new level of economic cooperation and partnership, Mangold
said, mirroring what President Putin had written in the Frank-
furter Allgemeine exactly two weeks before.

As Mangold’s interview was published, Russian Foreign
Minister Igor Ivanov arrived for almost four days of talks in
Berlin with German political and industry leaders. That visit
proceeded with little publicity, and the term “working visit,”
with which these meetings were characterized by German
and Russian officials, indicated that the diplomatic agenda
included topics which, for the time being, are considered not
ripe enough for release to the media. The four hours of “pri-
vate” talks that Putin and Schroder had in Moscow on Sept.
25, were of the same type, and little was made known about
their content as well.

The interview with Russian Prime Minister Mikhail Kas-
yanov that the German weekly Der Spiegel published on Nov.
27, revealed a bit about the agenda of the ongoing Russian-
German talks. There, Kasyanov, who was expected for meet-
ings in Berlin on Dec. 1, addressed economic cooperation in
an unprecedented way: He spoke about perspectives for grand
infrastructure projects spanning the entire Eurasian continent.
Kasyanov said that Germany is a leading Russian trade part-
ner of “strategic importance,” because already now, 26% of
all its machine imports come from German production. “Also
in the future, we count very strongly on German technolog-
ies,” he added.

Kasyanov then discussed big projects, beginning with the
new role of the Baltic Russian enclave of Kaliningrad. “Take
only that project of creating a ferry link from the St. Petersburg
area to Kaliningrad, for big flows of crude oil, coal, and other
commodities to German ports,” he said. “Our interest is focus-
sed on better transport routes from Berlin via Warsaw, Minsk,
Moscow, and an extension toward Yekaterinburg. Then, the
North-South route from Finland via St. Petersburg to the Cas-
pian Sea. Kazakstan is ready to join.”

In answering whether what he was talking about implied
“a Eurasian big project,” Kasyanov said: “We have now
signed the agreement on the construction of this corridor,
between Russia, Iran, and India, so that commodities from
that part of Asia reach Europe via Russia. German exporters,
which are supplying India, soon will no longer have to use
the Suez Canal, but can use this route, with a fourfold time ad-
vantage.”

In terms of cooperation around the Eurasian Land-Bridge,
Kasyanov’s remarks have been the most detailed from a Rus-
sian leader in recent years. It will be interesting to see what
the official response by German leaders will be. If Germany,
the biggest economic power on the western end of the Eur-
asian continent, joins the kind of cooperation sketched by
Kasyanov, it will change the character of political and eco-
nomic relations between East and West profoundly. Chancel-
lor Schroder, who was scheduled to meet Kasyanov in Berlin
on Dec. 1, will also meet President Putin in Russia, for yet
another “private working visit,” in early January.
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LaRouche on Mexican
Radio: “This Will Be
A Time for Ingenuity’

On Nov. 25, former U.S. Democratic Presidential pre-candi-
date Lyndon LaRouche was interviewed live for 40 minutes
on Radio Mujer station, in Ciudad Obregon, Sonora, which
covers much of the northwest of Mexico. The interview was
conducted by journalists Aracely Martinez and Francisco
Pérez Diaz, and by two invited guests: Jaime Miranda, of the
Permanent Forum of Agricultural Producers, and Alberto
Vizcarra, northwest coordinator of the LaRouche-associated
Ibero-American Solidarity Movement of Mexico. The full
text of the exchange follows:

Q: Good afternoon. Our first question for you, Mr.
LaRouche, is: What is your view of the current lack of
definition of the electoral process in the United States, the
battle that’s going on in the courts, and what are the condi-
tions that have led to this? There has always been the great
myth of United States being a bastion of democracy, but
now it seems to have collapsed. What is your view of this sit-
uation?

LaRouche: First of all, you can say in general, the truth has
begun to become apparent to people around the world. When
you look at the election, and the campaign which preceded it,
especially since about early March of this year, this is a politi-
cal and strategic catastrophe for the United States. Neither of
the candidates is fit to be President. Neither was chosen on the
basis of their ideas. They were chosen almost by appointment,
and there was the greatest amount of money, mass media
orchestration, and other technical manipulation of the election
that we’ve seen in modern history in a Presidential campaign.

The voters who turned out were not voting for either can-
didate. They were voting against the other candidate. And so,
what happened was that the machinery of money and electro-
technology among equally strong forces, resulted in a really
zero result.

For example, if you look at the Florida election count,
the amount of vote being contested there is very small,
compared to the vote that Al Gore stole from me, openly
and directly, in one state, in Arkansas, in the primary cam-
paign. And what makes it worse, is the present effort to try
to determine the outcome of the election in the courts. This
simply makes everything worse. The intelligent thing would
be to simply let it go to the so-called Electoral College,
which is the constitutional solution in the United States, and
then solve any final problems in the Congress, which is what
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the Constitution provides for.

The problem here is worse than that. The problem is that
we’re in the worst financial collapse in all modern history.
It’s now over: The game is finished. The United States dollar
will soon go through a terrible crisis. One can not say when
or how, but it’s going to be soon, and it’s inevitable. The only
way to avoid a catastrophe for the planet, is to re-create, that
is reinvent, the world monetary system. This means that the
leading governments, including that of the United States,
hopefully, would meet in an emergency conference, to take
over and reorganize the world monetary system. This means
returning to the kind of international monetary agreements
we had between 1945 and 1958, approximately.

It would also mean, that every central banking system
in the world today is hopelessly bankrupt. Two things are
essential. First of all, the governments must put the central
banking systems through bankruptcy reorganization. Second,
there must be agreements among nation-states, to set up a
stable arrangement for dealing with the effects of this in inter-
national trade. Now this, of course, means a complete reversal
of the trends of the past 35 years. This means the death of
neo-liberalism, and going back to the ideas of Franklin Del-
ano Roosevelt.

So, this is a very difficult change, but if we don’t make
the change, then there’s no hope for anything but the worst
financial and economic catastrophe imaginable. And we have
two Presidential candidates who couldn’t even write a letter,
and worse, wouldn’t even know how to put a stamp on the
letter. This is the crisis. The election crisis is not the real crisis;
it’s what stands behind the election crisis.

And the world should hope that the crisis hits before Presi-
dent Clinton leaves office, because he’s the only person in
sight who has the qualification of being a President under
these circumstances. Actually, President Clinton is not quali-
fied; I’'m the only one who is qualified. As an American citi-
zen, my job is to make sure that the President has access to
my capabilities.

So, that’s the situation as I see it.

Q: People are saying that the United States is a country in
decadence. Why is that? You’ve addressed some of this, but
I"d like to hear more of what you have to say on the subject.
LaRouche: Well, we’ve had many problems over the course
of this century, since the assassination of President McKinley
at the beginning of the last century. But the worst problem
has developed in the period since the middle of the 1960s.
What has happened, is that the political system of the United
States has been taken over by a combination of the tradition
of the Confederacy, in cooperation with, or in alliance with,
New York bankers and the law firms associated with them.
This is what Nixon called the “Southern Strategy.” It dates
from meetings that Nixon had in 1966 in the state of Missis-
sippi, when Nixon met with representatives of the Ku Klux
Klan.
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And then, the Carter campaign carried this same policy,
of an alliance with the Ku Klux Klan, in effect, into the Demo-
cratic Party machine. The result was, in 1982, the establish-
ment of what was called “Project Democracy.” So today, a
combination of racism and bankers’ dictatorship, is called
“democracy,” which has now become one of the chief politi-
cal export products of the United States.

The important thing to remember, is that the United States
is not this bunch of clowns. The United States, as it was
founded by the American War of Independence, has, in all its
good periods, been the natural ally of the emerging indepen-
dent republics of Central and South America. The job of the
United States is to be the bulwark of help and protection for
the independence and sovereignty of these republics. That is
the historic and immediate interest of the people and the na-
tion of the United States. When the United States acts under
Wall Street influence —like that crowd of filibusterers, from
Polk through Buchanan, which has been a terror for our
friends in the hemisphere —the United States is in the long
run destroying its own strength.

So we’ve come to a great crisis, in which my object is to
revive the kind of change in policy which Franklin Roosevelt
conducted against the legacy of Wilson, Teddy Roosevelt,
and so forth.

Q: Returning to the issue of the elections in the United States
and the very, very close outcome: If President Clinton suppos-
edly presided over such a long period of economic growth,
wouldn’t the Vice President have won the race easily? Per-
haps there’s a lack of real leadership in the U.S. The candi-
dates don’t seem to be liked by the population. What’s hap-
pening? What is your forecast as to what the outcome of all
this is going to be?

LaRouche: Well, there never has been prosperity in the
United States since Nixon was President. You can juggle
figures, and you know how this is done in every country. If
you go back to 1982, and you look throughout the entire
hemisphere, the conditions of the physical economy, the con-
ditions of life of the population from the North Pole to the
South Pole in this hemisphere, is worse than it was 20 years
ago.

And the pressures on President Clinton, as some may have
observed, have been horrible, and they’ve been getting worse
as the years passed. The President has been crippled in his
ability to make policy since 1994, at least. And since 1996,
he’s been totally enslaved to this idea of Gore running in
2000. So it’s a mess; it has been a mess. This is not suddenly
a mess, it has been a mess for some time.

The way I recommend to look at this problem, is not from
inside the United States, but from the outside. The world has
gone through a great, worsening crisis for 35 years. Nothing
fundamental has been done to stop this degeneration. Now
we face the greatest crisis in more than three centuries. The
question is: Will we be shocked by the terrible conditions
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which are now erupting, and come back to our senses, to do
the right thing?

Franklin Roosevelt dealt with a depression which was a
result of the policies of his predecessors, all the way since
1901. From the time he became President in 1933, until he
died in 1945, and until after the assassination of President
Kennedy, the United States enjoyed a long wave —together
with Western Europe —of recovery from the effects of the
previous decade. Thirty-five years ago, there began a move-
ment to wreck everything that Franklin Roosevelt had done.
This, not just in the United States, but throughout most of
the world.

The question is: Does the political consciousness and the
political will exist, to go back to the lessons of Roosevelt’s
success from 1933 on? Yes, admittedly, this was not perfect,
and people in Mexico will remember that this period was not
perfect; but it was better than it is now, and we just have to
go back to there, as a starting point for the improvements to
be made down the line. Generally, in politics, you have to use
known precedents that work, to achieve the necessary
changes.

So, that’s my estimate of the situation. I hope the crisis
will wipe the slate clean of this catastrophe, and we can get
something moving again.

Q: You’ve spoken about the repercussions there could be
around the world, of developments in very powerful nations
such as the United States, and its electoral crisis. Concretely,
what might the consequences be for us, here in Mexico?

LaRouche: It would be a nightmare, an absolute Dark Age
for Mexico, unless we can reverse this process. How much
more can the people and territory of Mexico suffer, beyond
what they have already suffered? Look at Mexico in 1982, at
the time that De la Madrid was being elected President. Look
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Harley Schlanger, a national
spokesman for Lyndon
LaRouche in the U.S., spoke
Nov. 16 at the Economic
Forum of the Technological
University of Monterrey,
Mexico, in debate with a
Stanford University “free
trade” economist. On the
screen, is a famous cartoon put
out by LaRouche’s Presidential
campaign one year ago,
forecasting with eerie precision
the U.S. election crisis which
deadlocked “unelectables’
Bush and Gore. The cartoon, in
the style of Francisco Goya,
showed Bush riding the
unelectable Gore to the White
House, and was captioned,
“They need each other.”
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at what has been done to Mexico by foreign powers since
that time. What has been done to Mexico is a crime against
humanity, and we just have to get a sense of that, because you
have the same thing in Asia.

There was a meeting in Singapore in the past days, which
is intending to break out of control of the dollar-denominated
international system. The leading press of Germany, France,
and England, have been describing the two candidates of the
United States, accurately, as like comic-opera dictators of a
banana republic. Look at South America, look at Africa. The
world is aching to get rid of this oppression.

Very soon, you’re going to have a crash of the U.S. dollar.
The dollar could very rapidly drop to about 60%, or less,
of its current international price. That would mean a run of
financial assets out of the United States, into other parts of the
world. This would mean that the United States would be cut
off from outsourcing, from many parts of the world. It would
mean a terrible crisis inside the United States, a social crisis.

This, in a sense, would cry for a change, and neither of
the clowns who are supposedly candidates for President, has
any qualification whatsoever for dealing with this problem.
And countries in Europe and elsewhere are saying that about
these two clowns, and they’re right!

So, the time has come, when the United States is going to
have to face reality, and go to its friends and neighbors around
the world, to cooperate to get this planet out of this terrible
crisis. The same thing that Franklin Roosevelt tried to do
when he became President; the only difference today, is that
it’s more urgent now. So, in this sense, I’m somewhat optimis-
tic, but I have no illusions about the situation. It’s a very
dangerous situation.

Q: Were Gore to win, would Mexico win or lose? What about
with Bush? Or is it just going to be the same old policy? —
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although to some degree you’ve already answered that
question.

LaRouche: Well, there is a slight difference, but it’s very
slight. Mexico is one of the few countries in the world that
Bush knows exists, and of course, the Bush family is close to
the [former President Carlos] Salinas crowd. But these are
merely incidental differences. In the final analysis, one is as
bad as the other.

So, the only hope we have, is that the crisis will cause a
fundamental shift in U.S. policy, away from the policies of
both of these guys. We have the preconditions for that. In the
Senate, for example, the number of Democrats and Republi-
cans is even. We’re going into a bipartisan period right now,
where neither one of these candidates is going to control the
United States. Reality is advancing and will change the poli-
cies of the United States, in one way or the other.I don’tknow
what way it will be. I can only try to see that it goes the way
I think it should.

Q: Since 1982, Ibero-America seems to have run up a string
of defeats in the face of IMF [International Monetary Fund]
colonialist policies. The most recent of these, perhaps, was
that of the [President Alberto] Fujimori government being
overthrown in Peru, which had resisted many of these global-
ist policies. In the face of these defeats, how do we pull to-
gether a winning strategy? How do we go about doing this?
LaRouche: In this case, what you have to realize is that the
system is coming down. And the system is not accurately
characterized as neo-colonialist, although this term is popu-
lar. The Anglo-American policy since the beginning of the
postwar period, since the British got Truman to drop the two
nuclear weapons on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, is to use the
power of nuclear weapons to force nations to accept the idea
of world government. Since the collapse of the Soviet Union,
they’ve been running wild with that idea.

So what we’re faced with today is, in a sense, a revival
of an Anglo-American world empire, on the Roman Empire
model. But the unfortunate thing for the Anglo-Americans is,
that this empire has now reached the point that it’s ready for
a global collapse like Babylon, or the Persian Empire, or the
Roman Empire before it.

This leads to two considerations: First of all, this is what
is called a really revolutionary period, like we’ve never seen
before. This is not a Romantic revolutionary period; this is
the real ugly one. Second, it is impossible to save any econ-
omy unless we eliminate globalization and free trade. In a
time when all money is essentially worthless, which is the
condition we’re converging on right now, only the modern
form of sovereign nation-state can create the credit and the
projects which will enable an economy to recover from the
depths of depression.

So, the issue today is, can we reestablish the authority of
the idea of the sovereign nation-state republic, and can we
establish a system based on the mutual sovereignty of cooper-
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ating such republics? This is what John Quincy Adams, as
U.S. Secretary of State, prescribed for the Americas —that is,
a community of principle among the republics of the Ameri-
cas. We need that on a global scale, as well as in the Americas.
That is the revolution we must make, in any way we can.
Otherwise, there are no solutions.

Q: Agricultural producers have been hurt very badly in Mex-
ico, from years of criminal policies. We’re perishing, the
farms are disappearing, the producers have no profits. It’s not
only the economic policies which have been a disaster, but
our governments have been a disaster. We, too, have had
clowns here. What we need are patriots and patriotic govern-
ments. My question to you is, how do we save the Mexican
economy, and Mexican producers?

And second, regarding the recent elections in Mexico:

Vicente Fox was elected President, and he is naming his new
cabinet. Some people have Satanized them, attacked them,
for their links to the IMF and World Bank. How does this
affect the economic situation under discussion?
LaRouche: Well, obviously, we’re going to have to have a
protectionist model in all countries, including in Mexico,
which means that Mexico must have its own food supply. We
have the experience to know how that can be done, but it
requires state credit and state protection in order to do it. This
means that a lot of the projects which have been planned years
ago— just put them into effect and that can stabilize that.

I worry about present governments, including recently
elected ones, because the world has been going in the wrong
direction for a long time. But I smile, because anyone who
thinks that what he thinks will happen now, will happen, is
fooling himself. As the present world financial collapse hits
with greater force, the most stubborn will of governments
will bend, or will be forced to bend, to the reality of the
world situation.

So what governments think they are going to do, and
what they will be doing two months from now, are far
different things. When they brag about what they’re going
to do, particularly when they are depending on a World
Bank and IMF which are about to be bankrupted, I tell those
governments to go back into the backrooms, discuss the
matter, and prepare to change their policies. So, what most
governments think they are going to do in the next six
months, they will not be doing. They will be doing something
very different.

There is no fixed policy that will work. Every policy
will be crushed, as by an earthquake that is going to hit
now. This will be a time for ingenuity, to invent entirely
new policies opposite to many of those, which people are
dedicated to at this time. If the bamboo does not bend, it
will break.

Q: Thank you very much, and we hope to have another
opportunity to interview you soon.
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