the ex-
pectation that U.S. President Donald Trump will back
up their intention to solve Israel’s “Palestinian prob-
lem” by supporting their efforts to eliminate the Pales-
tinians. This is part of an imperial strategy of regional
destabilization, of permanent war, shaped by a geopo-
litical doctrine which led to the adoption by the British
cabinet of the Balfour declaration more than a century
ago. The same British lords of the City of London,
whose Great Game targeted Eurasian unity beginning
in the middle of the 19th Century—and continues today
with NATO’s proxy war in Ukraine—never intended
that peace should emerge among sovereign states in
Southwest Asia.

The perpetuation of the cycle of violence, protected
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Lord Balfour’s visit to Binyamin, 1925. Sitting from left to right: Vera Weizmann,
Chaim Weizmann, Balfour, Nahum Sokolov. Standing: British Mandate officials and
PKA officials (Henry Frank and Jules Rosenhack).

by the axiom that diplomacy should cede precedence to
an Iron Wall manned by Jewish colonizers, not only
makes a mockery of the slogan against genocide,
“Never again,” which was a response to Nazi genocide,
specifically against the Jewish people. It also shows
that the adoption of the Iron Wall policy has not brought
security, nor will it bring peace to Israel, a lesson that is
long overdue.

LaRouche on Freeing Israel
from the Grip of London’s
‘Great Game’ Players

In May 1981, U.S. statesman Lyndon LaRouche
wrote an article on how to free Israel from being used as
a wrecking ball on behalf of British imperial interests.
He was in communication with Israeli networks to pro-
mote what later became his “Oasis Plan,” a major infra-
structure project to provide fresh water for Israel and its
Arab neighbors, to “green the desert.” The “LaRouche
Doctrine” begins with the idea of cooperation among
sovereign states for mutual benefit. By providing an in-
centive for peace for all parties, it is as relevant today as
it was then.

The following is excerpted from “The ‘LaRouche
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Doctrine’ on Israel and the Holo-

caust” (Executive Intelligence
Review, May 19, 1981).
“Repeatedly, from within

Israel, there has emerged to a
leading position some political
faction determined to change the
situation, to move developments
into directions consistent with the
policy we have outlined. Each
time, Arab leaders who should
have encouraged this have bent to
pressures, and have failed to make
the public response required to
foster this effort from within
Israel. More significantly, the
great powers, including the Brit-
ish-influenced United States,
have failed to provide the credi-
ble, required, open support for
such ephemeral Israeli initiatives. In practice, Israel has
been left to maneuver by extreme Machiavellian expe-
dients within the circumstances defined by the continu-
ing, bloody heritage of British intelligence’s ‘Great
Game’ in the region. This is best understood in examin-
ing the history of the tiny nation of Israel under the
leadership of David Ben-Gurion.

“Lacking credible outside support for peace-ori-
ented policy initiatives from among its own political
forces, Israel’s policy has been chiefly one of expedient
strategic maneuver within the terms of the ‘Great Game’
rigged chiefly, in turn, by the cupidity or other form of
folly of the great powers. Israel has existed predomi-
nantly by functioning as a virtual ‘“multiple agent’ of the
principal factions of the great powers in that region,
playing off the follies of one or another patron ...
against those of others.

“There can be no effective, proper foreign policy
toward the Middle East unless this pattern of behavior
by the great and lesser powers toward the Middle East
is changed. Essentially, the principal powers must give
credible forms of support to those political initiatives
from within Israel’s leading political circles which
strengthen them, by reinforcing the impulses within
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Israel, toward the objectives we
have broadly identified above.
When a Begin attempts to follow
courses of action to destabilize
the Middle East situation, credi-
ble and efficient deterrents must
be quickly applied to the included
effect of discrediting that impulse
within Israel. Contrary to the
record of past great-power perfor-
mance generally, whenever polit-
ical initiatives from within Israel
are even tentatively in the direc-
tion needed to effect genuine so-
lutions, the electorate of the tiny
nation of Israel must have credi-
ble evidence that such initiatives
from Israel will have full and ef-
ficient support. In this, we must
be blind to all arguments on behalf
of Zionism, but fixed on the objective of the forms of
Israeli nationalism which are consistent with the prin-
ciples of the sovereign nation-state.

“The keystone of efficient policy toward Israel
today is the interrelated matter of Israel’s foreign debt
and internal inflation. The key to strengthening Israel’s
capacity to become a sovereign nation-state republic in
outlook, is to aid it in achieving the internal conditions
of life consistent with a sovereign nation-state dedi-
cated to technological progress. The debt must be reor-
ganized, a “heavy currency’ reform instituted as part of
that package, and sufficient credits for technology pro-
vided to enable Israel to export needed categories of
technology for the economic development of those
among its neighbors which desire improved technolo-
gies in water, nuclear, and other categories. That sort of
assistance to a political leadership seeking to change
the patterns of Middle East relations will provide indi-
rect benefits of inestimable great value to the nations
which act in concert to bring peace to the Middle East
on this basis. That assistance, if combined with action
to terminate at last the old British ‘Great Game’ in the
region, is the concrete policy we must seek the opportu-
nities to implement.”
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