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From the Associate Editor

K nocking out the nasty political operation being run by the two
scoundrels on our cover, is the best chance—maybe the last chance—
to prevent the consolidation of a Washington-based fascist power
dedicated to a globalized form of Roman Empire, and to a forced
march to global war.

As our Investigation shows, Senators Joe Lieberman and John
McCain have been working, since the early months of the Bush Ad-
ministration, to blackmail an inadequate and inexperienced President
into adopting the “Clash of Civilizations” policies of the “mole hill”
of imperialists and Ariel Sharon-supporters inside his own adminis-
tration. Every time the President showed any inclination to buck this
controlled environment—for example, by supporting the creation
of a Palestinian state—the combination of Paul Wolfowitz and his
cronies within the administration, and Lieberman and McCain out-
side it, flanked by assorted Christian Zionists and Sharon activists,
forced Bush back into line. As a result, war is on the agenda by
Autumn.

And now, the whole world is looking on in shock and horror at
the imperial fascist entity moving to seize controlin the United States.

But, warns Lyndon LaRouche in his article “An Imperial Crimi-
nal Court,” it would be the height of folly for foreign observers to
respond to this with irrational anti-Americanism. There is an alter-
nate, sane approach: “to recognize the implications of the distinction
between the founding, Constitutional party of the U.S.A., and what
President Franklin Roosevelt denounced as the American Tory
party.”

In other words, the solution lies in trouncing the Tories, and using
the Roosevelt precedent to guide Americans back to sanity.
LaRouche explains how this can be done in several outstanding con-
tributions published in this issue, ranging from his advice to Demo-
cratic Party figures, to his speech to a RdaiR conference, to his
Featureon “The Challenge of Peace: For the Christian, for Example.”
You will find much inspiration in these pages, if you take the time to
read them carefully.

Defeating Lieberman and McCain will open up the Democratic
Party to an “FDR” alternative, and to a real debate over the policies
by which FDR saved the United States from fascism, in the last
Depression. And, as everybody knows, there is only one FDR waiting

°in the wings today: Lyndon LaRouche.
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LAROUCHE’S NEW BRETTON WOODS

Monetary, Financial Reform
On Agenda at Rome Meeting

by Claudio Celani

Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. was the main speaker in Rome on Brzezinski “Presidencies” (Henry Kissinger and Zbigniew
July 2 at arEIR conference, convened to discuss the worldBrzezinski were the real controllers of the Nixon-Ford and
strategic and economic crisis and ways to build support for ~ Carter Administrations).
his “New Bretton Woods” policy. LaRouche was joined on
the podium by Dr. Nino Galloni, an economist and directorKissinger and NSSM -200
general of the Italian Labor Ministery, and by Sen. Oskar  The utopian policy is best expressed in adocument signed
Peterlini, initiator of a Parliamentary motion callingforaNew by Henry Kissinger, called National Security Study Memo-
Bretton Woods conference. The speakers were introduced lmandum 200, produced in 1974 and originally classified. That
Paolo Raimondi, chairman of the Italian Solidarity = paperargued thatnon-Anglophone nations with strong demo-
movement. graphic growth were going to consume and exhaust resources
The conference took place at the Sala Auditorium atthe  which were destined otherwise to be consumed by the Anglc
Basilica of Santa Maria degli Angeli, before an audience ofphone world—and, the paper said, it was incumbent on the
more 100 economic experts, academic representatives, diplo- U.S. government to make sure that this did not occur.
mats, journalists, and students. The expectation was high and The same policy was restated under Carter, in the docu-
the prominent guest metit. LaRouche explained how the cur- ~ ment called Global 2000. Today, the utopian faction is com
rent strategic and economic-financial crisis is the product omitted to establish a world Anglophone empire, based on the
policies imposed on the world by what he calls the “utopian model of the Roman Empire, through a policy of perpetual
faction”inthe United States, the same faction which Presidentvar.
Eisenhower referred to, in his last speech, as “the military- But they made a mistake, LaRouche said: They decide
industrial complex.” This faction, whose philosophical out- to launch the empire not at the beginning, as Rome did, but at
look stems from the tradition of H.G. Wells and Bertrand  the end, when the empire is already collapsing. The world
Russell, emerged first after the death of Franklin D. Rooseeconomy is collapsing and only a return to policies on the
velt, when Roosevelt successor Harry Truman repealed the principle of the General Welfare, LaRouche explained, ce
peace negotiations policy with Japan started under Roosevelave it. If we compare the two periods, the post-1945 Bretton
and took the militarily useless decision to drop two nuclear ~ Woods agreement that prevailed until 1962-65, and the suc
bombs on Japan. cessive phases, especially after the formal breakup of the
After the Eisenhower parenthesis (1953-61), came the Bretton Woods agreementsin 1971, itis evident which systel
turning point with the Cuban missiles crisis, when the utopi-worked, and which did not.
ans succeeded in terrorizing the world with the threat of nu- With all its flaws, the Bretton Woods system made it pos-
clear war; eventually, the world suffered under a 12-yearsible to rebuild Europe after World War Il, to develop Central
long utopian regime through the combined Kissinger and  and South America and other parts of the world. Today, we
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must build anew system based on the Bretton
Woodsmode!: fixed paritiesamong world cur-
rencies, guaranteed by a gold reserve (differ-
ent from the British system of the gold stan-
dard) and a policy of long-term, low-interest
credits to launch international development
projects.

The Bush Presidency, LaRouche said, has
lost any credibility after the President’ sspeech
of June 24 and developments of June 26. It
is up to persons in responsible places in the
United States and Europe, to rally the popula-
tionin support of thispolicy. Wemust do this,
LaRouchesaidto hisaudience, despitethefact
that people are opinionated, stubborn, and un-
willing to abandon prejudiceswhich are lead-
ing them towards their doom. It is the task of
leaders to tell the truth, and stop the practice
of retailing only what are considered ac-
cepted opinions.

‘Neo-Liberalism’ Destroys L abor

Dr. Nino Galloni presented aspectsof hiseconomicwork,
aiming to show how the current economic system is doomed.
Globalization was already finished, before Sept. 11, Galloni
said, even if what happened that day gave the U.S. govern-
ment the pretext to start reversing globalizaton policies. One
of those principally responsible for the economic collapse is
the International Monetary Fund, an institution whose mis-
sion, as contemplated by the original architects of Bretton
Woods, was entirely different from what it became. Origi-
nally, the IMF was supposed to help developing countriesto
settle their trade imbalances, created by the necessity to im-
port from industrial economiesthe capital goods, machinery,
and equipment necessary to start anindependent industrial de-
velopment.

But instead of doing this, the IMF betrayed its mission
and started simply tofinancedebt incurred for other purposes,
including financial debt. Galloni showed how imbalances
grew bigger and bigger, dueto alack of policiesfor industrial
devel opment. The same mechanism hit someindustrial coun-
tries, like Italy in the ' 70s—countries which were forced to
devalue their currencies and increase interest rates to attract
capital flows.

Galloni spoke polemically against the general attitude of
political parties, NGO (non-governmental organizations),
and other movements which today campaign against poverty
and hunger in the Third World, but refuse to face and to
reverse the causes of this poverty in the world.

Dr. Galloni thenfocussed onan areaof hisspecial compe-
tence: how neoliberal policiesaredestroying thelabor market
and pension systems. Neoliberal reformsin these sectors, in
fact, stand on two pillars: so-called “fl exibilization” and pri-
vatization. Flexibilization meansthat, in order to reduce pro-
duction costs, laws have been introduced alowing firms to
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Lyndon LaRouche was the keynote speaker at EIR’ s conferencein Rome on July 2,
mobilizing support for a New Bretton Woods. Left to right: Sen. Oskar Peterlini,
Paulo Raimondi, LaRouche, and Dr. Nino Galloni of the Italian Labor Ministry.

dismiss (through early retirement) older workers, and to em-
ploy younger people who earn only 50% of what the older,
more experienced workers made. This scheme is literaly
blowing up a pension system which is already under stress.

Because of zero population growth, the Italian people—
who arein the worst such situation, demographically, in Eu-
rope—are getting old. It has been calculated that in 2014, the
point will bereached whentheretired popul ationwill beequal
to the active labor force. This meansthat the active 50% will
have to pay the pensions for the other 50%, in addition to
paying contributions for their own future pensions. But how
can this be possible, when future workers will earn, at best,
70% of today’s wages, due to the “fl exibilization” schemes
we haveintroduced today?

Thesolution, Galloni said, isto stop thinking in monetary
terms. A pension system canwork only if we have asituation
in which the active part of the labor force is producing, in
physical terms, enough to maintain themselvesand theretired
population. Or, put another way, it can work only if during
his active lifetime, the worker has contributed to increasing
the productivity of the nation in physical terms, so that, when
heretires, he can enjoy thefruit of hiswork in termsof higher
benefits coming from the economy.

Senator: ConveneaNew Bretton Woods

Dr. Galloni’ spresentation created the context for Senator
Peterlini, who built up asystem of pension fundsin hisregion,
Trentino-Alto Adige (South Tyral), before becoming amem-
ber of the Italian Senate. Peterlini showed, with charts and
graphics, the dilemma the pension funds face today: If they
invest the money of their members in “secure” assets, like
government bonds, they will lose customers because they
cannot promise ahigh yield; if, however, they investin (pre-
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The conference at the Basilica of Santa Maria degli Angeli drew morethan 100
policymakers and political activists.

sumably) high-yeld assets, they are exposed to theinevitable
collapse of the stock and capital markets. To save pensions,
Peterlini said, it is therefore indispensable that the world fi-
nancia and monetary system be reorganized.

Through his association with the LaRouche movement,
Peterlini has drafted a motion—a platform—calling for just
such a reorganization, which was presented in the Parlia-
ment at the end of February, and has drawn remarkable
support. In the Senate, prominent names like former Prime
Minister Giulio Andreotti, or former Labor Minister Cesare
Salvi, signed the document; in the House (Chamber of Depu-
ties), former Ministers Maccanico, Melandri, and Treu, as
well as current Defense Committee chairman Ramponi,
signed.

More than 100 members of both branches of Parliament
have signed the platform, of which Peterlini read some ex-
cerpts. The motion called on the Italian government to “take
theinitiativeto proposetheconvocation of anew international
conference among heads of stateand government . . . inorder
to establish a new international monetary system, and take
the measures necessary to eliminate the mechanisms which
have all owed the creation of the speculative financial bubble,
and the systemic financial crash.”

LaRouche was asked by moderator Raimondi to offer his
views on how apension system should work, and he stressed
that in ahealthy system, with alow-interest-rate policy and a
regulated capital market, pension funds would find it profit-
able to invest in government bonds or in bonds issued by
utilities, guaranteed by central and local government.

Central Banking

The leader of an Italian consumers’ organization asked
LaRoucheto comment on the current private nature of central
banks such asthe U.S. Federal Reserve. They are, LaRouche
said, alegacy of aristocratic power which has survived the

6 Economics

birth of modern Constitutional states. The United
States had ashort but extremely successful expe-
rience with national creation of money, during
the Civil War, through the famous “ greenback”
created by Lincoln to finance the war and the
building of infrastructure. Europe was inspired
by thisreconstructiontolaunchitsownindustrial
development. But then, the Specie Resumption
Act wasintroduced in the United States, and not
long after, the Federal Reserve System was cre-
ated, which is anti-Constitutional .

According to the U.S. Constitution,
LaRouche said, only the Congress can authorize
the government to order the Treasury to issue
money. InaNew Bretton Woodssystem thismust
be addressed. We will have national money cre-
ation as a form of credit which will reach the
economy through the private banking system, di-
rected only to thekinds of infrastructure and pro-
ductive projectsindicated by governments.

A well-known lawyer asked if behind the attemptsto pre-
vent a dollar-euro parity there are efforts by London, which
has not joined the European single currency. Dr. Galloni an-
swered that, in principle, “to think bad of the Britishis never
asin, asmy brother, who isamissionary priest, alwaystells
me.” However, he added, we must not missthe point that the
€euro rises against the dollar not because the euro is strong,
but because the dollar isweak.

MiddleEast Crisis

The representative of a Palestinian Catholic organization
asked LaRouche to comment on American policy on the Is-
raeli-Pal estinian conflict, to which LaRouche gavealong and
elaborated answer. The basis for a peace settlement remains
the Oslo agreement, LaRouche said. The problem with the
Odoagreements started first, when the World Bank took over
the economic side of the accords, and sabotaged it. Secondly,
when Israeli Prime Minister Rabin was assassinated in 1995.
Thirdly, Clinton’s last effort failed because Clinton let him-
self be duped by Ehud Barak, allowing him to introduce the
issueof theTempleMount, onwhich Ariel Sharonlater staged
acrucia provocation.

Today, the U.S. government is backing a government of
Israel led by those* politically responsiblefor the Rabin assas-
sination.” There is no solution in the Middle East outside of
an ecumenical dialogue. Thequestion of sovereignty over the
Holy Places must be regulated according to the principle that
all world faiths (Jewish, Christian, and Muslim) must have
accesstothe holy places. And this can be settled only through
areal ecumenical dialogue similar to the one currently led by
the Pope.

LaRouche spent several daysin Rome meeting political,
religious, and institutional leaders, reporting, among other
things, on hisrecent visitsto Abu Dhabi and to Brazil.
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Behind the Government’s
Make-Believe Job Gains

by Richard Freeman

Theofficial U.S. unemployment level rosefrom 8.351 million
in May, to 8.424 million in June, an increase of 73,000, and
the unemployment rate rose, between May and June, from
5.8% to 5.9%, according to the Labor Department’s Bureau
of Labor Statistics (BLS). Inreality, unemployment, asdeter-
mined by EIRtoincludethosewho drop out of thelabor force
but still want ajob, or areforcedinto part-timework, isnearly
double the official BLS level.

The collapse of the U.S. physical economy is the real
trigger of the unemployment growth, arising at the very mo-
ment that the Bush Administration istrying to paint apicture
of economic recovery. Unable to deny theincrease in unem-
ployment, U.S. and European mediaand expertsattempted to
play upamythical growthinnon-agricultural payroll employ-
ment in June, using the same quality of fraudulent statistical
mani pulation as occurred at WorldCom, Enron, etc.

What the BLS data cannot cover up, is the fact that the
unemployment continues to strike hard at the U.S. manufac-
turing workforce, and in June, a further 23,000 manufactur-
ing jobs were eliminated. Since the end of July 2000, some
1.804 million manufacturing payroll jobs have been elimi-
nated from the U.S. economy. Of these workers, since the
end of July 2000, some 1.454 million production manufac-
turing workers' jobs have been eliminated-these are the
workers whose scientific alteration of nature advances hu-
man existence. Since the start of 2002, there has been talk
that “as the recovery gathers steam,” the loss of manufactur-
ing jobs would stop, and manufacturing workers would be
added to payrolls. Instead, over 22 unbroken months, there
has been an unremitting reduction in the manufacturing
workforce.

At 8.429 million, this June's official unemployment ex-
ceedsthe official level of last June, (6.465 million) by nearly
2 million workers.

Government Accounting Fraud

Even while the BL S reported that unemployment in June
had increased by 73,000 workers by the “household employ-
ment survey,” it also reported 36,000 more workers on non-
agricultura payrolls by the “ establishment employment sur-
vey.” Thiswassupposedto serveasaninjection of good news.

ButtheBLS' alleged 36,000jobincreasein Juneinvolves
an accounting ruse to produce jobs from thin air, the sort of
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fraud which could teach Arthur Andersen athing or two about
creative accounting. In February, the BLS reported that the
number of payroll jobshad increased by 66,000, only torevise
that downward to —2,000; in March, it reported that payroll
jobs had increased by 58,000, only to revise that downward
t0—21,000; in April, thereported increasein payroll jobswas
43,000, but that was later revised downward to +6,000; in
May, the BLS reported that payroll employment had in-
creased by 41,000 jobs, only to revise that downward on July
5, to —3,000.

Now in June, the BLS reports that payroll employment
increased by 36,000, afigurewhichitwill likely revisedown-
ward next month. Only by theBLS' downward revision of its
May payroll jobsfigure from +41,000 to —3,000—aswing of
44,000—couldit then show anincrease of 36,000 payroll jobs
in June!

Figure 1 shows that, from February to May, the BLS
cumulatively reported that the number of payroll jobs had
increased by a combined 208,000, when, in fact, after revi-
sion, the number fell by acombined 20,000.

Under the Bush Administration, the BLS does not want
to puncturethefantasy of recovery by publishingthetruth. Up
on Capitol Hill, Congressmen aretripping over oneanother to
call for new corporate accounting procedures. President Bush
has stated that he plans to get tough with companies that
use“fakeaccounting.” Perhapsthese august gentlemen might
turn their attention to halting an accounting fraud that the
Bureau of Labor Statistics unabashedly commits on a
monthly basis.

FIGURE 1
BLS’ Announced Job Gains Turned Into
Job Losses

250,000+
200,000+
BLS
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Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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AIDS Toll Rises, But
Could Still Be Stopped

by Colin Lowry

TheAlDSepidemicworldwidehasinfected at|east 40million
people, and is now in the process of wiping out an entire
human generation in Sub-Saharan Africa. The report by the
United Nations AIDS program (UNAIDS) released just be-
fore the 14th International AIDS Conference in Barcelona,
Spain on July 8-11, showed that the epidemic is still increas-
ing rapidly in India, Southeast Asia, and Russia, and that if
massive treatment and prevention programs are not put in
place now, 70 million people will die from AIDS over the
next 20 years. Theassumption made by some* experts’ ayear
ago, that the AIDS epidemic has hit anatural limitin Africa,
isalso shown false, asthe worst-affected countriesthere con-
tinueto seeincreasesin new infections and total infectionsin
the popul ation.

There were 4.8 million new HIV infections in the world
in2000; 5 million estimated in 2001; and the UNAIDSreport
forecasts 5.5 million per year over the next eight years. AIDS
isnow causing 1 of every 18 deathsworldwide. Twenty years
after it was first measured, the AIDS global pandemicis still
accelerating.

Thisis confirming the earliest long-range forecast of the
pandemic made by a team of collaborators of Lyndon
LaRouche and published in Fusion and EIR magazines in
1987. Thisforecast warned of anindefiniteaccel eration of the
pandemic through the human race, until and unless massive
programs of mandatory testing and public-health infrastruc-
ture-building, were undertaken against it. Much earlier, in
1974, LaRouche had published a forecast of the emergence
of amix of deadly new diseases in the human population, as
aresult of the then-ongoing destruction of African economic
infrastructure by financial policiesof the International Mone-
tary Fund. This was ten years before the identification of
AIDS. CIA National Intelligence Estimates not published un-
til 1999 and this year, have shown that AIDS is at the center
of precisely such a deadly vortex of newly emerging human
diseases, as LaRouche warned of.

Pinching PenniesWith the Human Race

Dr. Peter Piot, director of the UNAIDS program, says
that at least $10 billion is needed for AIDS treatment and
prevention programs worldwide per year, but so far only $2
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billion has been pledged from the industrialized countries.
Only 4% of AIDS patients in the developing-sector nations
arebeing treated with anti-retroviral drugs, despitethe politi-
cal pressure on drug companies to provide the drugs at little
or no cost to the countries that need them most.

The AIDS epidemicisnow larger in scale than any other
in human history, with 23 million dead since it began, and 3
million people killed last year. The devastation wrought by
the epidemic isnot only amedical problem, it is dismantling
the social and economic fabric of entire nations in Africa.
There are now more than 10 million children in Africawho
are orphans, due to the death of their parents from AIDS.
In many countries in southern Africa, school enrollment has
dropped by 10-20% in the past five years, as children either
diefromthedisease, or leave school to gowork, when awage-
earner in the family dies. Hundreds of schools lack enough
teachers, as 30-40% of teachers have been infected in several
countries in southern Africa. South Africa estimates that it
will lose 12% of its workforce by 2005 dueto AIDS.

Even more frightening, is the projection that between
2010 and 2015 in South Africa, there will be 17 times more
deaths among young people ages 15-34 than would have oc-
curred in the absence of AIDS. This means there will be 3.2
million excess deaths in this age group. The epidemic has
reduced life expectancy in Sub-Saharan Africa to only 47
years. Infant mortality hasincreased by 25-40%, and the per-
centage of new mothers who are infected with HIV ranges
from 25% in South Africato 45% in Botswana.

In the six countries of southern Africa, 20% of people
between the ages of 15-34 are already infected.

What is taking place in Africa now has not caught the
United States or other Western governments by surprise. The
dangerous threat the epidemic represents to the populations
of the world has been known since LaRouche’'s mid-1980s
proposalsto establish a crash research program to find acure
for AIDS, accompanied by rigorous public-health reporting
of the disease, and large projectsfor building health-care and
sanitationinfrastructure, especially inthe devel oping nations.
By 1992, ateam at the U.S. Census Bureau was accurately
forecasting the devastating global spread of AIDSwhichwas
to comeintheensuing tenyears; but until 1999, thosegovern-
ment warnings were kept secret.

The CIA National Intelligence Council’s own report in
1999, declared the AIDS epidemic a threat to U.S. national
security, and wasthe only recent report that did not underesti-
matethe severity and scopeof thecrisis. That report estimated
that one-quarter of the population of southern Africawould
become HIV-infected by 2005. The report a so projected that
Indiaand Chinawould surpassAfricaintotal numbersof HIV
infections by 2010.

But, though the CIA has aready said the epidemic is a
security threat to the United States, the Bush Administration
has offered only apledge of $500 million to the UN-adminis-
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tered Global Fund to Fight AIDS, TB,
and Malaria. The Clinton Administra-
tion gave only $250 million for AIDS
programsin 2000. In the face of such a
newly escalating disaster, the U.S. and
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of 39% of its population. There, young
pregnant women havean HIV infection
rate of 45%. Life expectancy has been
cut by over 30 years due to AIDS, and
now a young person born in Botswana can expect to live to
only 38. AIDS will literally wipe out the current generation
between the ages of 15-34, leaving very few survivorsableto
work or raise a family. Imagine walking into a village in
Botswana, where four out of ten peopleyou meet will diedue
to AIDSinthe next fiveto ten years. In addition, recently 30-
45% of babies are born infected with HIV; they will likely
not survive past age 5. For those who do survive, how many
will be orphans? Thisleaves a population of very few young
children and adwindling number of older adults over age 50.
The epidemic is creating a demographic catastrophe that no
war could cause, as the women of child-bearing age are the
largest casualty. Thismeansthepopul ationwill not reproduce
itself, and the workforce will not be replenished with young
workers when the elderly become unable to work. This sce-
nario, in progress daily in Sub-Saharan Africa, will produce
the complete destruction of its nations.

Now, imagine the same process beginning in other parts
of theworld. Theepidemicisincreasingitsspread at alarmin-
gly high speed. In 1997, UNAIDS estimated there were 23
million people infected with HIV in Africa. That figure
jumped to 30 million this year, which is a 30% increase in
only five years. An updated analysis by the CIA National
Intelligence Council in June 2002, forecast that in the next
five years, the number of HIV infections in Africa will
double to 60 million, and there will be 45 million new
infectionsworldwide. The NIC report al so warned that Nige-
riaand Ethiopiahave passed acritical point, and the epidemic
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Source: UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs (2002).

there is now going to increase massively. Nigeria officially
says it has 6% HIV prevalence, but the NIC estimates that
Nigeria and Ethiopia are at 10%.

Because we have the recent history of the epidemic in
South Africa, it is easy to make a comparison to other coun-
tries, such as Cameroon and Nigeria, to get an idea of where
the epidemic is now headed, and how quickly it will spread.
Nigeria, Cameroon, and Ethiopiaare now at astage of spread
similar to that in 1994-95 in South Africa, and can expect the
epidemic toincreaseits spread by at least 30-50% in the next
five years. Nigeria is Sub-Saharan Africa's most populous
country, and already has more than 3 million people living
with HIV.

The Next Epicenter

India and China are home to more than one-third of the
people on this planet. The UNAIDS report predictsthat India
will overtake South Africaintotal numbersof HIV infections
inafew years. Chinaisestimated to have about 1 million HIV
infections now, and UNAIDS estimates that it may reach 20
million infections in 20 years, unless large-scale prevention
and treatment programs are established soon.

While good data on the epidemic in China are sketchy,
thepicturein Indiaat thelocal and state levels showsthat the
national average of 0.4-0.7% HIV prevaenceisvery decep-
tive. Surveillance datafrom severa large Indian states shows
an epidemic moving quickly out of typical high-risk groups
such as prostitutes and drug users, to the general population.
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In the state of Andhra Pradesh, with a population of 55 mil-
lion, HIV infectionswere found in 2% of women at pre-natal
clinics. In Tamil Nadu and Maharashtra, 3% of women at
these clinics, and 10% at sexually transmitted disease (STD)
clinics, tested positive for HIV.

If you were to simply average out the HIV prevaence
from these states, and apply it to the 1 billion population of
India, you would end up with an estimate of 10-18 million
cases of HIV infection, not the officially reported 4 million.
Indiaal so hasmany concentrated hotspotsof highHIV preva-
lencein certain sub-populations. These hotspots have the po-
tential to spread thevirus quickly into the general population,
and that is what appears to be happening now. Sex workers
inBombay have HIV ratesas high as50%. Studies of migrant
workers have shown that they have a much higher rate of
HIV infection, and often return to their homes and infect
their families.

Thesituationin Chinaisquite different, and the epidemic
isat an earlier stage of development. However, small studies
have shown very quick rates of spread in certain regions.
Reported HIV infections increased by 67% in the first six
monthsof 2001 in China. In Guangxi, HIV prevalenceamong
sex workers hasincreased from lessthan 1% in 1996, to 11%
in 2000. A serious rura epidemic due to unsafe blood dona-
tion procedures in Henan province has resulted in 150,000
peopl e becoming infected there.

TheWorld'sFastest Growing Epidemic

The AIDS epidemic is growing faster in Russia and
Ukraine than anywhere else in the world. Since 1997, the
number of HIV infections has doubled each year. This year,
conservative estimates put Russia’s total humber of HIV
cases at more than 1 million. With a public-health system
shattered by years of International Monetary Fund (IMF)
“shock therapy,” the population has become increasingly
vulnerable to diseases like tuberculosis, diphtheria, STDs,
and now AIDS. Only about 1,000 people are being treated
with the latest anti-retroviral drugs in Russia today. The
epidemic in 1995 was seen mostly in young intravenous
drug users and sex workers, but now is poised to continue
its explosion into the general population. A study by re-
searchersat Imperial Collegein London, predictsthat within
five years, 5% of the population of Russia will be infected
with HIV.

Ukraine hasthe highest HIV prevalencein Europe, at 1%
officially, or 250,000 cases, but thisestimateisprobably quite
low. The epidemic is spreading rapidly in the Baltic states,
andin Belarus, and is certain to continue sweeping westward
into Europe.

The United States, with 1 million peoplelivingwith HIV,
has little surveillance data on the epidemic, and since the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) plan for
more surveillance sites has only been activated this year, no
one knows how bad the epidemic readlly is. Only 37 states
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haveany rulesfor reporting HIV casesto public healthboards.
After rgjecting the LaRouche movement’s ballot initiatives
in 1987 and 1988to make AlDSareportabl e disease, the state
of Californiatook 15 yearsto cometo its senses, and is now
instituting a system to report HIV casesto public health offi-
cias.

Heterosexual transmission of HIV to African-American
and Hispanic women in the United States has increased by
10%inthelast twoyears, and 27% of new infectionsoccurred
through heterosexual transmission since 1994. At the same
time, a six-city study of homosexual men shows that HIV
infection rates are increasing again among young men under
34, after years of stable decreases. Alarmingly, the study also
found that the percentage of new HIV infectionsthat areresis-
tant to at least one drug has increased from 2.5% in 1996
to 13% in 2000. This has serious consequences, as it is the
expensive cocktailsof multipleanti-retrovira drugsthat have
reduced the death rate and kept many HIV-infected people
alive for over a decade. If the rapidly mutating virus makes
these drugs obsol ete, patientswill haveto struggleto survive
until new drugs currently in devel opment become available.

A Genocide Palicy

While well-meaning experts such as Dr. Piot call for $10
billion ayear funding to fight the epidemic, under the current
IMF-World Bank dominated financial system, stopping the
epidemicisimpossible. Thisisthe reality that the U.S. gov-
ernment refusestoface. Thenationsof Africapay acombined
$15 billion ayear for debt service to the IMF, World Bank,
and related financial institutions. How can countries literally
dying of disease, malnutrition, and lack of development, pay
that each year and have any chance of funding serious public
health infrastructure to stop AIDS?

While many Western governments give lip service to
helping fight the AIDS epidemic, their own policies are
ensuring its continued spread. LaRouche forecast in 1974,
that the continuation of the austerity and looting policies
that targetted the devel oping sector would cause an eruption
of new and old diseases that would also hit the crumbling
physical economies of the industrialized nations. It is the
continuing support for those policies by the United States
that has allowed the Al1DS epidemic to threaten the existence
of entire nations.

UNAIDS makestheassumption that the economies of the
industrialized nations are growing, so they can afford to give
billionsto fight the epidemic. But thisassumption hasalready
been proven false by the collapse of the physical economy
and the crash of the fraudulent “ new economy.” Inthe current
global financial collapses, UN Secretary General Kofi An-
nan’s aides have told the press that no significant contribu-
tionshaveactually comeintothe Global AIDSFund for many
months. The solution to the crisis requires a new financial
system worldwide: the New Bretton Woods proposal of Lyn-
don LaRouche.
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For Want of Air
Traffic Controllers,
Lives Will Be Lost

by Anita Gallagher

If theinvestigation of the July 1 collision of aDHL jet and a
Russian passenger plane over southern Germany is truthful,
it will find that privatization, with its profit-driven under-
staffing of air traffic controllers, caused 71 deaths. And, its
recommendation would warn, that if the political will is not
found to end insane cost-cutting in one of the highest pressure
jobs a human being can hold, many more will die in air
crashes.

The horrific crash puts a red flag on President George
Bush'’sfirst move toward privatizing air traffic control in the
United States. OnJune6, Bush, declared that air traffic control
is not “an inherently governmental function,” by removing
that language from a Clinton Executive Order. Bush's move
was immediately denounced by aviation experts around the
world; asFuzz Bhimji, theformer president of thenow-privat-
ized Canadian Air Traffic Controllers Association, succinctly
put it, “ Privatization is really about money.”

TheCoallision in Southern Germany

At thetime of the July 1 collision, the entire aviation zone
over southern Germany was being directed by only one
controller of the privatized Swiss air
traffic control agency, Skyguard. The
controller was directing five flights on
two different radio frequencies, as the
other controller on duty took abreak.

Skyguard has acknowledged that an
automated alarm system, which should
havewarned ground control that thetwo
planes were on a collision course, was
down for routine maintenance. Sky-
guard has also admitted problemsin its
radar system; after three near-misses, a
commissionedreport foundit below Eu-
ropean Union standards.

While German air traffic controllers
at nearby Karlsruhe had picked up the
collision potential two minutes before
the crash, the lone controller at Sky-
guard first warned the Russian plane
only 44 seconds before the collision.
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The German controllers tried repeatedly to reach the Sky-
guard controller, but could not—because Skyguard's main
phonelinewasout of order, anditsonly backup linewasbusy.

Privatization of air traffic control has proven afinancial
failure that guts safety worldwide:

* In Britain, the 11-month old, partialy privatized Na-
tional Air Traffic Services (NATS) is already facing bank-
ruptcy, despite a£30 million bailout in March. The £60 mil-
lion profit forecast has morphed into an £80 million loss. On
the nightsof Feb. 23-24, a400-mile-wide corridor of airspace
across England and the North Seawas closed for two nights,
when no replacement could be found for a controller who
calledinsick. At night, air zonesare enlarged, to save money,
placing an enormous burden on each controller.

* InCanada, whoseprivatization “ success’ theBush Ad-
ministration proposed to study last year, Nav Canada an-
nounced last Fall that it would raise fees by 6%, to cover a
projected $145 million revenue shortfall. Nav Canada may
face a strike by its 2,300 air traffic controllers on July 19,
over long shifts, mandatory overtime, six-day work weeks,
and wages.

* In Australia, air traffic controllers walked out earlier
this year to protest pay and safety issues arising from stress
and fatigue. Airservices, already sued over some crashes, is
considering ducking liability by limiting assistance to planes
in trouble, according to The Australian.

In the United States, the National Air Traffic Controllers
Assaciation and the AFL-CIO report a critical shortage in
hiring of air traffic controllers, and staffing of airports barely
at the authorized level. A Government Accounting Office
study estimatesthat one-third of thecurrent 15,000 controllers
will leavein the next five years, with mandatory retirement at
age56. It cantakeuptofiveyearstotrainafully certified con-
troller.

Why would you point them
in different directions?

The National Air Traffic Controllers Association placed this ad in the June 10 Washington
Post and Washington Times.
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THE CHALLENGE OF PEACE

For the Christian, for Example

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

June 16, 2002 for example, knowssgrituality, and, on the other hanthe
universality of the physical domain.

My subjecthere, is the possible basis for a peace among faiths, The stubborn persistence of this gap, between spiritual

despite the presently accelerating threat, of a plunge of thiand physical science, confronts us all, Christians and others,

planetinto a prolonged new dark age of all humanity. with the fact of the exceptional historical importance of Eu-
For the Christian, for example, the center of his, or herope’s Fifteenth-Century “Golden Renaissance.” The rebirth,

sense of a timeless existence as a personality, is centered, as  in Europe, of a competent form of scientific method, by st

for Johann Sebastian Bach, in a reliving of tNew Testa-  followers of Cardinal Nicholas of Cusa as Johannes Kepler,

ment account of the Passion and Crucifixion of Jesus. The  after nearly fourteen centuries of hegemony of the corruptin

persistence of that experience, typifies the uniqgue meaninBoman imperial tradition throughout the Mediterranean re-

of Christianity! gion, has demonstrated the perseverance of that method of
The sense of the efficient meaning of that moment fromthought, by means of which the gap between spirituality and

our past, for our present and future, alike, evokes within the physical science could be Bridged.

Christian a sense of what that great philosopher, historian, Therefore, itis for such excellentreasons, that the method

poet, and dramatist Friedrich Schiller, portrays as “The Sub-  of Plato’s Socratic dialogues, is sometimes identified as

lime.” His treatment of the functionally essential features ofmethod of “spiritual exercises.” This connection is implied,

actual history, as a subject of his dramas, as in the case of  if we recognize the significance of the interrupted, but non

Jeanne d’'Arc, is extraordinarily inspiring on this specific ac-theless persisting continuity of the physical scientific method

count. For reasons | shall present during the course of this  of Plato, and of his collaborators and followers, during th

report, that reference to Schiller, points us toward the trugeriod concluding with the work of Eratosthenes and Archi-

meaning ofpirituality. medes, through the rebirth of that method as the Platonic
This emphasis upon Schiller is needed to situate the modiegemony of that Golden Renaissance which has been the

ern notion ofpirituality inside the same, real universe inhab-  wellspring of all modern Classical culture.

ited by the Creator of our universe, rather than as some differ-  Our comprehension of the quality of perseverance of the

ent universe, the latter outside that in which we experience  active principle of that ancient-to-modern connection, i

mortal life. Until the sense of thBublimeis also located as helped, if we take into account the fact, that the method of

the central, underlying feature of Plato’s method in physical—

science, we in modern, now globally extended European civi2. This is not to overlook such notable cases as the direct contribution of the

lization, would remain unable to bridge the apparent gap beBaghdad Caliphate to Christian civilization, the indirect contribution of India

tween. on the one hand. what Christian ApOStOIiC traditionto both, and the cultural debt of civilization generally to past achievements
’ ’ in China. The exceptional quality of the Fifteenth-Century, “Golden Renais-

E— sance,” is that it is the watershed from which the existence of the modern
1. Cf. Plato Phaedo, and Moses MendelssohPhaedon (first edition: 1767). sovereign form of nation-state is derived.
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the Gospel of John and the Epistles of Paul, reflects some
exceptiona continuations of the Platonic heritage's unique

contribution to the practice of communication of notions of
universal principle, even under
the conditions of Roman impe-
rial rule during the First Century
A.D. Similarly, St. Augustine
alsotypifiessuchaperseverance.

This needed connection, be-
tween spirituality and physical
science, was always implied in
the relatively happier moments
of what becametoday’ s anti-Ro-
mantic, Classical tradition of
Plato, Gottfried Leibniz, Moses
Mendelssohn, et a. Despite
those happier moments, the
needed, explicit connection be-
tween those two, was apparently
never pinpointed, until my own
origina discoveries in the sci-
ence of physical economy, as
first developed over the interval
1948-1953.°

Therefore, with that latter
connectioninview, | outlinehere
both the case of the needed rec-
ognition of such connections,
and of their bearing upon the
achievement of an urgently re-
quired peace among faiths.

1. The Threat to
Peace

The present, crucial, and im-
mediate practical importance of
exploring the matters just out-
lined, is shown by considering
today’ s deadly threat of general-
ized religious and related types
of warfare. At the present mo-
ment, this threat is best typified
by the military-utopian doctrine
best known as Brzezinski-Huntington-Bernard Lewis* Clash
of Civilizations’ strategy. Therefore, now, as for the 1648
Treaty of Westphalia, it isof morethan collateral importance,
that an ecumenical “ peaceamongfaiths’ policy benourished,

3. As | demonstrate at a later point in this report, although Vladimir I.
Vernadsky's definition of the Noosphere locates an aspect of spirituality
withinthetermsof physical science, thecultural implicationswerenot explic-
itly addressed efficiently in any known source prior to my own.
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“The Trinity,” by Massacio. Christ's Passion and
Crucifixion express Schiller's principle of the Sublime.

first and foremost, among those religions which accept the
notion of man and woman as made equally in the likeness of
the Creator of the universe. We must proceed from that
starting-point, to explore a still-
deeper basis for a broader, more
universal accord. This basis can
be found only in arigorous con-
ception of the coherence of a
provable universal principle of
spirituality with the universality
of the physical domain.

Therefore, today, the avoid-
ance of the now-threatened new
dark age of religiousand kindred
forms of “ethnic” warfare, must
focus our attention, chiefly, on
thespiritual connectionsof Euro-
pean to Asian cultures. For this
purpose, a merely negative
achievement, aself-deluded uto-
pians state of non-warfare, does
not provide a positive basis in
method for achieving an actually
durable peace.

True peacerests dwayson a
positive basis, never a merely
negative one. Peace is never ei-
ther the mere absence of war, nor
some silly construct such as the
“perpetua peace” whichImman-
uel Kant proposed might be the
negation of the negation of war.
The source of durable peace, is
knowledge of the importance to
both oneself and others, and to
one's most essential nature, of
mutual benefits which could not
exist without active measures of
cooperation, one with the other.

The success of the search for
a positive basis for durable
peace, depends upon two general
requirements of an axiomatic au-
thority. Thefirst of these, is that
the mode of cooperation which
peaceful intention requires, must be feasible in the physical
universe. Second, the actions which are intended must be
coherent with certain universal principleswhich are specific
to human nature per se.

Resistance to the combined authority of thosetwo classes
of prerequisites, isthe root of the mass-murderous follies so
often spawned by the utopian schemes of those pacifists who
seek to subdue theworld to an enforced peace. Those bloody-
handed utopian dreamershave been either recklessly ignorant
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of what | havejust written herethisfar,
or, inthe aternative, have intentionally
disregarded those considerations.

L et the Stones Speak!

The customary failure, as by the
utopian pacifists, is the error, of failing
to start from that evidence which
proves the hypothesis, beyond any rea-
sonable doubt, that man is a creature
of acertain, unique, spiritual quality, a
quality which is not manifest in any
other living species. Such a proof has
been supplied, for example, by Vladi-
mir 1. Vernadsky’s definition of the
Nodsphere, as| have reached a congru-
ent conception within the framework
of a science of physica economy.*

AsVernadsky showed, the universe
asawholeis presently known to be di-
vided among three distinct but effi-
ciently interconnected physical phase-
spaces. These are so distinguished by a
mass of elementary, universal physical-
experimental evidence.

If we assume, as a matter of univer-
sal experimental practice, that the uni-
versewereelementarily abioticinitsor-
igin, the universe appears to be intrinsically entropic, in the
sense of Clausiuset a. But, then, there exist physical effects,
expressed within that universe, which are associated with liv-
ing processes, or with fossils produced by living processes,
the which are intrinsically anti-entropic processes. That de-
fines what Vernadsky identifies, from the standpoint of bio-
geochemistry, asthe Biosphere. Thirdly, thereare changesin
the ordering of the Biosphere which are intrinsically anti-
entropic relative to that Biosphere, and are, uniquely, the
productsof human cognitiveaction. Amongall living species,
only the sovereign, voluntaristic, cognitive powers of the hu-
man individual, are capable of generating such changes. The
latter domain is defined by Vernadsky as the Noosphere.

Thus, to the best of our present knowledge, the universe
is composed of those three, distinct, but efficiently intercon-
nected phase-spaces.® The interconnection so ordered among
those three phase-spaces, expresses the existence of asingle,
universal principle of Creation, which accountsfor the com-
ing into existence of aform of life like no other, the human
cognitive individual. Thus, even the stones have spoken, to

l - '- P i

4. Cf. Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., The Economics of the Noosphere (Wash-
ington, D.C.: EIR News Service, 2001).

5. Thisis to say that the universe is Riemannian. Bernhard Riemann, Uber
die Hypothesen, welche der Geometrie zu Grunde liegen, H. Weber. ed.
(New Y ork: Dover Publications reprint, 1953).
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The Hoover Dam, showpiece of the Franklin D. Roosevelt-era infrastructure projects,
dramatically illustrates how human cognitive activity shapes the Biosphere, whichin turn
changes the ordering of abiotic phase-space. (Inset: Russian biogeochemist V.I.
Vernadsky.) “ Thus,” LaRouchewrites, “ even the stones have spoken, to declare that man
and woman are made equally in the living image of that Creator.”

declare that man and woman are made equally in the living
image of that Creator.

The most characteristic quality which thus distinguishes
the human species from all others, is that mankind is the
only form of life which is capable of willfully increasing its
potential relative population-density, asthisphysical effectis
measurabl e per capitaand per squarekilometer of our planet’s
surface. This increase occurs through active cooperation in
applying universal physical principles originally discovered
by what V ernadsky identifies as the noétic powers of individ-
ual, voluntaristic human minds; cognition as Plato’ s Socratic
dialogues define the nogtic process of cognition.

In so acting on behalf of the principle of cognition, rather
than custom, we not only change our species’ physical rela-
tionship to the universe; we change the universe, in the same
sensethat living processestransform the Earth from an osten-
sibly abiotic manifold, that to the effect of increasing the
influence of the Biosphere over the processes and condition
of the planet asawhole.

Our species’ relationship to the universe at large, isthus
defined intermsof asocial process of fostering and transmit-
ting experimentally valid discoveries of universal physical
principles over the course of successive generations. These
applied discoveries have the effect which the secondary-
school pupil might equate to the introduction, successively,
of progressive changesin the array of axioms and postul ates
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of a deductive system. In other words, they correspond, in
effect, to an unfolding process of what would be regarded as
willful, progressive, genetic changesin the species, or variety
of alower form of life.

Thus, the human individual’ s ability to effect such func-
tionally definable changes in his, or her society’s potential
relative population-density, is an expression of a distinction
of the human speciesfrom all others.

Through thetransmission of the reenacting of experimen-
tally valid discoveries of universal physical principle, over
successive generations, the individual person escapes the
bounds of amember of aspeciesacting upon and with nature,
toemergeasacreatureactingwillfully to changethe course of
hisspecies’ willful transformation of the process of changing
nature. Man rises above the beast within creation, to partici-
pate in the progressive changing of creation itself.’

Thisability, to generate such changes, impartsto our spe-
ciesaninhering, god-like power, hence showing the individ-
ual person to be made in likeness to the Creator of the uni-
verse. It implies a universal principle: We must ask, what is
the quality of the universe, that it generates within it, not
merely a species such as man, but creates the preconditions
required for the coming-into-being of our species? Thisques-
tion poses the physical argument for existence of what the
ApostlePeter’ sfriend, Philo Judaeusof Alexandria, defended
as the continuing efficiency of a Creator of the universe, and
of the speciesof humanindividual, madein Hisimage, within
that universe so composed.

Thus, let the stones speak the truth of this matter, wereno
other voiceto be heard. Suchisthe principle of natural law.

This brings us to the question: Are today’'s usua ap-
proaches to human knowledge, based upon asking the
wrong question?

2. Substance and Hypothesis

Contrast my argument so far towhat isknown asa“ Carte-
sian” view of the universe.

In a“Cartesian” or similar system, objects are regarded
aseither idle, or wandering in aEuclidean-like space-time of
backwards-forwards, up-down, and side-to-side motion. So,
a consistent, but flawed mathematics, such as that of Joseph
L agrange, might bederived fromafew such utopian (a priori)
definitions, axioms, and postulates. Experience is then ex-
plained, foolishly, within that fantastic framework. Such a
systemically flawed, foolish mathematical system, was as-
serted by the Joseph-Louis Lagrange whose assumptions
were exposed as false by Carl Gauss's revolutionary 1799
publication of hisfundamental theorem of algebra.”

6. Man hypothesizes the higher hypothesis.

7. Carl Friedrich Gauss, Werke, 111 (Hildesheim, New Y ork: Georg Olms
Verlag, 1981), pp. 1-103.
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Similarly, till today, the prevalent, pathol ogical tendency
invirtually all societies, isto assume that recurring patterns
of experience are to be interpreted, more or less mathemati-
caly, asif at the classroom blackboard, asbelonging to some
systemwhichisgoverned by amoreor lesspermanently fixed
set of definitions, axioms, and postul ates.

So, most people, in most cultures to date, governments
and popular opinion alike, tend to be controlled by the utopian
form of pathological conviction, akin to blind faith in aficti-
tious Claudius-Ptolemy-universe, that certain current trends
are virtually axiomatic, and thus irreversible, or otherwise
inevitable. Theresult of that misguided, usually wishful, blind
faithinthefixed character of perceived current trends, causes
many people to cling to those beliefs, even when all clear
evidence pointsto an ostensibly axiomatic (systemic) change
in progress.

Therecent blind faith in arecovery of the U.S. economy,
on the basis of such superficial evidence as momentary rises
in dubious forms of indexes and the like, is typical of mass
hysterias premised on blind faith in acquired current habits
of behavior. Such commonplace, pathological beliefs, as by
most governments and popular opinion today, assume the
character of massdel usions. Theseareexpressed assuch delu-
sionsarewidespread among leaders of the U.S. Congressand
within the Presidency today, as more or less schizophrenic
states of denial of any reality which isimplicitly contrary to
aprevalent such mass-delusion.

Such crises are aready inherent in the nature of any so-
called “traditional” form of society. However, thereisalways
an avenue of escape from such delusions. Societies, so con-
fronted, may overcomesuch delusions, and survive, by means
of apparently radical, sweeping changesin ruling sets of axi-
omatic assumptions. So, in 1932-1933, Franklin Roosevelt’s
|eadership rescued the United States from the doom to which
the legacy of Calvin Coolidge and Andrew Mellon had rele-
gated it.

Scientific and technological progress, istypica of those
radical changes in ruling assumptions, by means of which
societies not merely survive, but progress, in an upward-evo-
lutionary way, toward better conditions than had been possi-
bleearlier. These beneficial, revol utionary changes, are often
chosen only when the belated recognition of some terrible
threat to society induces it to accept, even if reluctantly, the
need to adopt such radical upshiftsin technological, or social
ingtitutions, or both combined.

Thus, we have the kinds of opposition to scientific prog-
ress which have frequently arisen in the form of so-called
“traditional cultures,” asamong the notable causes of tragedy
which entire nations and cultures have brought upon them-
selves. This, and related matters, were addressed within
Plato’s dialogues. He identified two general types of causes
for the great catastrophes, up to that time.

Thefirst typewasrepresented by so-called “ natural catas-
trophes,” expressing forces beyond the ability of existing so-
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ciety to control. The second type were man-made catastro-
phes, such as the folly of the Peloponnesian war: a people's
own acts of commission, negligence, or both combined. For
the moment, consider the second type; we shall reexamine
thefirst type of case at alater point in this report.

Catastrophes of the second type al fall into the category
of Classical tragedy. All such tragedies describe a terrible
consequence of the failure of a people to change its estab-
lished culture in a timely fashion. On the Classical stage,
this failure is often expressed by a leading figure, such as
Shakespeare' s Hamlet or Schiller’ sWallenstein, who failsto
bring about urgently required, appropriate changes in estab-
lished institutions and habits of popular response. However,
inall Classical tragedy, onthestage, orinreal life, itisalways
the peopl e themsel veswhose clinging to habituated opinions,
brings the disaster which falls upon them.

Hence, the importance of the principle of the Sublime, as
in Jesus Christ’s Sublime sacrifice, for the sake of the need to
freemankind from that habituated, tragic folly, which, uncor-
rected, would doom it. Hence, the Sublime quality of that
devotion, by Jeanned’ Arc, whichledtheway tothe establish-
ment of the first modern nation-state, Louis XI's France.
Hence, the Sublime quality of devotion, by Sir ThomasMore,
which enabled the English Renaissance to survive the folly
of Henry VIII.

The needed, systemic examination of the flaw expressed
by Classical tragedy, is Plato’s Socratic dialogues. There,
the principle of the Sublime is elaborated as reflecting the
principle of hypothesis. The significance of that latter term,
the principle of hypothesis, is best illustrated from the stand-
point of the most elementary features of acompetent mathe-
matical physics, that of Kepler, Leibniz, Gauss, and Riemann,
for example. | develop the relevant argument to that effect,
asfollows.

ThePrincipleof Hypothesis

The Classical pedagogy which Plato employed, in hisRe-
public, wasto emphasize, that what the individual perceives
with aid of his, or her senses, is comparable to shadows cast
upon theirregular surface of the walls of adimly firelit cave.
Reality isthe unseen object which casts those shadows.

Even most among those who have working, if imperfect
knowledge of scientific method, their interpretation of the
relationship between shadow and substance is fairly de-
scribed as “inside-out,” or “upside-down.” What is true in
their opinion, isthat, although we can not seewhat are experi-
mentally proven asuniversal physical principles, thoseprinci-
ples, such asthe principle of gravitation uniquely discovered
by Johannes Kepler, do act efficiently upon the world of our
sense-perception, and are, thus, subject to experimental veri-
fication. To present date, most scientists are, unfortunately,
what is called “reductionists,” who have erred, in seeing this
role of principleasmore or lessmagical, asmysteriousforces
acting from under the floorboards of a“real universe” which
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is misidentified as in one-for-one correspondence with the
world of shadows called sense-perception.

That isto say, that, usually, thereductionist and the scien-
tist see the same shadows. The difference is, that the better
scientist, such as Plato, Cusa, Kepler, Leibniz, Gauss, and
Riemann, seesthe shadows asshadows, and thinksof thereal,
universal principleswhich cast those shadows; the reduction-
ist is a superstitious fellow, who mistakes shadows for real
objects, likethe hunter who shootsat shadows, and, therefore,
often sends his children to bed hungry.

We are enabled to know that Plato’s argument is true,
through those paradoxes of experience which could not be
solved within thebounds of sense-certainty. Thesearetermed
ontological paradoxes.

Typical of such paradoxes, are, from Plato’ slifetime, the
problems of doubling the square and the cube.

In modern times, we have the most exemplary case of
Kepler’ sunique method of discovery of universal gravitation.
We have, similarly, the Leibniz-Bernouilli discovery of the
way inwhichthecatenary reflectsauniversal physical princi-
ple of least action. So, Gauss's 1799 refutation of D’ Alemb-
ert, Euler, and L agrange, refutes, tothe present day, thefunda-
mental error underlying the “ivory tower” follies common to
all empiricist and positivist misconception of the elementary
principles of amathematical physics.®

Gauss sexposure of that empiricist folly, on the matter of
quadratic, cubic, and biquadratic functions, is to be recog-
nized as amodern treatment of the same conception, respect-
ing thedoubling of thesquareand cube, solvedinlargedegree
by the method of Plato, through successivework of Plato and
hisfollowers, through the summation of thisby Archimedes
contemporary Eratosthenes. Consider, similarly, Plato’sem-
phasis on those matters of universal physical principle which
Plato adduced from examination of the proof of the construc-
tion of the Platonic solids.

All of these cases, especially the matter of cubic and bi-
quadratic functions, and the Platonic solids, aretypical of the
way in which the seemingly impossible paradoxes of sense-
certainty expose the world of imagined sense-certainty, as a
universe of mere shadows.

There is nothing mystical in this distinction. Our senses
areorgansof our body. They do not show ustheworld outside
our skinsdirectly, but only the reactions of our sensesto that
world. What we see, iswhat our mind interprets those sense-
perceptions to be. Knowledge is not derived from sense-per-
ceptions as such; knowledge is acquired through the way in
whichweareableto bring about willful changesin thebehav-
ior of that world which the mere shadows of sense-percep-
tion reflect.

The distinctive feature of the human mind, is its unique
ability to deal with ontological paradoxes of the type which
arise in that way. This unique capacity is what Vernadsky

8.ibid.
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Construction of the Platonic solids at the Schiller Institutein
Chicago. The cubic and biquadratic functions, and the Platonic
solids, LaRouche writes, “ aretypical of theway in which the
seemingly impossi ble paradoxes of sense-certainty expose the
world of imagined sense-certainty, as a universe of mere
shadows.”

preferred to term nogsis, thus avoiding that commonplace,
often misleading habit of references to the act of knowing
(cognition): the habit of saying “knowing” when the speaker
intends to signify merely learning, merely understanding in
Immanuel Kant's sense.®

What Vernadsky signifies by noésis, is most strictly de-
fined as the act of hypothesizing. The prototype of a valid
hypothesis, isan experimentally valid discovery of auniversal
physical principle. On this account, Kepler's unique discov-
ery of aprinciple of universal gravitation, is, for reasons we
shall encounter here, thel eading exampl e of the establishment
of atrue modern mathematical physics.’® By “mathematical
physics,” | mean, as Gauss and Riemann make this point
explicitly, a mathematics which is derived from successful
physical hypotheses, rather than a supposed physics derived
at the mathematician’s, generally accepted, reductionist’'s
classroom blackboard.™

By universal physical principle, we should understand a
class of physical effects which can not be produced in any

9. Kant's Critiques were each and al written as attempts to eradicate the
influences of Plato, Leibniz, Lessing, and M oses Mendel ssohn, for once and
all. The basis which Kant adopted for this was, chiefly, the argument made
by Leonhard Euler’s fraudulent attack on his spiritual grandfather, Leibniz,
in Euler's 1761 Letters to a German Princess. The kernel of what Kant
attempted was not only to outlaw the concept of hypothesis, but, as Kant's
existentialist followers insisted, to eliminate truth, in favor of arbitrary
mere opinion.

10. Johannes Kepler, The New Astronomy (1609), William H. Donahue,
trans. (Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge University Press, 1992).

11. Thisleads, most notably from Gauss, to Riemann’s referenced, revolu-
tionary, 1854 habilitation dissertation.
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other way, but as the expression of that specific intention
which, when proven to be truly universal, becomes thus a
experimentally proven universal principle. Vernadsky's
definition of the Biosphere, isan exampleof thispoint. Physi-
cal effects which are attributable only to an anti-entropic
principle of life, isan example of this. Physical effectswhich
are attributable solely to the willful impact of anti-entropic
cognition (noésis), Vernadsky’ s Noosphere, isalso an exam-
pleof this.

Therefore, it would befoolishtoimaginethat humanintel-
ligence can be adduced from aprinciple also specific to lower
species, such as apes. The increase of the human species
potential relative population-density, from the level of the
several millions conceivable for a species of ape, to billions
today, isadistinct physical effect whichisnot only uniqueto
mankind, butistraced solely tothe specific cognitivefunction
whichislacking intheapes. Proceeding fromtheapes, toward
man, we can go no further than to recognize, that the human
biological organization is, in some way, an extraordinarily
appropriate setting for the existence of an efficient cognitive
(noétic) function. In some way, the existence of a seemingly
ape-like creature, man, was the biological precondition for
the appearance of this quality in aliving species. However,
this leads us to a still deeper consideration: the meaning of
substance.

The Composer

Thenotion of auniversal physical principlereaches back-
ward, as much as forward. Thus, since the existence of a
universal cognitive phase-space is shown by the indicated
evidence, the principle of human existence was not born with
human existence, but was always present and active. Re-
stated: there was always a biotic potential (i.e., phase-space)
acting upon the abiotic domain; similarly, therewasawaysa
phase-space corresponding to the cognitive principle, operat-
ing upon, and interacting with the same domain as the com-
bined abiotic and Biosphere.

The point to be madeisunderlined by stating that “ univer-
sal” signifies that nothing exists “before,” “ after,” or “out-
side” that which isuniversal. The existence of the universeis
perfectly self-contained. Einstein’s celebrated quip, that the
universe is finite but unbounded, is appropriate. Therefore,
the notion of timeitself must be regarded as of arelative, not
atick-tock nature. We must assume that time itself evolves
as the universe undergoes a Riemannian-like process of de-
velopment. In other words, the Gauss-Riemann “ curvature”
of physical space-timeevolvestothe effect that characteristic
measurements become relative, rather than a priori “Carte-
sian” absolutes.

Inthat Riemannian universe, principlesare*eternal,” that
in the Riemannian sense of relative permanence. Once the
implications of that are taken into account, suddenly, our at-
tention is thrust back to Heraclitus' and Plato’s insistence,
that nothing is permanent, but the kinds of change associated
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with the efficient action of universal principles. Our attention
is returned to Plato’s Timaeus dialogue, and the subject of
the Creator of theuniverse as The Composer, composer inthe
sense of Kepler's argument, and of J.S. Bach's bel canto-
derived concept of well-tempered polyphony.

Therefore, | shall now add certain remarks which bear
upon the axiomatic quality of the make-up of our physical
universe. However, sincemy subject here, istheway inwhich
the human individual findshismorally functional placeinthe
universe, rather than the subject of astrophysicsper se, I limit
my remarks here, to showing how we must imagine our social
relationship to that universe, rather than matters of putatively
abiotic astrophysics as such.

Thelack of any possibility of existence“before,” “ after,”
or otherwise “outside of” the bounds of universal physical
principle, eliminates the existence of “absolute time” in the
“Cartesian” sense of that term. Everything which unbridled
fancy might suggest as existing, such as an “invisible hand,”
independently of such limits, issimply adelusion.

That point brings our attention to that notion of a specific
quality of “relativity” of time, which | introduced above. This
focuses attention upon the problematic features of our know!-
edge of things. | emphasize our access to actual knowledge
of the certainty of the non-existence of those shadows merely
imagined to exist as self-evidently efficient objects, to exist
“outside” the boundsof cognitively knowableuniversal phys-
ical principles.

The evidence is that our universe is Riemannian, a self-
expanding universe. | mean Riemannian in the special sense
of an unfolding of the known existence of that universe, as
discovered in ways befitting the notion of known relations
among three general types of phase-spaces (abiotic, living,
cognitive). Thisunfolding isnot presently defined in terms of
particular events, but, rather, those changes in the physical
geometry of the universe which correspond to the emergence
of asignificant roleplayed by newly expressed “ dimensions.”

Under those conditions of the permanence of change, the
curvature of the universe is atered in effect. With such
changes, the practical meaning of timeisaltered. Theideaof
a “clock time” independent of those changes, must be re-
jected. A notion of relative values of physical space-time,
and of physical-space-time curvature, must replace ignorant
persons fantastic notions of a priori clock-time. In effect,
time may be shortened, perhaps defining the universe asrela-
tively much, much younger today than most astronomers es-
timate.*?

12. Never be duped into accepting what is presented as statistical evidence,
simply because a mathematical case has been made for such a proffer. The
assumption that there exist universally constant values for clock time of
certaintypes of events, isan assumption which has never been proven. What
if the universe has been speeding up, that in relative orders of magnitude, as
aresult of its Riemannian mode of self-development? In other words, the
“density” of action within the universe hasbeen increasing? What thenisthe
clock you are using to edify the credulous in the matter of the age of the
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As | shall show, a few moments ahead, it is the way in
which socid relationsare defined by cognition, which defines
the manner of expression of relative physical-space-time
within the universe asawhole.

The notion of a Creator of the universe, is of an active
principle of continuing creation, always, everywhere. Con-
trary to silly Isaac Newton, the universeis not aclock, which
must be periodically rewound. At no timedid an abiotic prin-
cipleexist, without theactive, superior presenceof theuniver-
sal principle of life, nor without the active presence of that
still higher principle of cognition, which is expressed as a
sovereign quality of the individual human mind. Thus, man
ismadeinthelikenessof the Creator, afact which affordsthe
creative sovereign mind of the human individua the power
to know the personal existence of the Creator with the same
degree of certainty as Kepler's unique act of discovery of
universal gravitation.

So, the stones themsel ves have spoken.

TheMarsColony Example

Toillustrate the practical significance of what | have just
written, above, consider the implications of planting a func-
tiona “science city"—a Mars “Los Alamos’— life-support
system under the surface of Mars, and also manned explora-
tion in other parts of the Solar System. Look at the implica
tions of this from the standpoint of the Timaeus dialogue.
Return to the discussion of the principle of Classical tragedy.

As | stated above, Plato distinguished between what are
usually classed, respectively, asnatural and man-made catas-
trophes. Yet, if we consider negligence as also a source of a
catastrophe, thefailureof mankindto devel opitspowersover
nature, such asthefailureto continuethe U.S. Corps of Engi-
neers program for the northerly regions of the Mississippi
river-system, may be the relevant, man-made cause of what
might have been misclassified as a natural catastrophe. The
failure to continue the Hill-Burton policy for U.S. national
health-care, leaves the nation vulnerable, by willful negli-
gence, to relevant future catastrophes. Might it not be likely,
that scientific progress could enable us to exert relevant de-
grees of control over effects of certain seismic processes?
What of the Solar-System processes which now determine
the Earth’ sice-age cycles? Are the cosmic forces within our
Solar System beyond the reach of our species cognitive
powers?

Controlled thermonuclear fusioniswithin our reach. That
change will increase our power in the universe by relative
orders of magnitude beyond present levels of practice. The
potentiality of becoming able to control qualitatively denser

universe? Taught science has always been riddled with “solid facts’ resting
mathemati cally upon hidden axiomatic assumptionsof anarbitrary character.
The entire mathematics of Euler and Lagrange, for example, rests upon un-
stated, axiomatic assumptions respecting the self-evidently “Euclidean” na-
ture of universal physical-space-time. These were the assumptions which
Gauss and Riemann showed to have been absurdities.
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“matter-antimatter” reactions, teases the imagination. How
shall we seek and find the power to control, more and more,
“the forces of cosmic catastrophe’?

Mars is the principal immediate challenge in that di-
rection.

Consider the proposal which | developed, during 1985-
1986, in memory of space-pioneer Krafft Ehricke' s proposal
for colonization of the Moon. He had been among those who
were committed to reaching the stars on our horizon. | had
cometo sharethat outlook. He had emphasized theirony, that
if wedid not havethe M oon asastepping-stoneto Solar space
beyond, there were no visible pathway for mankind' s travel
to the planets and stars beyond. The physical effort of going
beyond Earth-orbit, required the “industrialization” of the
Moon, to overcome the otherwise seemingly impossible bur-
den of producing the greater part of the components of the
bill of materials needed for manned travel to and from our
first interplanetary target, Mars. Use, and processing of the
raw materials, including helium-3 isotope, available on the
Moon, would enable us to assemble flotillas of spacecraft at
locationssuch asEarth’ sgeostationary orbit, for continuously
powered flight to the orbit of Mars. From aplace above Mars,
we could then accumul ate and depl oy the systems needed for
implanting alife-support system under that planet’s surface.

To reach Mars by means of continuously powered accel-
eration-deceleration, and beyond, would require mastery of
controlled thermonuclear fusion asaprimary sourceof power.
Manned exploration to more distant locations, begs the dis-
covery of processesof still greater characteristic“ energy-flux
density.” Ostensibly, the general ruleis, that the ever-deeper
cognitive penetration of the microphysical domain, is the
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An artist’ srendition of a space
station approaching Mars, in a
future colonization effort.
“Manned exploration to more
distant locations, begsthe
discovery of processes of till
greater characteristic ‘ energy-
flux density.” Ostensibly, the
general ruleis, that the ever-
deeper cognitive penetration of
the microphysical domain, is
the pathway toward the power
to master the astrophysical.”

pathway toward the power to master the astrophysical.

Against such a general background as that, the crucial
issuefor our focussed attention here, isthe challenge of defin-
ing those“microphysical” changesinthe general characteris-
tics of “pre-human” living processes, which correspond, in
terms of microphysics, to the demonstrable difference be-
tween human cognitive processes and the qualitatively infe-
rior organization of the mental-perceptual powers of sub-hu-
man living creatures. On that account, we already know, as
Plato’ s dialoguestypify this, the physical effect expressed as
the successful act of cognition (noésis). Wehaveyet to define
themicrophysical expression of those processeswhich noésis
represents as a presently known physical effect, microphysi-
cal processes which lie, necessarily, beyond the scope of to-
day’ sreductionists notion of agenetic heritage.

Asintheexploration of astronomically cosmic processes,
S0, in the search of the remotest regions of microphysics, the
rule must be an ordering of discovery of universal physical
principles which corresponds to man’s increasing power to
control natural and man-made catastrophes, apower obtained
solely through newly discovered universal principles.

In summary of the point illustrated by the Mars-col oniza-
tion case, we have the following.

What we presently know, with certainty, is the nature of
the successful act of cognition. We know thisin two aspects.
Weknow this, firstly, in terms of the modern Platonic mathe-
matical physics developed by such followers of Nicholas of
Cusaand Leonardo daVinci as Kepler, Leibniz, Gauss, and
Riemann.

We also know this in such matters as the distinction of
Classical artistic composition from such degenerate forms of
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art asthose devel oped by empiricistsand existentialists, such
as the decadent parodies of artistic composition and perfor-
mance known as self-styled “ Romantic” and “modern” prac-
tices. | shall return to the matter of Classical art, asaform of
universal physical principle, below. First, we must prepare
the way for that, by continuing to define the meaning of hy-
pothesis and substance as to be viewed within the axiomatic
framework of a Gauss-Riemann mathematical physics.

3. The Higher Hypothesis

The usua error in generally taught in today’s physical-
science classrooms, and elsewhere, is, that even to the degree
that thefact of discovery of experimentally provableuniversal
physical principles, is recognized, such discoveries are usu-
ally treated as essentially actions of individuals, without con-
sidering the manner in which such discovered principles are
actually transmitted through thelarger social processes, from
past, through present, into the future of society. That problem
has persisted despite modern access to knowledge of Plato’s
argument respecting the soul .®

This transmission of knowledge of universal principles,
which sets society absolutely apart from and above a species
of apes, does not occur through textbook or kindred forms of
mere learning. It does not occur through transformation of
“information” by the Internet. Transmission occurs solely
through replication of the original (noétic) act of discovery.

A typical reflection of such replication, is the so-called
Classical humanist method of education, as successively de-
fined by Friedrich Schiller and Wilhelm von Humboldt. By
replicating the experience of the act of discovery, asit had
occurred in preceding generations, the young undergo a
growth of true knowledge, and aso benefit from a devel op-
ment of their moral character. The student must not learnfrom
the textbook, but come to know discoveries, by replicating
theact of theoriginal discovery withinthesovereign cognitive
processes of his, or her own mind. The student must replicate
theactual experienceof theact of discovery of experimentally
valid universal principles, as made by original discoverers.
AsVernadsky recognized, the replication of the cognitive act
of discovery isan action to a physical effect of changing the
characteristic physical effect of the behavior of theindividual
who has made or actually replicated such a discovery. That
act is, therefore, as much a subject of a universal physica

13. Cf. Moses Mendel ssohn, Phaedon. In addition to the usual literature on
thiswork, | reference M. Kayserling, Moses Mendelssohn: Sein Leben and
seine Werke (Leipzig: Hermann Mendelssohn, 1862), Book VI, pp. 148-
183. Note the reference to Mendel ssohn’ sfriend and admirer Graf Wilhelm
Schaumburg-Lippeon p. 151. It was at Schaumburg-Lippe' smilitary school
that Gerhard Scharnhorst was trained, under a program crafted for Schaum-
burg-Lippeby “The German Socrates’ Mendel ssohn. Such wastypical of the
role of thecollaborators Mendel ssohn and Lessing inlaunching therevival of
Leibniz and J.S. Bach which was the German Classic of Abraham Kastner,
Goethe, Schiller, Mozart, Beethoven, the Humboldts, et al.
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principle as any topic in what it otherwise recognized as ex-
perimental physical-scientific knowledge.

Thisnotion of thephysical principleexpressed by genera-
tion and transmission of valid discoveries of universal physi-
cal principle, as| developed that over the 1948-1953 interval,
was the kernel of my original contribution to the science of
physical economy, and thus the origin of my unique success
astheworld’ s leading, published long-range economic fore-
caster today.

The class of universal socia principles so typified, is
known to European civilization’s retrospective view of the
time of Thales, Pythagoras, Solon, and Plato, asthe principles
of Classical artistic composition, as exemplified by Plato’s
Socratic dialogues. These socia principles are expressed in
the Classical-humanist teaching of physical science, interms
of the social relationship between the mind of the original
discoverer and the students who have replicated the mental-
cognitive experience of the original discoverer.

It isthrough that transmission, as across many successive
generations, that the efficient accumulation of knowledge of
universal principles, produces the increase in man's power
over nature, a transmission whose effect is expressed asin-
crease of the characteristic potential relative popul ation-den-
sity of the human species. Most typical of this connection,
is the sudden explosion of the potentia relative population-
density achieved within globally extended European civiliza-
tion, through the revival of the Classical Greek tradition of
Plato et al., by the Italy-pivotted, Fifteenth-Century Golden
Renaissance. ™

Similarly, given the prevalent decline in civilization of
the Mediterranean region, since about 200 B.C., following
the emergence of Rome asanimperial Mediterranean power,
the ebbsand flowsin the culture of Europe asawhole, reflect
the outcomesof continuing conflict betweenthe Christianand
Classical cultural influence, on the one side, and the Roman
legacy of Augustus, Tiberius, Diocletian, et al., on the oppos-
ing side. The significance of the Islamic renai ssance’ scontri-
butions to European civilization, as typified by the Abassid
Caliphate’s relations to Charlemagne, and the Staufer Em-
peror Frederick 11, are to be compared with the case of the
Fifteenth-Century Renaissance on that account.

Principles, such as those of physical science, which had
been prevalent in Classical Greek culture prior to 200 B.C.,
existed, but the benefit of those principles was not expressed
in society’ s devel opment, except as the reenactment of those
discoverieswastransmitted through thekind of social process

14. See Figure 1. The Fifteenth-Century, Florence-centered Renaissance,
generated a rate of improvement in human demographic potential qualita-
tively beyond anything in the known existence of the human speciesearlier.
All failuresof globally extended European culture sincethat time, have been
explicitly the outcome of attempts, as by the religious warfare of the 1511-
1648 interval, to reversethe Renaissance’ scommitment to aperfectly sover-
eign nation-state, governed by the principle of scientific progressin fostering
the general welfare of all of the people and their posterity, that also for the
benefit (common good) of all mankind, past aswell as present and future.
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FIGURE 1
Growth of European Population, Population-Density, and Life-Expectancy at Birth, Estimated for
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which aClassical humanist mode of education typifies.
Conversely, today, the uprooting of Classical humanist
principlesof education and general social practice, during the
1966-2002 interval, corresponds, in effect, to an accelerating
moral and economic degeneration of globally extended Euro-
pean civilization, such that, with certain exceptions, the typi-
cal individuasin the U.S. and Europe who reached maturity
duringtherecent thirty-odd years, aremorally and technol ogi-
caly inferior to their predecessors. This decadence can be
largely, although not entirely attributed to programs consis-
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Note breaks and changes in scales.

tent with the 1963 Paris OECD report on educational policy
presented by Britain’s same Dr. Alexander King who subse-
quently co-founded the malthusian Club of Rome.

On this account, that shortfall of VIadimir Vernadsky’s
definition of the Nodsphere, to which | have referred earlier
here, istwofold.

First, hisotherwiseeminently valid, experimental distinc-
tion among abiotic, living, and cognitive phase-spaces, can
be comprehended efficiently only from the exemplary stand-
point of Riemann’s 1854 habilitation dissertation. Unfortu-
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nately, Vernadsky’ swork does not show that he had occasion
to work through that matter, to come to the point of recogniz-
ing the crucia point of functional difference between anon-
Euclidean geometry, such as that of Jonas Bolyai, N. Lo-
batchevsky, and Hermann Minkowski, and theanti-Euclidean
conceptions of Gauss and Riemann.

Second, for related reasons, he does not take into account
the fact, that the sovereign act of discovery of an experimen-
tally valid universal physica principle, defines a distinct
phase-space, that to such an effect that social relations orga-
nized on the basis of replication of such sovereign individual
discoveriesof principle, alsoexpressadistinct cultural princi-
ple, aprinciplewhich defines a sub-phase-space of the cogni-
tive process characteristic of our species.

Classical Culture

These Classical principles of socia relations, to be ad-
duced from such studies, are sub-classed, asto types, by prin-
ciplesof a.) Classical humanist scientific educationand prac-
ticeastypified by reenacting thediscoveriesof suchasKepler,
Leibniz, Gauss, and Riemann; b.) Classical artistic composi-
tion; and c.) Classical notions of history, natural law, and
related statecraft. | have introduced the first of these three. |
must now add the remaining two.

For the student, the most immediately accessible of these
types, isthat of aClassical approach to the so-called physical
sciences. In thisaspect of Classical approaches to education,
the student, for example, not only replicates the sovereign
act of discovery of the original, or analogous discoverer, but
addresses the abiotic and living domains as objects of action
by human individuals, or by relatively small groups of indi-
viduals. Thus, ostensibly, the immediate subject of physical
science is the history of mankind' s increase of the power of
the individual, or small working groups of individuals, over
the abiotic and living processes of the Biosphere.

That subject is not quite as simple as that description
might suggest. For example, the relative scale of historica
time, is located within the process, over thousands of years,
of successive cognitive experiences, among successive indi-
viduals and successive cultures. The present-day student’s
relationship to Plato, Eratosthenes, and Archimedes, for ex-
ample, is an immediate relationship, but the relationship of
thoseancientstotoday’ spupil, isthrough the successive steps
of progress, forward through history, up to the moment of the
student’ s study.

Apparently, the oldest-known physical science is the
combination of astronomy with transoceanic navigation. For
example, European and Indian Subcontinent studies of an-
cient Vedic calendars, date these, from interna evidence, to
dates as early as a period between 6000 and 4000 B.C., in
Central Asia, when the vernal eguinox was in Orion. The
astrophysical implications of the great pyramids of Egypt,
point toward amuch moreancient antiquity of astronomy and
transoceanic navigation. The founding of known civilization
within Mesopotamia was done by a transoceanic culture of
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the Dravidian language-group. By physical necessity, human
culture did not develop inland, toward the rivers and seas, but
developed as transoceanic cultures of “peoples of the sea,”
who developed culture along principal inland waterways, to-
ward the development of cultures in regions more remote
from the coasts.

We know that a developed human genotype existed on
this planet much earlier than 400,000-600,000 years ago. We
know these predecessorswerehuman, rather than higher apes,
because of our discovery of tools of atypewhichno apecould
design. During a span of human existence which could have
been asgreat as, or greater thantwo millionsyears, thelongest
cyclesdetermined by the organization of Solar System itself,
are counted in either ice-age cycles of hundreds of thousands
of yearsof glaciation, or equinoctial cyclesof approximately
25,000 years. The Zodiac, which fascinates astrologers, ex-
presses mankind's preoccupation with the importance of
changesin the Solar System’s cyclical behavior, asthe great
pyramids of Egypt typify this concern.

Generations of lower forms of life, each come and go.
Man alone has a history, a history of the effects of the trans-
mission of ideas, especially notions of universal physical
principle, transmitted and retransmitted over successive gen-
erations. Itisnot only thediscovery, but also thetransmission
of those principles which expresses the noétic principle of
cognition, which define the true clock of history. Science
is as close, and as distant from me today, as Archytas and
Archimedes of ancient Syracuse. Such isthe distinction and
relativetime-scal e by whichthose processesof changeknown
as culture are to be measured.

The crucia topic of this review of the principles of a
Classical culture, is, first of al, the fact, that the successful
transmission and use of discovered universal physical princi-
ples, produces an effect within society which is comparable
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to the effect of a successful genetic evolution among lower
species. This effect is expressed most immediately as an in-
crease of the potential relative popul ation-density of the soci-
eties which adopt such an heritage of progress, and, also the
relative misery of those cultures which do not.

Thus, the transmission of adopted valid discoveries of
universal physical principles, asfrom Kepler, causesideas of
that type to function as what might be fairly termed “ super-
genes.” Thereplication of thevalid universal physical princi-
ples, asthe knowledgefor practice of successive generations,
has the effect of the virtual biological evolutionary species-
upshift of the society which adopts those principles.

“Evolutionary” changes of such a quality, define the ap-
propriate, anti-Kantian meaning of truth. This principle of
truth, as it applies within physical science, also applies with
full forcein setting Classical artistic compositioninto opposi-
tion to the decadent parodies produced by the Romantic or
modernist composer or performer. Classical art produces
nothing but truthful statements; Romantic or modernist pa-
rodiesmerely produce, sometimesas*“art for art’ ssake,” sen-
sual or intellectual effects not intended to be subjected to a
standard of scientfic truthfulness.

Classical Dramaand Truth

Inthe Classical tradition, thedefinition of “truth” for both
physical science and art, reflectsthe conception of Heraclitus
and Plato, that nothing is permanent (universal) but change.
Truth liesnot in aseries of perceived events; truth liesin the
power to change the ordering of a series of perceived events,
that in away which solves an otherwise unconquerabl e onto-
logical paradox of perception. That reflects that distinction
between sense-perception and knowledge, which | have em-
phasized here. The recurring ontological paradoxes of sense-
perception, shows that what we experience as sense-percep-
tion, is often false. It is those valid discoveries of principle
which increase man’s power in and over the universe, which
aretrue.

Thus, for the literate mind, sense-perception becomes a
perpetual puzzle, challenging theindividual to discover those
new solutions of thetypeknown asvalid universal principles.
It isour ability to demonstrate the validity of proposed solu-
tions, through forms of practice which increase mankind's
power in and over the universe, which isthe test required. It
isour ability to change our relationship to reality, to increase
man’s power in and over the experienced universe, through
suchdiscovered principles, which servesusthusasaprovable
standard of truth.

All valid expressions of Classical artistic composition,
meet that Heraclitus-Plato standard of truth. The problem
posedto us, inlooking at Vernadsky’ sview of the Nodsphere
from the standpoint of Classical principles, is to locate the
efficient connection between thefunction of artistic truth, and
a genetic-like quality of evolutionary upshift of a society’s
potential relative population-density.

Schiller’ sdramas are exceptionally notable for theinten-
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sity of their fidelity to the actual history of the matter ad-
dressed within the drama. On this account, von Wolzogen's
studies of Schiller’ streatments of the Netherlands and Thirty
Y ears wars, pointed to the specific doctrine of strategic de-
fense, for defeat of Napoleon, which the Prussian military
presented to Czar Alexander |. Even Schiller’s use of some
limited dramatic license, in dramas such as Don Carlos and
the case of Jeanne d'Arc (The Maid of Orleans), was not
allowedtoleadthe audiencestoviewscontrary totheessential
features of the actual history. Even where great dramatists,
such as Shakespeare, used legends as thematic material, the
tragedy portrayed wasareliable, and thereforetruthful lesson
in statecraft. As Schiller argued, the function of the theater is
to transform the audiences into better people leaving the the-
ater than had entered it. The latter result is not accomplished
by “moralizing,” but only by providing the audience a sense
of the cognitive experience of truthfulnessin mattersof state-
craft.

Therelationship of theintended audience and the compo-
sition of the Classical drama, especially Classical tragedy and
related modes, is the same as that of a student in a Classica
humanist educational program to the re-experiencing of an
original valid discovery of auniversal physical principle. The
art of composition and authentic performance of agreat Clas-
sical drama, such as those of Shakespeare or Schiller, liesin
theestablishing of acognitiverel ationship between thedrama
and the audience.

Itisthe samewith Classical poetry. The essence of poetry
is those forms of Classica irony which reach their peak of
intensity with true metaphor, without any inclusion of sym-
bolism intended by the composer. All such irony and meta-
phor tease the cognitive powers of the individua mind, by
appealing to asense of ontological paradox, asthroughirony,
metaphor, and the subjunctive mode. The test of the quality
of aClassical poemisthedegreetowhichtheavailableresolu-
tion of the irony is atruthful one. The basis for that content
of the poem, liesin the composer’s recognition of the false-
nessof sense-certainty: the progress of humanity intheworld
is not managed by reaction to objects of sense-certainty, but
by discovering the efficiently existing, real objects lurking,
unseen, behind theillusory shadows of sense-perception.

Compare the great dramatist and actors, from the time of
the Classical Greek tragedies, to the present-day Classical
professionally developed actor.

One famous fool, asked why he had pursued a stage ca-
reer, replied, “Look at me!” He desired to be admired as an
object, likea“Hollywood star,” on stage. The competent pro-
fessional actor would never desire to do such a thing. He
would speak through the mask. His, or her stage, isthe stage
described by Shakespeare’ s Chorus, at the opening of Henry
V. Hewould not be that which the audience seeswithitseyes,
but afigure on the stage of the audience’ simagination. He, or
she, on stage, is but the shadow of the object to be found
within the imagination of the member of the audience. Some
call this an illusion; contrary to that opinion, it is the truth
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which the senses attempt to falsify.

Nothing good were accomplished by staging Henry V on
asaHollywood screen’ sattempt at sense-certainty. Quitethe
contrary: seek to show the actual horses, the wide fields, and
so forth, and the purpose of the drama is more or less lost.
Thefocusisshifted from the stage of theimagination. Put the
play on a box stage, within the auditorium of a seated audi-
ence, and you bring the drama to life; Hollywood prefersto
embalmit for display, making it alifelessrelic of thecompos-
er's living intention, returning from the standard of Greek
Classical sculpture to the tombstones of the Archaic.

It isthe mind, not the eyes and ears, that can see and hear
that principle of universal gravitation discovered by Kepler.
With the mind, the power of gravitation is actually experi-
enced as an efficient principle; with the eyes and ears, is it
only the delusory impression of a symbolism. To seek to
make mattersof principle sense-perceptible, doesnot enhance
comprehension, but destroys it, as the charlatan’s magic
numbs the comprehension.

Classical poetry worksthus. Classical dramaand poetry,
are not fiction, but instruments of truth, devices by means of
which the power of posing and imparting truth is cultivated
in the minds of the peopl e, thus equipping them to communi-
cate the most important subjects worthy of their attention.
Thus, great Classical art produces better people than could
otherwise be made, from among their audiences.

Compare this case, with that for Classical music.

Classical Musicand Truth
Sincethevictims of recent generations' exposure to con-
temporary education and culture, have, only rarely, experi-
ence and less knowledge of any music which is not more or
lessdionysiac rant, it isessential that | begin my treatment of
thistopic with afew preliminary points of orientation.
Classical music hasvery ancient roots, which are, by their
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nature, characteristic of the specific mental-physiological
characteristicsof the human individual. Our ancient evidence
to that specific effect, comes from traces of the impact of
ancient languages, especially polyphonic poetry. Themodern
Classical European musical culture traces its origins chiefly
from the Classical Greeks, including the work of Plato,
through such Arab thinkersas Al-Farabi, into the clear defini-
tion of the characteristics of the human singing voice by the
Fifteenth-Century Florentine school of bel canto voice-train-
ing, and the pioneering work in defining the scientific basis
for this by Leonardo da Vinci and the related work of Johan-
nes Kepler.

These adducible characteristics have been recognized by
relevant specialists, asembedded inthe characteristics of lan-
guagesin general

However, what may be strictly defined as the Classical
European musical tradition, emerged around an intersection
of the continuing influence of the Fifteenth-Century Italian
bel canto school with the circles of Handel and J.S. Bach. It
was Bach'’s rigorous development of bel canto-based, well-
tempered polyphony, which defines all that which can be
rationally identified as Classi cal standards of musical compo-
sition and performance, from the work of Bach himself
through Johannes Brahmsand hiscircles. Therelationship of
Classical composition to the setting of Classical poetry and
drama, as by Handel, Bach, Mozart, Beethoven, Schubert,
Schuman, Verdi, and Brahms, expresses the deepest and
broadest significance of the spiritual principlesinvolved: that
inthe sense | have defined spirituality, above.

The contrary, Romantic school of Rameau and Fux ap-
peared afresh in the early Nineteenth Century, with Czerny,
Liszt, Berlioz, Wagner, etal. Thelatter were, largely, contem-
porariesof strictly Classical polyphonistssuchasHaydn, Mo-
zart, Beethoven, Schubert, Mendel ssohn, Schumann, Verdi,
and Brahms; the distinction of these Romantics is that they
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Bel canto singers, sculpted by Luca della Robbia. The bel canto
method of Classical singing isindispensable for the
communication of real musical ideas.

parodied those Classical composers' palette of Classical po-
lyphony eclectically, while rejecting the principles of reason
on which Classical composition and performance depended.
What followed the Romantics down the pathway of continu-
ing cultural decadence, under the rubric of modernism, has
been increasingly arbitrary, usually insolent, and artistically
sterile, especialy since the influence of Theodor Adorno’s
Frankfurt School.

The principa significance of modern Classical musical
culture, from J.S. Bach, most notably, tothepresent, islocated
in two, central physical characteristics. Firgt, it excludes any
so-called theory of purely “instrumental music,” and locates
the evolution, function, and standards for performance of the
non-vocal instruments, in their role as imitators of the quali-
tiesof thebel canto singingvoice. Second, is, asl haveempha-
sized repeatedly on other occasions, the qualitative enhance-
ment of the Classical poetry reworked as a Classical musical
composition. These two considerations must be examined to
understand the proper role of the characteristics of the bel
canto speaking/singing voice, in the communication of those
kinds of ideas which pertain to the process of generation and
proliferation of valid universal physical principles.

This kind of importance of sung prosody did not begin
with Bach; Bach, following an approach consistent with the
successive work on musical principlesby Leonardo daVinci
and Kepler, solved afundamental problem of principle with
hisdiscovery of the principles of well-tempered counterpoint
aready inhering, implicitly, inthe physical characteristics of
the bel canto singing/speaking voice. One should be able to
recognizetherel evant distinctionsin hearingtheway inwhich
an ostensibly educated person delivers, or ruins a Classical
English poem, such as one of those of Shakespeare, Keats, or
Shelley. Instead of speaking or singing on the stage of the
audience’ s cognitiveimagination, they are Sweet Little Miss
Midget, curtseying to the audience assembled for the chil-
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dren’srecital: “Look at me!”

As| have written, above, the goal of the literate speaker
isto speak as Franz Schubert intended the sung poem to be
heard, as the relatively simple Erlkénig or Gretchen am
Spinnrade implicitly demands.”® Put on the Classical mask
of music, speak to the stage of the cognitive imagination, and
seethe surprise on the audience' sface, when they are startled
to recognize, at the end of the performance, that it isyou, the
mere performer, standing there on stage, rather than the grand
personality you had been in their imagination a moment
earlier.

The significance of Bach’'s work to this effect, can be
shown by superimposing the relevant, voice-specific set of
singing-voiceregistrations, relative to C=256, upon the score
of Bach’ scelebrated The Well-Tempered Clavier. A compar-
ison of the second, C-minor fugue of the First Book, with the
content of hislater A Musical Offering, opensthe gateway to
all subsequent Classical composition. The Art of the Fugue,
studied from that vantage-point, clarifies mattersstill further.

In such pioneering work by Bach, we are presented with
akey for understanding the way in which a Classical form of
Platonic ontological paradox works. The contradiction im-
plicitly embedded inasingle contrapuntal statement by Bach,
demandsacognitiveresolution according to aset of variously
stated, or potentially implied principles of development. For
a quick introduction of the student of music to this point,
extend the subject of the second fugue from the First Book
through and beyond the examples provided by A Musical
Offering and The Art of the Fugue, through thetreatments of
the samegerm musical ideaby Mozart, Beethoven, Schubert,
Schumann, and Brahms, among others. This, taken together
with the related role of a series of Lydian intervalsin works
assimpleasMozart' sAve Verum Corpus, isto berecognized
asacentral point of referenceto Bach throughout the greatest
part of all Classical musical composition through Brahms.

15. See reference to Gustav Jenner on Brahms, in A Manual on the Rudi-
ments of Tuning and Registration, Book I, John Sigerson and Kathy Wolfe,
eds. (Washington, D.C.: Schiller Institute, 1992), Chapter 12. Like Brahms,
Beethoven also emphasized that poetsinferior inideas and sense of musical-
ity to Friedrich Schiller afforded composersthe most generous opportunities
for improving the poem through amusical setting. Schiller’s sometime col-
|aborator Goethe, wasfortunatein hisrichly ironical sense of musicality and
the treatment his poetry received at the hands of such great composers as
Mozart, Beethoven, and Schubert. Passionately anti-Romantic Heinrich
Heine enjoyed the favors of Schubert and, emphatically, Robert Schumann.
The greatness of art lies not in the medium as such, but in the nested ironies
which the medium is used to convey. It is the ironies which generate the
ideas. A great composer has often transformed a little poem, presenting the
song as heard by the composer, rather than the relevant poet. So, in drama, a
great actor and director caninfuse the beauty of ideasinto adramaotherwise
of mediocre relevance.

16. A related caseisfound in theway in which aremarkabledevelopment, in
measures 76-87 of the second, Adagio Sostenuto movement of Beethoven's
Opus 106, reappears in Brahms' Fourth Symphony. Compare this with the
Coda of the last movement of Beethoven’'s Opus 111, in which Beethoven
references Mozart'sK. 475 reference to Bach’'s A Musical Offering.
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conception of “ agape,” in| Corinthians 13, for his* Four Serious
Songs’—in effect, Brahms' last will and testament.

Inthoserelationsamong Classical composers, wearecon-
fronted by the samekind of dialogue characteristic among the
greatest scientific discoverers, as from Plato and his Acad-
emy, through Cusa, Leonardo, Kepler, Leibniz, Gauss, and
Riemann. Each and all employ the method of hypothesis to
solve strictly defined ontological paradoxes. Most of them
reference, more or less explicitly, the work of predecessors,
even across millennia. The same principle of truth, which is
demanded of Classical scientific minds, is demanded of all
Classical composers and performers, just as John Keats' fa-
mous emphasis upon truth and beauty attests.

In both Classical science and Classical musical composi-
tion and performance, the rel ations among the generations of
experimentally valid universal principles, arethe characteris-
tic feature of each, and of both, as a social process. Just as
Kepler's and Gauss's most crucial discoveries appear as a
dialogue with the Classica Greek circles of Plato and his
Academy, so the principles expressed by modern European
civilization's development of the well-tempered polyphony
of Bach through Brahms, assume the dynamic form of adia-
logue among the discoverers and developers of universa
physical principles.

Thesameappearsin Classical plasticart. Inthebest exam-
plesof Classical Greek sculpture, theearlier “tombstone-like”
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sculptureis superseded by the capture of afigurein the mid-
motion expressing both the principle of life and the perma
nence of nothing but change. The principles involved are
made explicitly clear by Leonardo da Vinci’s revolution in
perspective, and the continuation of that by Raphael Sanzio
and Rembrandt.

In Classical artistic composition, asin Classical science,
the essence of humanity, as a species of creative individuals.
is made a subject of human consciousness. Redlity lies be-
tween the cracksin the shadow-world of sense-perception. It
is the active connection among the transmissions of valid
universal principles, asfrom onegeneration to another, which
expresses the quality of humanity as a species, rather than
isolatedindividuals. Itistheability of theindividual, tolocate
himself or herself as an efficiently acting individual in that
process, whichimpartstothe mortal individual awell-defined
sense of apermanent quality for theindividual’ s mortal exis-
tence.

Classical History

To the degreetheindividua’s motives, asamorta actor,
are premised upon devotion to causing the progress of the
condition of future humanity to move forward, and to adopt,
also, asenseof obligationtobringinto actuality theunrealized
worthy accomplishments of persons from earlier times, the
mortal individual gains not only a sense of fully efficient
permanence of mortal existence, but a sense of a sublime
purposein the mortal individual’ s existence.

What we should recognize as Classical art, is thus to be
recognized not only asthe expression of spirituality, but asan
efficient intention, the appropriate expression of an efficient
force without which the willful achievement of human prog-
ress would not exist. Lacking that commitment to progress,
man would cease to be a species above the beasts, and would
tend to behave as a beast, not as made in the image of the
Creator. Theidea of amission to further progress, an idea of
the beauty of progress, is the most powerful force within
our universe.

The combined study of Classical science and principles
of Classical artistic composition, represents the foundation
for a comprehension of ascience of history. Thismeans his-
tory as distinct from mere chronicles, or the mere interpreta-
tivecommentarieson chroni clesof human existence. History,
in the Classical sense of the term, combines the notions of
scientific and technological progress with the lessons of the
Classically defined cognitively truthful notions of the tragic
and the beautifully sublime. For reasons| have already given
here, a Classical science of history signifies the subjunctive
view of the historical process, history as essentially matters
of irony and metaphor.

The history of mankind, and of the societies of which the
whole of mankind is composed, is defined as the relationship
of the cognitively defined individual to anintentional process
of development of all human existence, past, future, and pres-
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ent. History is man either acting to affect al past, future,
and present society’s progress, or failing to act so. It is the
principled intention of that individual toward all mankind,
which must be the focus of attention, as the Apostle Paul
argues the principle of agape to that effect in the
I Corinthians 13 which Johannes Brahms referenced in the
Four Serious Songs which are, in effect, Brahms' essential
statement of hislast will and testament.

Thisbringsusto adeeper conception, towhich | turnyour
attention now: the implications of Plato’s treatment of the
subject of thefiveregular (Platonic) solids, asemphasized by
Leonardo da Vinci, and as this argument was elaborated for
the founding of mathematical physics by Kepler.” The pur-
pose of this needed intellectual excursion, is to define the
meaning of intention, as| have, once again, applied that term
immediately above.

4. The ‘Golden Section’

The origina development of an actual mathematical
physics, by Kepler, featured the measurement of an harmonic
ordering among the Solar orbits, according to the ratio of
the differences between the values of each orbit when it is,
respectively, relatively nearest and most distant from the Sun.
The relative values of these ratios defined a musical scale.
These measured values correspondedin their principled form
to Plato’ streatment of the musical scale and related matters.

Plato’'s treatment of the matter, as in the Timaeus dia
logue, referencesthefact that only fivekindsof regular solids
can exist within what passes for a Euclidean solid geometry.
The characteristic feature of the geometrical construction of
these solids, asaseries, isan apparent geometric ratio termed
“the Golden Section.” Kepler addressed thisissuein acele-
brated, shorter work on the subject of the snowflake.’® Kepler
showed apattern, in which the Golden Section wasageomet-
rical characteristic of living processes, as distinct from non-
living (abiotic) processes such as the snowflake. This was
consistent with Plato’ s argument to similar effect.

Now, for the purpose of the discussion of the meaning of
historical intention, look at those matters from the history
of science from the reference-point of my earlier, summary
description of a three-phase-space Vernadsky universe. The
crucia point, as Plato and Kepler emphasized, is that a uni-
verse, or phase-space characterized by the appearance of the
Golden Section in “Euclidean space” terms of reference, is
found only among living processes, not abiotic ones. Thefirst

17. Harmonice Mundi (1619). For an English translation, see The Harmony
of the World by Johannes Kepler, E.J. Aiton, A.M. Duncan, and J.V. Field,
trans., (Philadelphia: American Philosophical Society, 1997).

18. De Nixe Sexangula (1611). For an English translation, see The Six-
Cornered Snowflake, ColinHardie, trans., (Oxford, U.K.: Oxford University
Press, 1966).
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question to be posed by us at this moment is, what does this
mean in the language of mathematics?

As indicated earlier, the most important issue debated
within mathematical physics, is whether physicsis a branch
of mathematics, as Lagrange implied, or mathematics a
branch of physics, asPlato, Kepler, Leibniz, Gauss, Riemann,
and othersinsisted.

For the case of geometry, the casefor physicswas proven
by Plato and othersof theancient, pre-Roman Empire, Classi-
cal period, who demonstrated the case for the squaring of the
circle, the cube, and the Platonic solids.

In modern times, the ivory-tower mathematicians, such
as the Aristoteleans and empiricists, argued that the line de-
fined by the counting numbers, was not only independent of
geometry, but, that since measurement must be made in a
way consistent with the notion of the counting numbers, the
geometric line could contain no propertieswhich wereincon-
sistent with the concept of the counting numbers.

The elementary case against that argument based on the
notion of counting numbers, was made by the famous student
of Késtner and Zimmerman, Carl Gauss. Most notable were
Gauss s Disquisitiones Arithmeticae in general, but also his
1799 fundamental theorem of algebra, and his second paper
on biquadratic residues.

Inthe case of the 1799 report on thefundamental theorem,
Gaussrefuted the empiricist argument of D’ Alembert, Euler,
and Euler’ sfollower Lagrange, by demonstrating the reality
of what he defined as the complex domain. Gauss's case for
quadratic and cubic functions, amounted to arestatement of
the ancient Classical case for the geometric doubling of the
square and cube, but from the standpoint of arithmetic. Plato
and his Academy had emphasized that no line can generate a
surface, or a surface a solid; thus, the surface is a physical
existence of ahigher power than aline, and asolid of ahigher
power than a surface. This notion of power, introduced to
such cases by Plato, was carried over directly by Gaussinto
the distinction in powers of line, surface, solid, and so forth,
in algebraic functions.

The action which defines the functional relations among
elements of such powers, is a quality of existence which is
reflected in the complex domain, as the doubling of the cube,
and the extraction of cube roots, demonstrates that point with
relatively greatest simplicity and elegance. The case of the
biquadratic residues provides akind of generalization of that
point. These powers express the efficient role of change, in
the sense of Heraclitus-Plato as the characteristic form of the
real action controlling changesinthebehavior of the shadows
in Plato’s Cave. They represent the relatively most rudimen-
tary mathematical -physi csnotion of auniversal physical prin-
ciple.

Such aprinciple, so conceptualized pointsto the meaning
of intention as Kepler equated intention, the Creator’ sinten-
tion, in defining his own discover of a universal physical
principle of gravitation.
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Carl Friedrich Gauss. His 1799 refutation of D’ Alembert, Euler, and Lagrange, refutesthe
fundamental error underlying the“ ivory tower” follies common to all empiricist and
positivist misconception of the elementary principles of a mathematical physics.

All of those considerations just indicated for the elemen-
tary notion of the generalized complex domain, must be ap-
plied to the seemingly anomalous implications of the five
Platonic solids. A close scrutiny of the implications of
Gauss' s Disquisitiones Arithmeticae, givesimportant hints.

Anomalies of the number field pointed toward the fact,
that the integers were not generated by counting, but in a
way consistent with modularity, and consistent also with the
notion of the division of thecirclein defining circular action.
Thepoint is, that Gauss streatment of the fundamental theo-
rem of algebra, showed not only that geometric considera-
tions so located, defined the universal properties of the num-
ber field, but that these geometric considerations were rooted
in physical considerations of the same elementary type as
Kepler'seguation of intention and gravity.

Similarly, theuniversality of the casefor thefive Platonic
solids, and related implications of the Archimedean solids,
reflects the following general set of principles.

First, sinceliving and non-living processeshavefunction-
ally and mathematically distinct geometries, but occupy the
same universe, thisreflects the fact that the universe is com-
posed of distinct, but interacting phase-spaces, as Kepler re-
peats that point in his paper on the snowflake. Two points
follow. That thetwo geometriesinteract physically, asdistinct
powers (in Plato’s sense), but that the living is superior to
the abiotic, as Vernadsky shows in his argument, based in
biogeochemistry, for the Biosphere. Thefact that, among par-
ticular species within the known universe, only the human
mind is capable of the higher form of efficient anti-entropic
intentions, defines athird phase-space.
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That outline of the argument
given, now let usreturn our attention
to the matter of the intention of the
humanindividual and of that individ-
ual’ ssociety.

L eibniz and Constitutional
Law

The U.S. Constitution of 1787-
1789isuniqueamongall known con-
stitutions, in the respect that the en-
tire document is subsumed by a uni-
versal principle, as expressed in its
Preamble. Other documents de-
scribed as* constitutions,” were bet-
ter described, not as congtitutions,
but as“basic law,” being essentially
aformof themerely positivelaw, but
a portion which has been assigned a
superior placeinthehierarchy of law
in general. What may give abody of
“basiclaw” some of the appearances
of atrue consgtitution, isthe fact that
special considerations and proce-
dures are required to modify it.

The U.S. Preamble has three leading characteristics, two
stated, and one implicit in the role of the Preamble as the
intention to which al other aspects of the Constitution are
forever subject. Thefirsttwo principlesare, first, theprinciple
of the perfect sovereignty of the nation and its Constitution,
and, second, the obligation of government and its actions to
promote the general welfare of al theliving and their poster-
ity. Thethird characteristicisimplicit, that no subsidiary part
of the Constitution may be defined in away contrary to the
requirements of the Preamble.

There is a fourth principle, neither within the Preamble,
nor implicit, but one of the greatest general importance for
the nation: the notion that the goal of the existence of the
perfectly sovereign nation-state depends upon the establish-
ment of a certain ecumenical order among a community of
respectively perfectly sovereign nation-states. Secretary of
State John Quincy Adams' commitment to a future com-
munity of principle among the respectively perfectly sover-
eign nation-state republics of the Americas, illustrates the
point.

The U.S. had the advantage of being established by aid
of the intention of influential and other persons from many
European states. In addition, the leading influence among
Benjamin Franklin and others was, first, that of Leibniz,
whose unique conception of “life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness’ is central to the 1776 Declaration of Indepen-
dence. Additionally, the interval 1763-1783, during which
the U.S. strugglefor sovereign independence was conducted,
was a period of agreat resurgence of the Classical scientific

EIR July 19, 2002



and cultural ferment within Europe. This combination of ex-
ceptional advantages and situation enabled theyoung U.S.A.
to craft aform of true nation-state republic, whereasthe prog-
ress of freedom in Europe, for example, tended to follow the
pathway of least resistance, the transformation of the feudal
parliamentary institutions into more or less fair approxima-
tions of true governments.

The preservation and strengthening of the Constitution
under the leadership of President Abraham Lincoln, and the
rescue of the U.S.A. by President Franklin Roosevelt, reflect,
in large degree, the exceptional advantages which history
gaveto our creation.

Under those referenced, exceptional Eighteenth-Century
conditions of the devel opment of the U.S. republic, theinflu-
ence of Leibniz wasmost crucial in many respects, including
that American System of political-economy as described by,
among others, Treasury Secretary Alexander Hamilton.

The immediately preceding set of observations seem to
bear chiefly onthe U.S." s potential rolein effortsat ecumeni-
cal fraternity among peoples. | have raised them here with a
somewhat different problemin view. | have cited the preced-
ing points to illustrate actual historical developments which
illustrate certain principles of general importance to the ecu-
menical causein general.

Among such pointsisthe fact, that although it should be
possiblenow, that no new general warsamong nations should
be fought, the conditions for the outlawing of war do not yet
exist among prudent and sane men and women. Rather, were
just warfare unavoidable, the policy for conduct of such war-
fare, must be establishing the necessary preconditions for a
just and enduring peace. On that account, it should be consid-
ered obligatory among Christians, as among others, that a
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The U.S Constitutional
Convention. Under the
exceptional Eighteenth-
Century conditions of the
development of the U.S,
republic, “ the influence of
Leibnizwas most crucial in
many respects, including
that American System of
political-economy as
described by, among others,
Treasury Secretary
Alexander Hamilton.”

ecumenical peace of faiths be established. Such a peace will
be aserious proposition, only if certain of itsimplicationsare
recognized and accepted.

Thecrucia pointillustrated by thecase of theU.S. Consti-
tution of 1789-89, wasand istheissue of defining afunctional
conception of intention. The Preamble of the U.S. Constitu-
tion premisesthe lawful existence of the U.S. Republic upon
alawful intention underlying the existence of the sovereign
nation-state republic. Thisintention, when observed, hasthe
effect of auniversal physical principle, one no less awvesome
in quality than universal gravitation.

However, it not simply apersonal intention to do good. It
istheintention that succeeding generations after you, shall be
committed to an intention to create good. Thisisanintention
of the second order, as a commitment to promote scientific
progressisof ahigher power than acommitment to aspecific
set of universal physical principles. Itisanintention to embed
apassion for the promotion of endless scientific progressin
succeeding generations. Such anintention must havethequal -
ity of apassion, apassion called agapeby Plato and the Apos-
tle Paul. It is alove of mankind, as mankind, alove for that
quality of human nature which sets our species absolutely
above the beasts, as a creature made in the likeness of the
Creator of the universe.

Thisquality of intention, this quality of love, hasaname.
That nameisthenatural 1aw, astheL eibniz-informed crafting
of U.S. constitutional law defined the natural law asintention
for practice.

Wemust not seek too much, all at once, inour ecumenical
efforts. We must aim to accomplish much, in duetime, but to
enjoy one another’s company in the journey to that common
goal. Such must be our intention.
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The War and Genocide Lobby
Go Haywire in Washington

by Jeffrey Steinberg

During his June 2002 visit to "8aPaulo, Brazil, Lyndon  to deal with the Israeli “breakaway ally” regime of Ariel
LaRouche issued a dramatic warning about a very likely fi-Sharon, the entire Middle East now stands poised on the verge
nancial and monetary catastrophe before the end of the Sum-  of a regional war. Sharon has been systematically setting
mer, which, in turn, could trigger new military adventures military preconditions for an attempted mass expulsion of the

and wars in the September-October 2002 time frame. 3.5 million Palestinians living in the West Bank and the Gaz:
A review of recent events backs up LaRouche’s forecastStrip, across the Jordan River, into Jordan, under his long-
» While the so-called Argentine monetary crisis is al- standing “final solution,” that “Jordan is Palestine.” Should

ready spreading into Brazil and other parts of Ibero-Americathe Bush Administration adopt the folly of a “regime change”

the actual epicenter of the systemic global financial collapse in Iragq, Sharon would seize that opportunity to launch hit
is the United Statesitself. The U.S. dollar is collapsing againsiass transfer operation. As the result, the entire Middle East
other major currencies, because international investors no  would explode in war, and that war would serve as a trigge
longer have confidence in the ability of the United States tdor a global “Clash of Civilizations” conflict that, like the
maintain world stability, or to reverse the accelerating physi- Thirty Years’ War of 1618-48, would take generations to end.
cal collapse of the U.S. economy. Recent U.S. government President George W. Bush’s June 24 Rose Garden speech,
figures show that the United States is bankrupt, with a total purporting to present his “vision” of Middle East peace, only
of $32 trillionin combined government, corporate, and houseserved to accelerate the drive toward Sharon’s mass transfer,
hold debt, against a Gross Domestic Product of $10 trillion. by repudiating Yasser Arafat’s leadership of the Palestiniar
Approximately 72% of the entire U.S. GDP goes to servicingpeople, and providing Sharon, effectively, with a green light

the $32 trillion debt bubble. to kill Arafat.

« Around the globe, there are simmering conflicts which,  Were such a chain of events to occur, the first nation to be
unless stopped, will trigger a new, worldwide “Thirty Years’ destroyed would be Israel itself. Thus, the Masada Complex-
War.” The Spring 2002 efforts by the United States, Russiadriven psychotic, Ariel Sharon, has singled himself out as the
and Chinato preventanuclearwar between Indiaand Pakistan ~ world’s leading suicide bomber.
have succeeded so far, but the situation in the Subcontinent In Ibero-America, the rapidly spreading financial crash, a
remains fragile. One new act of irregular warfare could put reflection of the global systemic collapse, not some regiona
the region back on a short fuse to war; while nearby, in Af-“contagion,” is compounded by a broad-based narco-insur-
ghanistan, American military forces are being drawn ever gency, which has engulfed Colombia, is resurfacing in Pert
deeper into a quagmire, ill-prepared to wage mountain wargwith the complicity of the Alejandro Toledo government),
fare, against “Afghansi” irregular warfare forces, who them-  and has the active support of the Jacobin regime of Hugc
selves were first promoted by the United States, Great BritainChavez in Venezuela. In Brazil's elections in October, a vic-
France, and Israel, to wage precisely the same kind of war  tory by the Workers Pargfisdaio “Lula” da Silvawould
against the Soviet Red Army, from 1979-89. bring Jacobin rule to the largest nation in South America,

As the result of the Bush Administration’s failure, to date,  sending the entire continent into chaos, sufficient to also trig-
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ger a Mexico crisis, with immediate implications for the
United States and Canada.

Thesenarco-insurgencieshave, intherecent past, enjoyed
the open support of leading Wall Street circles, who are ever
more desperate to get their hands on the trillions of dollars
in revenue generated from the underground sales of drugs,
weapons, and other contraband. Typical of this support, was
the June 1999 meeting between aleader of the narcoterrorist
Revolutionary Armed Forcesof Colombia(FARC) inits“ de-
militarized zone” and New Y ork Stock Exchange Chairman
Richard Grasso, aswell asthe tens of millions of dollarsthat
mega-hedge-fund manager George Soros poursannually into
the drug legalization movement, at the very same moment he
unleashes specul ative attacks on the sovereign currencies of
Ibero-America. Under the terms of President George W.
Bush’s “war on terrorism,” these actions by Wall Street’s
Grasso and Soros place them in the category of “ enemy com-
batants’; however, both men enjoy the open support of lead-
ing factions within the Bush Administration.

The prospectsof financial catastrophe and war areimme-
diately on the horizon. Y et, recent statements by U.S. Trea
sury Secretary Paul O'Neill confirm, that most members of
the Bush Administration are willfully obliviousto thisloom-
ing crisis. It isacertainty that President Bush does not grasp
the momentous events now unfolding. Nor is he prepared to
handl e the awesome responsibilities he will face, perhaps as
early as Autumn of thisyear.
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Deputy Secretary of
Defense Paul Wolfowitz
(front left), one of the
key figuresin the
administration pushing
the disastrous Clash of
Civilizations policy,
meets with Israeli
Defense Forces
commander and
extremist warhawk, Gen.
Shaul Mofaz (front right)
at the Pentagon in June,
2001.

Theinexperienceand other weaknessesof President Bush
are gravely compounded by the presence, inside the Bush
Administration, of alarge “fi fth column” of operators, affili-
ated with the Sharon/Jabotinskyite faction in Israel, with the
alied neo-conservative American political networks, and
with the Christian Zionist circles associated with Pat Robert-
son, Jerry Falwell, Gary Bauer, Ed McAteer and others.

President Bush also faces an insurgency from within the
U.S. Congress, on both sides of the aisle, led by the aliance
between organized-crime-tainted Republican Sen. John Mc-
Cain (Ariz.) and the Hollywood-owned Demacratic Sen. Jo-
seph Lieberman (Conn.). The insurgency aims to steer the
President into precisely the military adventures that the uto-
pian promoters of a“Clash of Civilizations” war so desper-
ately seek, and which the Wall Street and City of London
financiers so desperately need, to maintain political power as
their financial and monetary system nearsthefinal crash.

The bulk of this EIR strategic study will deal with these
networks of utopiansinside the Bush Administration, inside
the Congress, and inside key think-tanks in the ambit of the
Washington Beltway, which are openly promoting imperial
warson every continent, and which are out to destroy some of
America’ s most enduring international partnerships, starting
with the 60-year alliance with Saudi Arabia. But, before pro-
viding these dossiers, it is necessary to provide some back-
ground to the present utopian strategy of provoking religious
and other forms of irregular warfare throughout the planet.
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Bush’sEnemiesHave an Agenda

While President Bush, and even many of his more experi-
enced senior policy aides, are grossly unprepared for the
looming Summer-Autumn crisis, his utopian adversaries are
ready. Indeed, they are operating from alongstanding, insane
policy agenda, which datesback morethan aquarter-century,
tothe period when Henry A. Kissinger wasthe defacto Presi-
dent of the United States, during thenominal termsof Richard
Nixon and Gerald Ford. At that time, Kissinger promulgated
anew U.S. national security policy, set forward in National
Security Study Memorandum 200 (NSSM-200), “Implica-
tions of Worldwide Population Growth for U.S. Security and
Overseas Interests.” The fina report was issued to the Presi-
dent on Dec. 10, 1974, for hissignature, but was not declassi-
fied until July 3, 1989, adecade after it was supposed to have
been made public.

The essence of NSSM-200 wasthat technology-intensive
industrialization and population growth in the developing
world represent agrave national security threat to the United
States, because countries with growing populations and ex-
panding agro-industrial economieswould use up thestrategic
raw materials, which Kissinger and company deemed the in-
dispensable property of the United States. NSSM-200 effec-
tively condemned the entire developing world to permanent
poverty, disease, manipulated civil, ethnic, and religious
wars, aimed at population reduction, and sought to erect a
post-modern imperialism, centered around private raw mate-
rials looting cartels, modelled on the British East India
Company.

Although the report’ s language was carefully crafted, to
obscurethe genocidal implications of the underlying security
doctrine, a few passages from the official text suffice to
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Britain'sevil Lord
Bertrand Russell (Ieft)
authored the Malthusian
policy of wiping out the
darker-skinned
populations of the world,
even by bacteriological
warfare. This hideous
worldview was codified
by U.S Secretary of
Sate Henry Kissinger
(right), in his National
Security Sudy
Memorandum 200 of
1974.

confirm the essence of the Kissinger doctrine:

“The important potential linkage between rapid popula-
tion growth and minerals availability is indirect rather than
direct. It flowsfrom the negative effects of excessive popula-
tion growth in economic development and socia progress,
and therefore on internal stability, in overcrowded underde-
veloped countries. The United States has become increas-
ingly dependent on mineral imports from devel oping coun-
tries in recent decades, and this trend is likely to continue.
Thelocation of known reserves of higher-grade ores of most
minerals favors increasing dependence of al industrialized
regions on imports from less developed countries. The red
problems of mineral supplieslie, not in basic physical suffi-
ciency, but in the politico-economic issues of access, terms
for exploration and exploitation, and division of the benefits
among producers, consumers, and host country govern-
ments.

“In the extreme cases where population pressures lead
to endemic famine, food riots, and breakdown of social
order, those conditions are scarcely conducive to systematic
exploration for mineral deposits or the long-term invest-
ments required for their exploitation. Short of famine, unless
some minimum of popular aspirations for material improve-
ment can be satisfied, and unless the terms of access and
exploitation persuade governments and peoples that this as-
pect of the international economic order has ‘something in
it for them,” concessions to foreign companies are likely
to be expropriated or subjected to arbitrary intervention.
Whether through government action, labor conflicts, sabo-
tage, or civil disturbances, the smooth flow of needed materi-
als will be jeopardized. Although population pressure is
obvioudly not the only factor involved, these types of frustra-
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tions are much less likely under conditions of slow or zero
population growth.”

NSSM-200 singled out 13 countries as the highest-prior-
ity targetsfor drastic population control, stating, bluntly: “As-
sistance for population moderation should give primary em-
phasistothelargest and fastest-growing devel oping countries
where there is special U.S. palitical and strategic interest.
Those countries are: India, Bangladesh, Pakistan, Nigeria,
Mexico, Indonesia, Brazil, the Philippines, Thailand, Egypt,
Turkey, Ethiopia, and Colombia.”

1960s Par adigm Shift

The revival of Malthusian genocide was by no means
initi ated with the NSSM-200 report of the Kissinger National
Security Council. Rather, the report consolidated a policy
coup inside the United States Executive branch, that was be-
gun with the assassination of President John F. Kennedy,
and which reflected a cultura “paradigm shift” within the
advanced sector asawhole.

Already, beginning in 1965, with the publication of the
Organization for Economic Development and Cooperation
(OECD) report on education, authored by NATO official Dr.
Alexander King, the call for drastic population reduction and
the takedown of modern scientific education was placed on
thetable.

The 1961 launching of the World Wildlife Fund, by Brit-
ain’s Roya Consort, Prince Philip, also signalled the Anglo-
American oligarchy’s newest initiative, to promote large-
scale population destruction, targetting the darker-skinned
peoples of the developing world. Dr. King had put it suc-
cinctly in an interview he gave to EIR on May 21, 1981:
“Therewill beall thesetroubles, invasions, migrations. Look
at the number of foreigners aready. The United Kingdom is
no longer a white country. And even at the present rate, the
white raceisfinished.”

Dr. King shared the worldview of Prince Philip, who de-
clared himself in favor of wiping out 80% of the human race
over thenext threegenerations, for the sake of retai ning power
inthehandsof the Anglo-Saxonoligarchy, under anew global
feudal order.

Lord Bertrand Russell, whom Lyndon LaRouche has
named the most evil figure of the 20th Century, madethe case
for bringing into being such a Dark Age, a decade before
Prince Philip launched his WWF, in his 1951 book, The Im-
pact of Science on Society, where he wrote: “At present the
population of theworldisincreasing at about 50,000 per diem.
War, so far, has had no very great effect on this increase,
which continued throughout each of theworld wars. . . . But
perhaps bacteriological war may prove effective. If a Black
Death could spread throughout theworld oncein every gener-
ation, survivors could procreate freely without making the
world too full. The state of affairs might be unpleasant, but
what of it?’

These murderous Malthusian ideas were promoted on a
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U.S special forces, with members of the Northern Alliancein
Afghanistan, in November 2001. The war in Afghanistan has
drawn the United States into a quagmire for which it was utterly
unprepared—as EIR warned would happen.
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mass scale among a drug-rock-sex counterculture-wrecked
Baby Boomer generation in the early 1970s, through such
outfits as the Club of Rome, founded by Aurelio Peccei, the
protegé of NATO official Dr. Alexander King. It was against
the backdrop of this campaign, that Kissinger was able to
foster the same evil, and scientifically fraudulent, doctrine of
“negative population growth,” astheofficial national security
policy of the United States under NSSM-200.

Kissinger was followed at the top White House National
Security postin 1977 by Zbigniew Brzezinski, who, likeKiss-
inger, was a Harvard protégeé of Dr. William Y andell Elliott,
an avid promoter of H.G. Wells' Open Conspiracy for an
Anglo-American zero-growth global empire. Brzezinski’'s
contributions to the drive for this new British Empire in-
cluded: the promotion of Global 2000, areiteration of Kiss-
inger’s NSSM-200 by the Jimmy Carter Administration; his
embrace of Dr. Bernard Lewis promotion of irrationalist,
nominally Muslim fundamentalist cults, as part of the* Cres-
cent of Crisis” destabilization of the Middle East and Central
Asig; andthe Carter-eraFederal Reservepolicy of “controlled
disintegration of theworld economy,” through Chairman Paul
Volker’ shighinterest ratesandfinancial market deregul ation.

Twenty-five years of these policies have brought the
planet to the present moment, where we are weeks or months
away fromthebiggest financial and monetary crashinmodern
history. Andthearchitectsof that disaster, who arethemselves
incapable of comprehending or stopping the catastrophe, will
now proceedtoignitethe Thirty Y ears War, which they have
been promoting in the name of “zero growth,” for the past 35
years—unless they are stopped.

Inthe dossier that follows, EIR identifies some of the key
players inside the Bush Administration, who are wittingly
promoting this near-term agenda of war and chaos.
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The ‘Mole Hill’ Inside
The Bush Administration

by Jeffrey Steinberg and Scott Thompson

Over the coming weeks, President George W. Bush will be
faced with policy decisions that will determine the future of
thisplanet for generationsto come. Hewill beconfronted with
asystemicfinancial collapse, ordersof magnitude beyond the
1929-31 Great Depression crash. Hewill simultaneously face
the imminent eruption of a new Middle East war, provoked
by the Ariel Sharon regime in Isragl, with the potential to
trigger a “Clash of Civilizations’ that would rapidly engulf
the entire planet. He himself is under enormous pressure to
approveamassiveU.S. military invasion of Iraqto overthrow
Saddam Hussein, which would wreck American relations
with the Islamic world.

With sage policy advice, President Bush could weather
these crises, and steer the United States and the world back to
a course of peace and prosperity, just as President Franklin
Delano Roosevelt did, fromthe point that heentered theWhite
Housein March 1933. To paraphrase arecent adage, “ George
W. Bushisno FDR.” Nevertheless, President Bush could, at
amoment of grave crisis, turn to the kinds of senior advisers,
who do possess the maturity to return to earlier policy frame-
worksthat have a proven record of success.

Lyndon LaRouche has spelled out a series of such mea-
sures, including convening a New Bretton Woods Confer-
ence, onthemodel of FDR' ssuccessful 1944 initiative. There,
the mountain of unpayable world debt could be written off
or reorganized, and new sovereign credit mechanisms and
currency relations established, to launch aworldwide recov-
ery program.

To put a dangerously unprepared President Bush in the
positiontotakewhat now seemto beimpossiblesteps, certain
preparatory actions must betaken to clear the path for arapid,
crisis-driven policy turn. The “mole hill” of Jabotinskyite,
Malthusian, and “ Christian Zionist” agents inside the senior
ranks of the Bush Executive departments must be flushed ouit.

Inthefirst 18 monthsof the Bush Presidency, thisnetwork
of senior figures in the Department of Defense, the Depart-
ment of State, the National Security Council, and the Staff of
the Executive Office of the Presidency, hasmanaged to hijack
and subvert the entire Bush Administration foreign and na-
tional security agenda, to the point that the United States is
now seen—by America salliesin Europe, Ibero-America, the
Arab world, and the Asia-Pacific region—as Ariel Sharon’'s
leading partner in steering the world toward an abyss of eco-
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nomic collapse and popul ation wars, beginning from the Per-
sian Gulf and Near East.

One‘Mole’ HasBeen Kicked Out

The effectiveness of this “mole hill” in sabotaging any
sane policy is largely due to the fact that it functions as a
tightly coordinated network, with well-established points of
coordination with major U.S. news outlets, and with an array
of Washington-based policy think-tanks and tax-exempt
foundations that provide the logistics-in-depth for their
wrecking efforts. Among them are: the American Enterprise
Institute/New Atlanticnitiative, theHeritageFoundation, the
Hudson Ingtitute, and the Cato Institute. All of these think-
tanks are, in turn, bankrolled through a remarkably small
nexus of tax-exempt foundations, led by the Mellon Scaife
foundations, the Bradley Foundation, the Olin Foundation,
and the Smith Richardson Foundation. D However, the power
of thisinside-the-Beltway apparatusdependsontherevolving
door of policymakers in the government. Remove the key
individual sinsidethe administration, and the effectiveness of
thewhole operation isfatally damaged.

Already on June 28, “ The Apparatus’ suffered a setback,
when Gen. Wayne Downing, the special counter-terrorism
adviser to President Bush, abruptly quit hisWhite House post.
Downing had been the leading proponent for an insane U.S.
military assault on Iraq, utilizing U.S. Special Forcestroops,
Kurdish and other Iragi “ Contras,” and massive American air
power, to unseat Saddam Hussein. The Joint Chiefs of Staff,
and Gen. Tommy Franks, the Commander of the Central
Command (Centcom), had roundly rejected General Down-
ing' sformal presentation of thelraqwar scheme, and had also
challenged Downing's authority to directly deploy military
assets that are under the regional Commanders. Even Secre-
tary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld had weighed in against
Downing, declaring that, as Secretary of Defense, hereported
to the U.S. Commander-in-Chief, President Bush, and not to
aNational Security Council steffer.

Before becoming the President’ s chief counter-terror ad-
viser following the attacks of Sept. 11, 2001, Downing—a
four-star general in the Army Rangers, who had headed the
Joint Special Operations Command until hisretirement—had
been the private “ military adviser” to the Iraqgi National Con-
gress (INC) of Ahmed Chalabi, the widely discredited self-
professed head of the exiled opposition to Saddam Hussein.

General Downing's departure removed one of the most
important figures in what has been called the “Wolfowitz-
Perle Cabal.” While Paul Wolfowitz serves as Deputy Secre-
tary of Defense, in charge of the day-to-day affairs of the
Pentagon, and Richard Perle serves as Chairman of the De-
fense Policy Board, which advises Secretary Rumsfeld, nei-
ther man had hour-to-hour access to the President himself.
Downing had constant access to the President, through both
National Security Adviser Condoleezza Rice and Homeland
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Security Adviser Tom Ridge. “The Apparatus’ has lost its
most active West Wing booster. This defines an opportunity
for amore thorough house-cleaning.

Who'sWhointhe‘MoleHill’

Two Bush Administration appointees most clearly per-
sonify the “mole hill” problem. They are Undersecretary of
Defensefor Policy DouglasJ. Feith, and Senior Adviser tothe
Undersecretary of State for Arms Control and International
Security David Wurmser. Beforetaking their current govern-
ment posts, both men were closely associated with the most
rabid Jabotinskyitelsragli circles, and publicly promoted pol-
iciesin sharp opposition to President Bush's stated goal of a
“two sovereign states’ solution to the Isragl-Palestine con-
flict.

AsUndersecretary for Pol-

icy, Doug Feith isresponsible
for the formulation of defense
policy guidances, for Defense
Department liaison to foreign
governments, and for partici-
pation in interagency policy
working groups. He hasrepre-
sented the Defense Depart-
ment in all negotiations with
Israel, and was the senior de-
partment official involved in :
meetings with Isragl’ s Interior Doug Feith
Minister Uzi Landau and Gen.
David Tzur,in June2002, on establishing apermanent | sraeli-
U.S. joint office in Washington to coordinate “ homeland se-
curity” affairs. According to news accounts, were this joint
office to be established, it would give Israel almost unprece-
dented access to critical U.S. national security data, as well
as dangerous levels of policy input to America’'s evolving
counter-terror strategy.

Itishardtoimagineamoreseriousbreach of U.S. national
security, than allowing Feith to serve as the chief military
negotiator with Israel. Following the November 1985 arrest
of Jonathan Jay Pollard, aNavy analyst, on charges of spying
for Israel, the General Counsel of the Secretary of Defense
prepared alist of a dozen suspected Pollard co-conspirators,
collectively referred to as the “X Committee.” Along with
Richard Perle, Frank Gaffney, Steven Bryen, and Fred 1klé,
Feith’ snamewas near thetop of thelist, according to sources
then closeto the Office of the Secretary of Defense. Although
no one was ever arrested for conspiring with convicted spy
Pollard—now serving a life sentence—it was officially rec-
ognizedthat Pollard could not have been acting al one, and that
a higher-up (or higher-ups) inside the U.S. national security
establishment had been tasking him to steal particular docu-
ments.

From March 1984 until September 1986, Feith served

EIR July 19, 2002

as Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Negotiations
Policy. Prior to that, beginning in 1982, he had been Specia
Counsel to Assistant Secretary of Defense Richard Perle. Per-
le's immediate Pentagon deputy, at the time, was Steven
Bryen, whom the Department of Justice and FBI had investi-
gated for passing classified Pentagon documents, on the mili-
tary posture of every Arab government, to Israeli Defense
Ministry officials. Prior to going to work for Perle, Feith had
been on the National Security Council staff under Richard
Allenfrom 1981-82.

One of the mgjor issuesin the Bryen probe was the pend-
ing Reagan Administration decision on whether to sell
AWACS surveillance planesto Saudi Arabia. At hisvarious
NSC and DOD postsinthe 1980s, Feith aggressively opposed
those sales.

After leaving government, Feith was the managing attor-
ney for thelaw firm of Feith & Zell, which did extensivework
with the Isragli defenseindustry. The firm maintained offices
in Washington, New York, Jerusalem, Tel Aviv, and
Moscow. At the opening of the firm’s Moscow office, which
coincided with the launching of an Isragli-Russian business
center, Israel’s Deputy Prime Minister Natan Sharansky de-
livered awelcoming speech.

During his career out of government, Feith was also in-
volved with an array of well-known I sragli Lobby ouitfits, and
with a private consulting firm that was deeply involved in
military ties between Isragl and Turkey. That firm, Interna-
tional Advisors, Inc., was registered as a foreign agent of
Turkey. Established in 1989, International Advisors listed
Feith asits CEO. Although the Wall Street Journal identified
the firm as the “brainchild of Richard Perle,” Perle was only
awell-paid consultant. Feith funneled most of itslegal work
to his own law firm. International Advisors also employed
Morris Amitay, who was formerly executive director of the
American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC), the of-
ficial Israeli Lobby in America.

Feith also served as a director of the Center for Security
Policy, headed by Frank Gaffney, another “X Committee”
suspect and unabashed supporter of the Netanyahu-Sharon
apparatusin lsragl. Feith participated in ayear-long study for
the Jerusalem and Washington-based I nstitute for Advanced
Strategic and Political Studies (IASPA) called “A Clean
Break: A New Strategy for Securing the Realm.” Other parti-
cipantsin the study included Richard Perle, David Wurmser,
and Meyrav Wurmser. The study, once completed, was pre-
sented by Perle to then-Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Ne-
tanyahu, for whomit wasdrafted. Thedocument, among other
things, called for a cutoff of Isragli funds to the Palestinian
Authority, which had been negotiated at Oslo, and for Israel
to prepare military actions against Syria, in the context of
increasing Hezbollah activity in southern Lebanon.

Feith wrote extensively, during his period out of govern-
ment, for two particularly significant |sraeli Lobby groups:
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Americansfor aSafe Israel (AFSI) and the Zionist Organiza-
tion of America (ZOA).

Both AFSI and ZOA participated, along with a number
of leading Christian Zionists, in a White House blackmail
sessionin July 2001 (detailed later in thisreport), at which the
groupsthreatened acutoff of Christian evangelical supportfor
President Bush—unless he gave a 100% green light to Ariel
Sharon to crush the Palestinians.

ZOA published a 1999 book spelling out why there can
never be a Palestinian state. Feith wrote one of the chapters,
once again putting himself on record as a vocal opponent
of the present stated Bush Administration policy. In fact, in
severa articles in various American newspapers and maga-
zines, Feith had been a die-hard critic of President George
H.W. Bush and his Secretary of State, James Baker 111, for
their rifts with Yitzhak Shamir’'s Likud party government
inlsrael.

Two years before publishing the book denouncing Pales-
tinian statehood, ZOA had featured Doug Feith and hisfather,
Dalck Feith, asguests of honor at its centennial banquet, giv-
ing them awards for their work as * noted Jewish philanthro-
pists and pro-lsrael activists.” A biography of Dalck Feith,
provided by ZOA, identified him asan early member of Betar,
the Zionist youth movement founded by Vladimir Jabotinsky.
Feith’s support for the policies of the right-wing Likud party
of Sharon and Netanyahu, thus, are deeply rooted in hisown
family’ sinvolvement with the Jabotinskyite movement from
itsfounding. Isragl’ sfirst Prime Minister, David Ben-Gurion,
had denounced Jabotinsky and his Revisionist Movement for
being abunch of pro-Hitler and pro-Mussolini fascists, refer-
ring to Jabotinsky as*Vladimir Hitler.”

TheWurmsers

Like Feith, David Wurmser also stands out as an un-
abashed Jabotinskyite, operating inside the State Department
to undermine Secretary of State Colin Powell. Until his ap-
pointment early this year to the State Department post,
Wurmser had been Middle East policy director at the Ameri-
can Enterpriselnstitute, and Director of the Researchin Strat-
egy and Palitics Program at the Institute for Advanced Strat-
egy and Political Studies. IASPS had produced the strategy
for Israeli PrimeMinister Netanyahu, inwhich Feithand Perle
had also participated, and Wurmser’ s office prepared the re-
port under Perle’ sleadership. That report promoted the “end
of Labor Zionism” and the wholesale takeover of Israel by
the Jabotinskyite policy of brutal suppression of Palestinian
rights and ultimate annexation of the territories occupied by
Israel inthe 1967 war, and of “free-market” austerity.

From 1988-94, Wurmser was Director of International
Grantsfor the Washington Institutefor Near East Policy (WI-
NEP), aspinoff think-tank from the American I srael Political
Action Committee (AIPAC). WINEP was founded by the
Australian-born Martin Indyk, who was President Clinton’s
Assistant Secretary of State for Near East Affairs, and later

36 Investigation

Ambassador to Isragl. Prior to coming to the United States,
Indyk had worked in the Office of the Prime Minister, then
Yitzhak Shamir,in|srael. Earlier, whileworking for the Aus-
tralian equivalent of the U.S. National Security Council, In-
dyk was widely suspected of being an Israeli agent. Toward
the end of his tenure as U.S. Ambassador to Israel, Indyk
wasinvestigated by the FBI for aseries of security breaches,
including unreported meetings with the head of Isragl’ s for-
eignintelligence agency, theMossad, and being in possession
of classified data on unsecured personal computers.

Like Feith, Wurmser has also been afrequent contributor
to the Zionist Organization of America's Outpost journal.
Following the Sept. 11, 2001 attacks, Wurmser had written
inthepages of Rupert Murdoch’ s Weekly Sandard that Saudi
Arabia, and particularly Crown Prince Abdullah, had to be
held directly accountable for the terror attacks. He linked the
Crown Prince to “puritanical Wahhabism” and warned that
hewas capabl e of restoring cooperation among Saudi Arabia,
Irag, and Syria. He wrote, on Oct. 29, 2001, “The Bin Laden
network devel oped inside this Wahhab/Abdullah-Syria-Irag-
PL O strategic bloc and becametheterrorist skel eton, unifying
hereto separate, isolated, and strategically uncoordinated
groups. At its core, a-Qaeda is a product of Saudi dynastic
politics.”

Thepromotionof aU.S. strategic break with Saudi Arabia
has been aleading theme of several Washington think-tanks
with particularly close ties to Wurmser. The Hudson Insti-
tute’s Middle East program is directed by his wife, Meyrav
Wurmser, who has taken the lead in the post-Sept. 11 Saudi-
bashing. She has had extensive ties to Isradli intelligence,
through her previouswork as co-founder and executivedirec-
tor of Middle East Media Research Institute (MEMRI), an-
other Jerusalem- and Washington-based group, which selects
and tranglates particularly inflamatory articlesfrom the Arab
and Islamic press, for circulation to the international media
and to the U.S. government.

Shelaunched MEMRI alongwith Yigal Carmon, aretired
Israeli Army Intelligence colonel, who held several top I sradli
intelligence and counter-terrorism posts. From 1977-82, for
example, Carmon was the Acting Head of Civil Administra-
tion in Judea and Samaria (as the West Bank is known in
Israel), and after 1988, he wasthe Terror Against Terror ad-
viser to Prime Minister Shamir. This was a top operational
postin Isradl, particularly in aLikud party-led government.

According to aDec. 7, 2001 article published in the New
York City Jewish weekly newspaper Forward, Carmon has
been accused by several U.S. intelligence official s of attempt-
ing to recruit Americansto work for Israel.

Carmon’ sother closest associatein Washingtonis Steven
Emerson, an unabashed Israeli propagandist, whose 1994
“documentary” on“Jihad in America’ was abig promotional
for the Clash of Civilizations. Emerson’s The Investigative
Project issponsored by the Middle East Forum, run by Daniel
Pipes. The Forum’' sMiddle East Quarterly hasregularly fea-
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tured Meyrav Wurmser's diatribes against Irag, Syria, Iran,
and Libya.

Meyrav Wurmser received her doctorate from George
Washington University and her dissertation was a paean to
Jabotinsky and the Revisionist Movement in Zionism. Before
taking the State Department post, David Wurmser wrote
many “Inquiry & Analysis’ papersfor MEMRI.

Hudson Institute Pressuresthe President

Aswill bedetailed in thisreport, the Hudson Institute has
been openly promoting an American military occupation of
Saudi Arabia s Eastern Province, whereall of theKingdom’s
oil reserves are located, and its “liberation” from the House
of Saud. Max Singer, the co-founder of the Hudson I nstitute,
penned a May 2002 article, which was published in both the
JerusalemPost and the New York Sun (both owned by Hudson
Institute board member Conrad Black), “Free the Eastern
Province of Saudi Arabia,” which called for carving out a
Muslim Republic of East Arabia. In June 2002, Hudson spon-
sored a Capitol Hill seminar targetting the House of Saud as
the sponsors of the Sept. 11, 2001 attacks. The event was
chaired by Meyrav Wurmser.

Ancther politically sensitive issue involving David
Wurmser’ slinksto the Hudson Institute, isthe fact that Mar-
shall Whitmann works out of the same Washington office of
thethink-tank. Whitmann, formerly thedirector of legislative
affairs for the Christian Coalition of Temple Mount fanatic
Rev. Pat Robertson, is running the third party “Bull Moose’
operation for Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.)—out of the Hud-
son Ingtitute! It is no secret that McCain and Sen. Joseph
Lieberman (D-Conn.) are conducting a coordinated attack
against George Bush, threatening the President that if he does
not launch awar against Saddam Hussein and provide total
backing for Sharon’ swar plans, McCain will run against him
in the 2004 Presidential race, and virtually assure Bush’s de-
feat. Thisthreat has already madeitself felt, as evidenced by
President Bush' s kow-towing to Sharon in his June 24, 2002
speech on the future of Isragli-Palestinian relations.

Sources close to the Bush Administration report that
White House political director Karl Rove is obsessed with
the McCain-Lieberman gang-up threat, and hasinsisted that
Rove vet al of the President’s mgjor foreign policy and na-
tional security decisions, to assure that the Administration
take no action that might offend the Sharon government or
the American Zionist Lobby, and thusjeopardizeaGOP Con-
gressiona victory in November 2002, and a Bush re-election
in 2004.

TheWolfowitz-Perle Cabal

WhileFeith and Wurmser represent two particul arly egre-
giousexamples of the“molehill” problem confronting Presi-
dent Bush, they are not the highest ranking administration
officialswho deservethat |abel. Deputy Secretary of Defense
Paul Wolfowitzisapowerful figurewithintheBush Adminis-
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tration, who was responsible for opening the door for many
of the“moles’ to join the staff of the Secretary of Defense.

Wolfowitz has been a
longtime proponent of the
NSSM-200 dogma of keeping
the populationand sovereignty
of Third World nations down.
Inthe 1970s, writing for ajoint
Ford Foundation/Rand Corpo-
ration “Middle East Project,”
Wolfowitz had advocated that
“The promotion of peace
through economic develop-
ment has been charcterized by
Leonard Binder as ‘an attrac-
tive idea, drawn from the my-
thology of the idea of perpetual progress.’. .. But even if
we should accept for the moment this mythology of benign
progress, how could webe surethat devel opment would bring
benevolent peacefulness before it would bring the material
capacity to fight awar?’

In the document, Wolfowitz lashed out at President
Dwight Eisenhower’ s Atomsfor Peace program, particularly
venting against the idea of building nuclear power plantsin
the Middle East to provide the basis for widespread desalina-
tion of seawater, to expand desperately needed fresh water.
“The possibility of slowing technological development,
rather than merely controlling its applications, israrely con-
sidered serioudly by technologists, who often regard the at-
tempt to postpone technological progress as comparable to
King Canute attempting to hold back the tides.” He com-
plained that “often uncritical” support for nuclear power de-
velopment “ seemsto derive from adeeply ingrained faith in
scientific progress.”

Wolfowitz's government career began in the Ford Ad-
ministration, when he served under Henry Kissinger and Fred
Iklé (another “X Committee” suspect) as Special Assistant to
the Director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency.
Inthe Reagan-Bush Administration, Wolfowitz was Director
of Policy Planning at the State Department, and waslater head
of East Asian Affairsand U.S.
Ambassador to Indonesia. Un-
der the elder George Bush,
Wolfowitz was Undersecre-
tary of Defensefor Policy.

From the very outset of
George W. Bush’'s campaign
for the 2000 GOP Presidential
nomination, Wolfowitz was
brought in, along with Condo-
leezza Rice, to tutor the inex-
perienced Texas Governor in
foreign policy and defense
matters. Wolfowitz promptly

Paul Wolfowitz

Richard Perle
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added Richard Perletotheinner coreof tutors, making regular
pilgrimagesto Austin.

Wolfowitz was instrumental in getting Doug Feith into
the Pentagon, as well as in the selection of Richard Perle to
head up Defense Secretary Rumsfeld’ sDefense Policy Board.
Dov Zakheim, another right-wing Zionist Lobby operative,
was placed in atop Pentagon post, as Comptroller.

Asnumber two in the Department of Defense, Wolfowitz
has been forced to toe the line in his public appearances.
Behindthescenes, itisadifferent matter. On Sept. 21, 2001, at
aCamp David meeting of senior administration policy aides,
Wolfowitz made the pitch for afull-scale American invasion
of Iragtooverthrow Saddam Hussein, in responseto the Sept.
11 attacks, despite the fact that there was no evidence of any
Iragi involvement. Atthetime, President Bush concurredwith
Secretary of State Powell, Rumsfeld, and even Vice President
Dick Cheney, inrejectingtheWolfowitz plan. However, there
are many indications that the original Wolfowitz proposal—
or avariation on it—isnow being put in play, indicating both
an erosion of the resistance to the insanity inside the Bush
national security team, and the persistence of the “moles’ in
pushing the United States into a Mideast quagmire.

Wolfowitz's circumstances have, if anything, prompted
Perle to throw caution completely to the winds, peddling ev-
ery war-party scheme to draw President Bush into amilitary
confrontation with the Arab world. Perleis not technically a
member of the administration, and his post aschairman of the
Defense Policy Board is an advisory one. In fact, Perle is
employed by the Hollinger Corporation, Plc—the London-
based media empire of House of Lords member Conrad
Black, which owns the Daily Telegraph newspapers in En-
gland, the Jerusalem Post in Israel, and a string of papers
throughout the British Commonwealth and in the United
States. Henry Kissinger co-chairs Hollinger’'s international
advisory board.

Recently, Conrad Black and Michael Steinhardt, amajor
financial and political booster of Joe Lieberman, launched a
new daily newspaper in New Y ork City, the New York Sun,
with the clear objective of promoting the war-party agenda.

Kissinger is also a member of Perle's Defense Policy
Board, along with former CIA Director JamesWool sey, who
also is the attorney for the Iragi National Congress, and the
number-one proponent of a U.S. military invasion of Iraqg.
Other membersof the Defense Policy Board include Kenneth
Adelman, Eliot Cohen, Helmut Sonnenfeldt, and James
Rodney Schlesinger. Cohen served under Wolfowitz in the
Pentagon during the George H.W. Bush Administration, and
isaprofessor at the Johns Hopkins Nitze School of Advanced
International Studies (SA1S)—where Wolfowitz was dean,
until his most recent government appointment.

The New York Times reported recently that it was a De-
fense Policy Board recommendation that put the invasion of
Iraq back on the Bush Administration agenda.
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Perle, who isknown in Washington policymaking circles
asthe “Prince of Darkness,” isanother person who has dedi-
cated much of his public career to the promotion of Henry
Kissinger’s murderous NSSM-200 policy.

In 1978, while astaffer on the Senate Permanent Investi-
gations Subcommittee under Chairman Henry Jackson (D-
Wash.), Perle hosted Dr. Bernard Lewis, when he came to
Washingtonto promotehis* Arcof Crisis’ policy at the Carter
National Security Council of Zbigniew Brzezinski and Sam-
uel “Clash of Civilizations’ Huntington.

Perle barely averted a career-killing exposg, along with
fellow Senate staffer Steven Bryen, of their work for Isragl,
managing instead to land atop post in the Reagan-Bush Ad-
ministration, as Assistant Secretary of Defense for Interna
tional Security Policy. Perle’ sand Bryen’ scareersweresaved
by attorney Nathan Lewin, who arm-twisted Justice Depart-
ment officials to shut down a Federal grand jury, probing
allegations that Bryen had passed classified Pentagon docu-
mentson Arab military planstoan officia of thelsraeli Minis-
try of Defense. Recently Lewin haswritten that I srael should
assassinate family members of suicide bombers, asa“deter-
rent” against terrorism.

In the Reagan Administration, Perle, along with Bryen,
who came from the Jewish Ingtitute for National Security
Affairs (JINSA) to become Perle' sdeputy, used Perle' s Pen-
tagon post to implement “technological apartheid” against a
wide range of Third World countries, by demanding that the
Defense Department be given veto power over any foreign
salesof “dual-use” technologiesthat could have any possible
military applications.

Perle and Bryen were at the top of the list of suspected
“X Committee” collaborators of Jonathan Pollard inside the
Reagan Administration.

Moreof ‘The Apparatus

Other figuresin the“mole hill” inside the top echel ons of
the Bush Administration include:

John Bolton, Undersecre-
tary of State for Arms Control
and International Organiza-
tions, who brought in David
Wurmser as his Special Assis-
tant, which did not require
Senate confirmation. Bolton’s
own confirmation by the Sen-
ate came by a 57-43 margin,
with only 7 Democrats sup-
porting him. His nomination
could havebeenkilled, had the
Democrats launched a fili-
buster.

After holding several postsin the Justice Department and
the State Department under Presidents Reagan and Bush,

John Bolton
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Bolton became senior vice president of the American Enter-
prise Institute, where he worked closely with Wurmser and
Perle, and helped launch Margaret Thatcher and Henry Kiss-
inger’s New Atlantic Initiative, which has promoted the new
Anglo-American imperium through itsannual conferencesin
Europe and the United States.

During the controversial nomination hearings for a posi-
tion in the State Department, where he has been dubbed the
“hatchetman,” it came out that Bolton had, during his work
at AEI, written against America’s traditiona “one China”
policy. He had claimed that “by any accepted definition of
customomary international law and practice, the Republic of
China [Taiwan] isa ‘state.” ” It also came out during those
hearings, that Bolton had received a $30,000 payment from
the Taiwan government.

Within his position as arms control chief, Bolton played
a magjor role in the Bush Administration’s Nuclear Policy
Review, which was denounced by Russia’ s Col. Gen. Leonid
IvashovinhisJan. 11, 2002 interview with Strana.ru. | vashov
characterized it not only as the pre-emptive use of nuclear
weapons against non-nuclear states, but as generally consis-
tent with Henry Kissinger’ sNSSM-200 policy against devel-
oping nations in its various manifestations:. “If we read the
U.S. National Security Strategy for the Coming Century, then
we find that the Americans see the exhaustion of natural re-
sources and the rapid growth of world population, as one of
the main, priority problems. . . . Therefore, what the United
Statesisdoing in various regions of theworld, isbeing done,
obviously, in order to force nations of those regions into a
mode of regressive development. . . . If my conclusioniscor-
rect . . . theninthat case nuclear weaponswill really become
abattlefield weapon.”

While in his present position, Bolton gave a speech to
the Heritage Foundation on May 6, 2002, which he titled,
“Beyond the Axis of Evil: Additional Threats of Mass De-
struction.” In this speech, he added to the “evil axis’ list of
Iran, Irag, and North Korea, potential warswith Libya, Cuba,
and Syria for their alleged development of biological and
chemical weapons.

J.D. “Jack” Crouch, Assistant Secretary of Defense for
International Security, isafull member of “The Apparatus”
nest within the Pentagon. Crouch began his government ca-
reer as a Legidative Assistant to Sen. Malcolm Wallop (R-
Wyo.). Anglophile Wallop, on the Senate Select Intelligence
Committee, wasassisted by chief aide Angelo Codevilla, now
a co-director of the National Security Division of IASPS,
where David Wurmser was al so employed. Thisisthe think-
tank that prepared the study, chaired by Richard Perle, for
then-lsraeli Prime Minister Netanyahu, on how to crush any
move toward a Palestinian state and bring an end to “Labor
Zionism,” replacing it with Mont Pelerin Society “free-mar-
ket” economics.

Under President George H.W. Bush, Crouch served
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briefly as Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Interna-
tional Security Policy. Meantime, until his most recent gov-
ernment job, he worked as an assistant professor of Defense
and Strategic Studiesat Southwest Missouri State University,
where he had written in Comparative Srategy (January
1996), that the United States must “set a firm deadline for
destruction of North Korea' s nuclear complex and its long-
range missile production facilities,” and redeploy nuclear
weaponsin South Korea. And on Feb. 27, 1996, writinginthe
Fort Lauderdal e Sentinel, Crouch promoted another potential
war, echoed by some recently in the Bush Administration—
a war on Cuba. “We ought to consider military options,”
he wrote.

Where does Crouch find hisrootsfor launching a“ Thirty
Y ears War”? While out of government, he belonged to Re-
publicans Abroad-Oxford University, which called upon
membersto“rely on Britishimperial experiences.” Inparticu-
lar, this group has embraced the early 20th Century’s Sir
Halford MacKinder, whose “ geopolitics’ for seizing control
of the Eurasian “Heartland” provided the cover for King Ed-
ward VII toigniteWorld War |. The group sponsored agath-
ering, entitled “The Anglo-American ‘ Special Relationship’
inthepost-Cold War World: MuchMorethan MeetstheEye,”
at Britain’s Hull University in April 1995, where Crouch
boasted that he had used British intelligence material during
his government postings, rather than American intelligence
products. This was an echo of Henry Kissinger's own May
1982 “confessions’ of his British geopolitical pedigree.

| an Brzezinski works at the Pentagon directly under J.D.
Crouch, asDeputy Assistant Secretary of Defensefor Europe
and NATO. Heis the son of Zbigniew Brzezinski, the Na-
tional Security Adviser to President Carter, who wasthe god-
father of the Afghan mujahideen, and the protégeé of British
Orientalist Dr. Bernard Lewis. Lewis and Zbigniew Brzezi-
nski sold President Carter on the disastrous “Arc of Crisis’
strategy of promoting Islamic extremism and terrorism to
destabilize the Soviet Union, which unleashed a “little dark
age” throughout the Middle East and Central Asia. Zbigniew
Brzezinski was also made infamous by warning the Shah
of Iran, shortly before the Idamic Revolution, against any
thought of economic development for his country: “There
will be no new Japansin the Persian Gulf, or south of theRio
Grande River.”

Both in the Pentagon and earlier, as Senior Professional
Staff Member of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee,
where he worked directly with then-Chairman Sen. Jesse
Helms(R-N.C.), lan Brzezinski hasfocussed on asubject dear
to hisfather’ sheart: NATO enlargement as a containment of
Russia.

Elliott Abrams is the Senior Director of the National
Security Council’ sOfficefor Democracy, Human Rights, and
International Operations. Fortunately for Abrams, this posi-
tion does not reguire Senate confirmation; in 1991 he pled
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guilty to two counts of withholding evidence from Congress
during Iran-Contrahearingsand wasgranted aChristmasEve
pardon a year later by President George H.W. Bush. From
1990 until hisrecent appointment, Abramswas a Senior Fel-
low at the Hudson Institute’ s Washington, D.C. branch.

Abrams is the son-in-law
of Midge Decter and Norman
Podhoretz, two elders of the
neo-conservative, “liberal im-
perialist” movement. Podhor-
etz has run the American Jew-
ish Committee’'s flagship
publication, Commentary, and
hasbeen receiving hundreds of
thousands of dollars a year
from the Bradley and Mellon W
Scaife foundations via the - ‘
Hudson Institute. . . :

After abrief careerinbusi- Elliott Abrams
ness and law in the 1960s, Abrams was appointed chairman
of the U.S. Commission on International Religious Freedom,
through which he worked with Rabbi Morton Rosenthal, the
South American Division Director of the Anti-Defamation
League of B'nai B'rith (ADL).

During the 1970s, Abramsworked in several positionsin
Congress, including Special Counsel to the Senate Permanent
Subcommitee on Investigations (SPIS), where he collabo-
rated closely with Richard Perle; Special Counsel to the late
Sen. Henry M. “Scoop” Jackson (D-Wash.); and Special
Counsel, then Chief of Staff to then-Sen. Daniel Patrick Moy-
nihan (D-N.Y.). Abrams was in the nest of suspected | sragli
spies—including Perle, Gaffney, and Bryen—who were all
Senate staffers in the late 1970s, and who all were given
significant positionsinside the Reagan Administration.

During the Reagan Administration, Abrams did a brief
stint as Assistant Secretary of State for International Organi-
zational Affairs, and wasthen assigned to be Assistant Secre-
tary of Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs. During the
last five years of the Reagan Administration (nearly until his
indictment), Abramswas Assistant Secretary for Inter-Amer-
ican Affairs.

Hewas, inal of hispostingsin the Reagan White House,
acentral player in the covert war in Central America. More
recently, before being appointed to the current National Secu-
rity Council staff, Abrams helped launch the campaign to
overthrow the Peruvian government of President Alberto Fuj-
imori, after Fujimori conducted a successful campaign to de-
feat the narco-terrorist Shining Path (Sendero L uminoso) and
MRTA gangs.

Tim Goegelin, the White House liaison to the “religious
community,” got his White House post on the basis of long-
standing ties to Gary Bauer, a Christian Zionist promoting
Sharon’s Mideast war drive. (Bauer's role is detailed else-
whereinthisreport.)
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The McCain Mutiny
Bullies the President

by Jeffrey Steinberg

On Feb. 2-3, 2002, the United States was represented at the
annual Wehrkunde international security conference in Mu-
nich, Germany by four peopleall deeply involvedintheeffort
to hijack the Bush Administration’ sforeign policy, on behal f
of the Clash of Civilizations doctrine of the Anglo-American
oligarchy. Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.), Sen. Joe Lieberman
(D-Conn.), Deputy Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz, and
Defense Policy Board Chairman Richard Perle presented
such aunified front for anew Anglo-Americanworld empire,
that other Americans attending the conference, including for-
mer President George H.W. Bush's National Security Ad-
viser Gen. Brent Scowcroft, stood up from the audience to
rake the American warhawks over the coals.

McCain, seizing upon President Bush's unfortunate in-
voking of the “axis of evil” in his State of the Union speech,
pressed for a war of annihilation against Saddam Hussein,
and at the same time delivered an unambiguous warning to
America sSNATO partnersand other allies. “ A day of reckon-
ing is approaching,” McCain declared. “Not simply for Sad-
dam Hussein, but for all members of the Atlantic community,
whose governments face the choice of ending the threat we
face every day from this rogue regime, or carrying on as if
such behavior, in the wake of Sept. 11, were somehow till
tolerable. . . . The combined examples of regime change in
Afghanistan and Iraq would likely compel several other state
sponsors of terror to change their ways or go out of business,
accomplishing by example what we would otherwise have
to pursue through force of arms. These nations—Syria and
Sudan, for instance—have achoice, anditisin their interest
to maketheright one.”

‘Bush HasTo Placate Him’

Speaking the next day, Lieberman echoed McCain’'sin-
cendiary message, telling the top international security offi-
cias, “We cannot claim victory in our war against terrorism
until we decisively addressthe profound threat posed by Sad-
dam Hussein and his weapons of mass destruction. America
will not permit the world’'s most dangerous regimes to
threaten uswith the world’ s most destructive weapons.”

The coordinated deployment of McCain, Lieberman,
Wolfowitz, and Perle betrayed an even nastier reality: The
Senatorial duo has been working, since the early months of
the Bush Administration, to blackmail the President into
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adopting the policies of the “mole hill” of rabid imperialists
and Sharonistsinside hisown administration—or elseface a
three-way Presidential racein 2004, with Lieberman seeking
the Democratic Party nomination, and McCain threatening a
third party “Bull Moose” candidacy, which would all but
assure Bush's defeat.

The Washington office of the Hudson I nstitute, which we
identified in the previous section as a hotbed of imperialist
ravings, is also the headquarters of McCain's “Bull Moose”
operation. It is explicitly modeled on the 1912 Presidentia
race, in which Theodore Roosevelt ran on the Bull Moose
ticket and threw the el ection to Democrat Woodrow Wilson,
by defeating Republican William Howard Taft. Marshall
Whitmann is heading the “ draft McCain” operation, andin a
series of provocative website postings, he identified untram-
melled support for Ariel Sharon as a core McCain belief.
“Hatred of Israel and the Jews,” Whitmann wrote, linksIran,
Irag, “and the other rogue states of the world. . .. If Israel
senses sheisthreatened, preemptive action will betaken. The
United States must be prepared to support Israel if that attack
is deemed necessary.”

Key featuresof theM cCain-Lieberman blackmail scheme
were spelled out in a Feb. 4, 2002 New Yorker magazine
article by Nicholas Lermann, who reported: “What works
best for McCain right now is a dynamic in which he keeps
presenting tests to Bush, with the idea that, if Bush flunks,
McCain might be motivated to run for President. Bush hasto
keep placating him, and if he doesn’'t, McCain getsto run on
the basis of principle, rather than ambition. . . . The conduct
of thewar isan ongoing test, in which McCain is monitoring
Bush for signs of getting soft because of a fear of asking
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Senators John McCain
(left) and Joseph
Lieberman are
blackmailing President
Bush to adopt the
policies of the
imperialist“ moles’ —
or else face a three-way
Presidential racein
2004, which would lead
to Bush'’ s defeat.

Americansto sacrificein an election year.”

The McCain-Lieberman “Get Bush” alliance first pub-
licly emerged in the Summer of 2001, when Lieberman and
his wife, Hadassah, spent the Fourth of July holiday at the
McCain ranch in Sedona, Arizona. The two men have been
attached at the waist ever since.

During the Winter 2001-02 Congressional recess, Mc-
Cain and Lieberman led a bipartisan delegation to Central
Asia. Following the Sept. 11, 2001 attacks, the two Senators
had co-sponsored a resolution to conduct a “Warren Com-
mission-style” probe of the Central Intelligence Agency’s
failures to prevent the attack. The exercise is a thinly dis-
guised campaign to force President Bush to fire CIA Director
George Tenet, who has earned the hatred of Sharon and the
entire Likud party apparatusin Israel, because Tenet worked
with the Palestinian Authority security services, and because
he refused to uncritically accept Isragli intelligence accounts
of the recent Israeli Defense Forces invasion of the West
Bank.

The McCain-Lieberman working holiday went virtually
unnoticed by the mgjor American media. The press had
heavily promoted an earlier, June 1, 2002 meeting among
McCain, Senate Mgjority Leader Tom Daschle (D-S.D.),
and Bruce Reed, president of the Democratic Leadership
Council (DLC), the Wall Street-friendly bloc of centrist
Democrats, whom Sen. Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) had de-
nounced in January 1995 as a “second Republican Party.”
There was widespread speculation, at the time of the
Daschle-McCain mesting, that the Arizona Senator, who
had run a confrontational campaign against George W. Bush
for the 2000 GOP Presidential nomination, might switch
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LaRouche on Fascism,
Lieberman, and McCain

FromLyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.’ skeynoteto theannual
Presidents’ Day conference of the Schiller Instituteand
International Caucus of Labor Committees, Feb. 16,
2002:

Universal fascism means, instead of thinking as Hitler
did, himself—or Mussolini—that fascism was for fas-
cism in one nation, these fellows said, “No. That's
not good enough. We're going to eliminate all nation-
states, and have one world empire, based on universal
fascism; ruled by a military force, in imiation of the
Roman Legions; in imitation of Napoleon Bonaparte's
Grande Armée; and, in fact, in explicit imitation of
the Waffen-SS, under the Hitler regime.” They didn’t
say “Waffen-SS,” because that was not considered
“good taste’; but that’ s exactly—if you read the books;
if you study the policies; if you see the deployments;
if you see the current policies, coming out of circles
like Wolfowitz and Richard Perle, or John McCain
(the so-called “Manchurian Candidate”); or Joe Lieb-
erman: Here you're looking at the image of universal
fascism, explicitly presented in these policies. And
you see two parties, the Democratic and Republican
Party, who are so infiltrated by these kinds of mentalit-
ies, that they can do almost nothing competently, at
this time.

parties. This was shortly after the May 24, 2001 defection
of Sen. James Jeffords, the Vermont Republican, who be-
came an Independent, voting with the Senate Democratic
Caucus, thus returning the majority to the Democrats.

But, as McCain booster Elizabeth Drew told a gathering
at the Library of Congressin May 2002, McCain will never
join the Democratic Party, but will remain a third party
menace, and, she hyperbolized, he could be the first third
party candidate in modern American history to actually win
the Presidency. Her book, Citizen McCain, is an unashamed
promotion of McCain’s “Bull Moose” project.

Two Nooses Around Geor ge's Neck

The McCain-Lieberman aliance actually has much
deeper roots, and long pre-datesthe Fourth of July 2001 sum-
mit. Both Senators are products of the right-wing Zionist
Lobby, and both owe their political careers to the financial
backing of the Bronfman family complex of organized crime,
Hollywood, and Israeli Lobby interests.
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Lieberman is known in Washington political circles, as
the “Senator from Mega,” a reference to the secretive Mega
Group of Zionist billionaires, launched by Edgar and Charles
Bronfman, Michael Steinhardt, and Max Fisher in 1991, to
pool their vast financial resourcesand political muscle. Stein-
hardt was the founder of the Democratic L eadership Council,
which isthe heart of the Lieberman political machinery.

Following the April 20, 1999 masskillings at Columbine
High School inLittleton, Colorado, by two studentswhowere
addi cted to point-and-shoot video games, Lieberman became
the outspoken “ critic” of the video-gamebusinesson thefloor
of the Congress. But he blocked any regulatory crackdown
against the business, and, when he ran for Vice President on
Al Gore' sticket, he madefrequent pilgrimagesto Hollywood
to rake in millions in campaign cash from the Hollywood
moguls.

McCain owes his fortune and his political career to the
same Bronfman machine. In McCain’s case, he married into
the Bronfman apparatus, when he wedded Cindy Hensley,
the daughter of James W. Hensley. Hendley is the largest
statewide beer distributor in Arizona, a franchise he was
granted by Kemper Marley, the boss of organized crime
in the state, who, in turn, was the local agent of Prohibi-
tion-eraillegal whiskey baron Samuel Bronfman. McCain's
political career and his considerable fortune (estimated at
$200 million) came exclusively from his marriage, and from
the support he received from the Marley machine, which
helped install him in Congress in 1982, and, after that, in
the Senate.

When the Meyer Lansky/Bugsy Siegel National Crime
Syndicate started to build its casino-gambling empirein Las
Vegas, it was Kemper Marley’'s Valley National Bank in
Phoenix, Arizona, that provided the loans. Decades later,
John McCain would be deeply implicated in another major
Arizona criminal banking scheme, as one of the “Keating
Five,” members of Congress who received questionable
loans and contributions from one of the biggest savings and
loans swindlers of the 1980s, Charles Kesating.

A further indication of the deep links between McCain
and the hard core of the U.S. Zionist Lobby is the fact
that, from his first campaign for Federa office, McCain
has enjoyed the support of a group called “Democrats for
McCain.” Itsonly two officials are Sidney Rosen, a national
leader of the American Israel Public Affairs Committee
(AIPAC), and Irv Shuman, AIPAC’ sArizonastate chairman.

The noose around President George W. Bush'’s neck has
been further tightened by a Bronfman/Likud takeover of
another important part of the Republican Party: the chair-
manship of the Republican National Committee’s Finance
Committee. In January 2002, that post was turned over to
Lewis Eisenberg, who was the founder and chairman of
the Republican Leadership Council (RLC), a “progressive
Republican™ group headed by former New Jersey Gov.
Christie Todd Whitman and former M assachusetts Gov. Wil -
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liam Weld. Whitman is now the head of the Environmental
Protection Agency. The RLC is the sister organization to
Lieberman’s “centrist” Democratic Leadership Council.

The RLC was established in 1997 by Edgar Bronfman,
hedge fund operator Henry Kravis, and Eisenberg, who
heads Granite Capital International. The RLC presents itself
as having an “enlightened” Republican social agenda, but
they are, in fact, outright imperialists and fervent supporters
of Israel’s Likudniks in their national-security and foreign-
policy outlook.

Sources closeto Eisenberg explained that heis extremely
close with Benjamin Netanyahu, the former Likud party
chairman and former Israeli Prime Minister, who has re-
cently been even more violent in his attacks on the Palestin-
ians and the Arabs than fellow Likudnik Ariel Sharon. The
Eisenberg-Netanyahu tiesare through Arthur Finkelstein, the
right-wing Republican campaign consultant, who managed
Netanyahu’s successful 1996 campaign against Labor Party
leader Shimon Peres, but who also has managed the Senate
campaigns of Jesse Helms (R-N.C.).

The Apocalyptic Plague
Of Christian Zionism
by Nancy Spannaus

There is no group in the United States more committed to a
Clash of Civilizations against the Muslim world, than the
so-called Christian Zionists, or Christian fundamentalists, a
constituency of an estimated 40-70 million Americans who
follow the 19th-Century millenarian cultism of the British
Rev. John Nelson Darby.

Darbyismtook root primarily inthe Southern Confederate
regions of the United States, and continues to be financed
today through British-linked and neo-conservative intelli-
gence networks. It explicitly callsfor instigating war around
the al-Haram al-Sharif holy sites in Jerusalem (known by
most Jews and Christians as the Temple Mount), asatrigger
to the “final battle” of Armageddon, which will lead to the
rapture and absorption into Heaven of the “chosen people.”
Leading adherents of this dangerous view dominate funda-
mentalist Christianity in the United States, as the popularity
of such millenarians as Pat Robertson, Jerry Falwell, Ed Mc-
Ateer, John Hagee, and Gary Bauer attests.

The Christian Zionists also form a major faction in the
Republican Party, and they have mounted a relentless cam-
paign to control the agenda of the George W. Bush Adminis-
tration.

The irony of this grouping portraying itself as the great
friends of Israel should not be lost on anyone. Not only are
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the Christian Zionists among the most open anti-Semitesin
the United States, prone to raving against Jews as “ Christ-
killers,” but their “program” of encouraging the seizure of the
Muslim holy siteto build the* Third Temple” of Solomon, is
intended to unleash aconflagration that will destroy Israel, as
an alleged precondition to the Second Coming of Christ.

Democratic  Presidential pre-candidate  Lyndon
LaRouche pointed out thisdanger, and irony, back inthe Fall
of 2000, after Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon had begun
hisprovocation against the Palestiniansat the TempleMount.
Unfortunately, not enough people listened. And, with the ac-
cession of President Bush to the White House, the Christian
Zionist crowd went into a full-scale mobilization to get the
White House to back their insane drive for religious war in
the Middle East.

Round One: Sanity Prevailed

Ariel Sharon took over the Isragli prime ministership in
the Spring of 2001, with high hopes that his friends in the
United States could win him full backing from George W.
Bush, for his plans to pursue total war. When Bush did not
initially go along, the Christian Zionists went into mobili-
zation.

On July 30, 2001 the White House got a visit. In atten-
dance were: the Religious Roundtable, represented by Ed
McAteer; Pat Robertson’s Christian Broadcasting Network,
represented by Michael Little; Christian Friends of Israel
leader ElIwood McQuaid; Morton Klein, head of the rabidly
anti-Arab Zionist Organization of America; the International
Christian Embassy in Jerusalem; the Christians' Israel Public
Action Committee, and Herb Zweibon, founder of Americans
for aSafelsradl.

Therepresentativesfirst held aplanning meeting, and then
had lunch at the Isragli Embassy. Then it was on to the
White House.

Meeting with President
Bush’s religious community
liaison Tim Goeglein, thisdel-
egation delivered ablunt mes-
sage: If the President did not
give Sharon an unequivocal
“green light” for war against
the Palestinians, this grouping
would destroy the Bush Presi-
dency, just as they had de-
stroyed that of hisfather.

Specifically speaking for
the campaign to destroy theal -
Agsa mosque, and “rebuild”

Elwood McQuaid

1. SeeLyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., “The Bestiality of the Fundies,” printed in
“Who Is Sparking aReligiousWar inthe Middle East?’ EIR Special Report,
December 2000. Thefull report presents adevastating exposé of the Temple
Mount campaign of Christian Zionistsand |sraeli fanatics.

Investigation 43



the temple, was Elwood McQuaid. He was particularly an-
noyed that the Isragli police—under pressure from the Bush
Administration—had moved on July 29, to prevent thelaying
of afoundation stone for the new temple.

Thethreat to destroy Bush had some credibility, giventhe
groups clout. Tens of thousands of Americanslisten to what
are called “televangelists’ on the radio, or TV, every week.
Thegroupsrepresented arealliedtothelikesof Paul Weyrich,
the political operativewho helped found the Religious Roun-
dtable, and enjoy the fruits of massive circulation of cultist
Armageddon literature, such as that by TV evangelist Hal
Lindsey, author of The Late Great Planet Earth, and Tim
LeHaye.

But theirrationality of acall for bloody global war against
1.4 billion Muslims was obvious to the Bush Administration
at that time. In the Summer of 2001, despite the public pres-
sure, and the “inside” pressure of rabid Christian fundamen-
talist John Ashcroft and others, the Bush Administration
said “no.”

An Escalation

As is well-known, the Bush Administration went ahead
to do what no other American administration had done—call
for the creation of a Palestinian state. The Christian Zionists
had to escalate.

One of thekey nodal points came on Nov. 7, 2001, when
basically the same cast of characters came together under the
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When President Bush
initially failed to give
Israeli Prime Minister
Ariel Sharon (inset) a
green light for war
against the Palestinians,
Christian
fundamentalists such as
Jerry Falwell joined
Jewish supporters of
Sharon’s Likud party, in
amobilization to force
the President to back
down. Here, in
November 1994, Falwell
(at podium) meets with
Anti-Defamation League
National Director Abe
Foxman (seated left);
Rabbi James Rubin of
the American Jewish
Congress (seated right);
and Rabbi Yechiel
Eckstein, president of
International Fellowship
of Christiansand Jews
(standing l€ft).
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banner of theNational Unity Coalitionfor Isragl, in Washing-
ton, D.C. NUCI, founded in 1991, claimsto be comprised of
200 organizations, representing 40 million Americans. This
figure is vastly inflated. The group held a press conference
which featured virulent attacks agai nst I slam, and spokesmen
urged the administration to back away from its adoption of a
“two states’ perspective.

Elwood McQuaid, who spoke against a Palestinian state
at the press conference, gave an interview to EIR where he
was explicit about his Clash of Civilizations perspective. He
said: “Thisis afight to the finish. It isa‘Clash of Civiliza-
tions,” and what the United States does not understand isthat
the Palestinian issue is an integral part of Islamic resolve to
dominate thisworld, and do away with the civilization of the
Western world.”

The NUCI crowd drew few press, but some well-placed
Capitol Hill figures, such as Sen. Sam Brownback (R-Kan.)
and former Reagan Administration official Frank Gaffney.
After the press event, the group trooped off to the halls of
Congress, in order to deliver their threats.

Still Not Broken

But the Bush Administration still resisted the drive.
Through the end of the year, into April 2002, official state-
mentsfrom the admini stration continued to criticizethe prov-
ocationsby the Sharon government, including targetted assas-
sinations, new |sragli settlementsin Palestinian territory, and
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the creation of hideousconditionsfor Palestiniansinthe West
Bank and Gaza. Diplomatic moves by the State Department,
in particular, and by President Bush’ s personal emissary An-
thony Zinni, indicated that the Administration wanted Sharon
to make concessions along the lines of the Mitchell Report,
which had called for Israel to end the settlements, and move
toward compliance with the United Nations resolutions 242
and 338, which the Sharon government had consistently re-
jected.

When you set the Bush Administration rhetoric aside,
however, the resistance of the administration to Sharon’sin-
creasing atrocities was getting more and more feeble. When
the Israeli Defense Forces entered Ramallah in March, and
laid siege to Palestinian Authority President Y asser Arafat’s
West Bank headquarters, President Bush gave a Rose Garden
speech which urged the Israglis to withdraw—abut with no
deadline whatsoever. Sharon judged that he could ignore the
President of the United States—and he did.

Meanwhile, the Christian Zionists, along with the Jewish
Friends of the Likud (Sharon’s palitical party) in the United
States, ratcheted up their effortsto capturethe President. This
grouping had put together a $200,000 war chest by Feb. 1,
whichit used for aseriesof adsattacking Arafat and demand-
ing that President Bush put Arafat and the Palestinian Author-
ity/Pal estine Liberation Organization onthe Foreign Terrorist
Organizationslist. Oneof theads, co-sponsored by the Zionist
Organization of Americaand the Religious Roundtabl e, went
so far as to call Arafat and the Palestinian Authority “the
Nazis of themodern era.”

Thus, when President Bush announced that he was send-
ing Secretary of State Colin Powell to the Middle East for
meetings, including a meeting with President Arafat, these
crusaders went wild. On April 11, the day Powell arrived
in Jerusalem, Gary Bauer, Jerry Falwell, Rev. John Hagee,
Marlin Maddoux, Ed McAteer, and Rev. Tim Timmons, all
leading Darbyite Zionists, issued a letter to President Bush
attacking the Powell mission. Theletter, organized by Bauer,
read in part:

“We believe the Bush ‘
Doctrine is in great jeopardy
and the war on terrorism with |
it. We believe it isimperative
for the United States to stand
with our friend and ally Israel
as they attempt to defeat the
same forces of terrorism that
we have been battling since
Sept. 11, 2001. We would ask
you to end pressure on Isragli
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon
so that he has the time neces-
sary to complete the mission
he has undertaken—the elimination of terrorist cells and in-

Gary Bauer
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frastructure from the West Bank territories. ... Secretary
Powell’s current peace-making trip is sending a dangerous
message.”

According to news reports, the “faithful” responded with
aflood of callsand e-mailsinto the White House, to the extent
that, the next day, senior Presidential aides phoned Falwell to
reassure him that Bush stood behind Sharon.

The mobilization was amplified by the televangelist and
radio personality set, which took the President to task for
alowing Powell to meet with Arafat, and claimed that the
President’ s evangelical support was “wavering alittle bit.”

Powell’s trip failed, of course, and Sharon continued to
defy the United States government, adding to his occupation
of Ramallah, theassault against the Jenin refugee camp, Beth-
lehem’ s Church of the Nativity, and untold other villagesand
townsin the West Bank. The U.S. government response was
muted to non-existent, although it seemed clear that no green
light was given to Sharon’s desire to physicaly eliminate
Arafat, as he publicly reiterated that he wished to do.

In other words, the Zionist Lobby had not yet achieved
itsgoal.

TheMay M obilization

May wasamonth of major escalation, including the assets
of the Zionists, evangelical and otherwise, in the Congress.
Under the leadership of rabid Zionist, House Majority Whip
TomDelLay (R-Tex.), on May 2theHouseof Representatives
debated and passed a resolution calling for destruction of
“ Palestinian Terrorist Infrastructure.” The vote was 352-21,
with about 80 Congressmen voting “present” or against. De-
Lay worked closely with Zionist Lobby “Golem,” Rep. Tom
Lantos (D-Calif.). The two had introduced the resolution on
April 18, 2002, condemning “Palestinian terrorism” in the
strongest terms. Coming in the midst of the Israeli assault on
the West Bank, the message of a “free pass’ for Sharon's
genocidewas clear.

Del ay isafavorite of the Zionists. Hewasthe most popu-
lar speaker at the American Israel Public Affairs Committee
in early May. Then he delighted the Sharon crowd with his
statement that all the Occupied Territories belong to Isragl.
InaMay linterview with Chris Mathews, host of MSNBC's
“Hardball” talk show, Republican House Magjority Leader
Dick Armey (Tex.) said that he agreed with Del ay, that all
Palestinians in the West Bank should be transferred to other
Arablands. Thisisthe sameline asthe most rabid Likudniks
inlsrael.

Armey was blunt: “I’m content to have Israel grab the
entire West Bank. I’m also content to have the Palestinians
have a homeland and even for that to be somewhere near
Israel, but I’'m not content to see Israel give up land for the
purpose of peace to the Palestinians who will not accept it,
and would not honor it. . . .”

“Wherewould you put the state?’ Mathews asked.
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Armey replied: “ There are many Arab nations that have
many hundreds of thousands of acres of land—and soil and
property and opportunity to create a Pal estinian state.”

Mathews replied: “So you would transport the Palestin-
iansto somehwere elseand cal it their state?”

After some equivocation, Armey retorted: “I happen to
believe that the Palestinians should leave.”

Mathews made sure Armey knew what he was saying:
“Just to repeat, you believe that the Pal estinianswho are now
living on the West Bank should get out of there?’

Congressman Armey: “Yes.”

(Interestingly, Armey andfellow Texan, Sen. Phil Gramm
(R), have decided, for reasonslikely linked to corporate cor-
ruption scandals, to leave the Congress this Fall. Who, one
wonders, will take their place?)

But the mobilization was not just in Congress. On May 3,
some 250 “Christian” leaders from across the United States
gathered at the Israeli Embassy in Washington, reported the
London Daily Telegraph of May 8. Gary Bauer addressed a
meeting at the embassy, with the following message: “ Some
very interesting alliancesareforming. Many evangelicalsbe-
lievethat theland of I srael isCovenant |and that was promised
by God to the Jewish people. | believe Israel and the United
States have got aconfluence of interest. We' re both democra-
cies, and | seelsrael, as| see Great Britain, as a defender of
Western civilization.”

Thenext day, Ariel Sharon arrived to presshiscausewith
the “softened-up” administration. While coming out with no
criticismof Israeli, and increasingly strident attackson Presi-
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The Promise Keepers
cult, onegroup
among the estimated
40-70 million
Americanswho
adhereto various
brands of Christian
fundamentalism.
Many of these people
are being deployed
by oligarchical
game-masters, in
service of a global
Clash of
Civilizations—and
specifically in
support of Israeli
fascist Ariel Sharon.

dent Arafat’s“failure” to stop suicidebombings, theadminis-
tration still had not broken with Arafat.

The Christian Zionists had a new project in view, how-
ever, whichwasannounced on May 29. Leading“ Christians,”
headed by Pat Robertson’ sformer closeassociateintheChris-
tian Coalition, Ralph Reed, and Zionists, led by Rabbi Y ehiel
Eckstein, the president of the International Fellowship of
Christians and Jews, proclaimed a new initiative caled
“Stand with Isragl.” Theavowed goal of theinitiativeis®mo-
bilizing 100,000 churchesand an estimated 1 million Christi-
ansin the United Statesto express solidarity with the State of
Israel.” Until he founded the International Fellowship in
1983, Rabbi Eckstein had been the Anti-Defamation League
of B'nai B'rith’sinter-religiousliaison.

“Stand with Isragl” has grand plans, including a “day of
support” for Isragl on Sept. 9, inall theevangelicia churches
in the United States. Both President Bush and leaders of the
Republican Party are expected to participate in this grand
event.

Meanwhile, Gary Bauer continues to take the point in
mass mobilization. According to his own testimony, he has
continued his mobilization of e-mails to the White House,
with the message: “Mr. President, we pray for you every day.
| believe God wanted you to be President. If you abandon
Israel, youwill never get my vote again.”

When President Bush, in June 24, finally declared that the
United States considersthe removal of Palestinian Authority
President Arafat the precondition for peace in the region,
Bauer, NUCI, and the whole Christian Zionist crew could
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accurately cal it their victory.

Will theReal Christians Stand Up?

On July 1 Bauer made his first trip to Israel, where he
delivered aletter to Sharon. Speaking inthe name of “ Christi-
ans’ like Dr. James Dobson, Chuck Colson and Rev. Jerry
Falwell, thisletter pledgestotal support for thefascist policies
of the current Israeli government.

Inreality, as EIR has documented, the so-called Christian
evangelicals do not speak for Christiansin the United States.
The major Christian denominations—Catholic, Episcopal,
Presbyterian, L utheran, Methodist—have all gone on record
attacking the recent outrageous Israeli assaults on the Pales-
tinians, and onthe Church of theNativity. The National Coun-
cil of Churcheshasalsoraised itsvoice, ashavethe Christian
Churchesin the Occupied Territories.

Y et, the national news media of the United States have
been dominated by the Christian Zionists, who, in their alli-
ancewith|srael’ sright-wing Likud party, promoteaviolently
pro-lsrael line. The roots of this aliance go back to 1977,
when Likud's Menachem Begin took power, and powerful
financiers, who promoteboththe Likud andtheU.S. evangeli-
cals, decidedtofosterit. A study wasproduced by thelnstitute
of Contemporary Jewry at the Hebrew University of Jerusa-
lemin 1978, called “ American Fundamentalism and Israel,”
which obviously served as a guidebook to deepening the ties
between the two.

Likud's parody of Biblical themes—claiming that God
gavethe land occupied by the Palestinians exclusively to the
Jews, and that the Jews have adivineright to settle anywhere
in Eretz Israel—was opportunistically applauded by the
Christian Zionistsof various* dispensationalist” and “millen-
nialist” strains, asconsistent with their owndistorted theology
and Biblical interpretation. That reading is that the re-estab-
lishment of Biblical Israel is a fulfillment of prophecy, por-
tending the Second Coming of Jesus Christ.

When Likud cameto power againin 1996 with Benjamin
Netanyahu’ s victory, Netanyahu moved quickly to mobilize
the American Christian Right, including bringing evangelical
and fundamentalist leadersto I srael for atour and conference
at which they pledged their support for the Likud agenda.

Asof today, that agenda has been exposed for all with the
will to see, as a program copied directly from the Nazis—of
Warsaw Ghettos, massexpul sion, and destruction of apeople.
The next step would be the detonation of awider war in the
Middle East, which would expand into aworldwidereligious
war of unimaginable horror. Those who support that agenda,
areno more*“ Christian” than Adolf Hitler.

For further reading:

« Scott Thompson and Michael Minnicino, “British Is-
raglitesand Empire,” EIR, Nov. 1, 1997.

« Anton Chaitkin and Nancy Spannaus, “Pat Robertson:
End-Times Cultist, British Agent,” EIR, Nov. 21, 1997.
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Case Studies

When ‘War on Terror’
Supports Terrorism

While the Bush Administration has pronounced the “war on
terrorism” to be the number-one issue since Sept. 11, on the
agendaof all theworld leaders, acareful review of how it has
pursued that war reveal ssomedramati ¢ cases of double-speak
and hypocrisy, and, inIbero-America, an outright capitul ation
to the very narco-terrorist forces that comprise the leading
component of the irregular warfare apparatus stalking the
planet today. Here arethe caseswherethat hypocrisy presents
the greatest danger.

* Inthecaseof Saudi Arabia, the“moles’ insidetheBush
Administration, in league with several prominent Washing-
ton think-tanks and tax-exempt foundations, is promoting the
very overthrow of the House of Saud that has been the stated
goal of al-Qaedaand Osamabin Laden. Thus, the neo-conser-
vatives, Christian Zionists, and Jabotinskyite agents in the
administration and Washington think-tanks—Iled by the Hud-
son Ingtitute—areworkinginleaguewith thevery “ new inter-
national terrorist apparatus’ that they pretend to be com-
batting.

* InColombiaand Peru, the Bush Administration has, so
far, failed to reverse the disastrous policies of former Secre-
tary of State Madeleine Albright, and her alies on the Wall
Street, who, during the Clinton Administration, abetted the
narco-destabilizations of both Colombia and Peru. Albright
boldly declared that there could be no effective war on narco-
terrorism in Colombia, and she, therefore, embraced the idea
of granting the narco-terrorist FARC a demilitarized zone,
from which they waged a terror war against the Colombian
people, and ran the biggest cocaine and heroin cartel in the
hemisphere. Wall Street’ s official endorsement of that policy
came in the form of the infamous *investment embrace” be-
tween the chairman of theNew Y ork Stock Exchange and the
financia leader of the FARC, which took place in the DMZ
junglesin 1999.

Albright isan avowed proponent of George Soros' Well-
sian “Open Society.” In the case of Peru, Albright joined
with Soros in promoting the overthrow of President Alberto
Fujimori, installing Alejandro Toledo, aWorld Bank bureau-
crat, asthe President.

The brief case studies that follow are intended to supple-
ment the profile of the Malthusian, Jabotinskyite, and Chris-
tian Zionist “mole hill” inside the Bush Administration,
which must bepurged, if thereisto beany sanity reintroduced
into American foreign and national security policy during the
next three years.
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In addition to targetting the Persian Gulf and Ibero-
America, some of the same moles are promoting a shift in
U.S. policy ontheK orean Peninsulaand inthe | ndian Subcon-
tinent. Asthe result of their efforts, both regions are also on
the verge of war and chaos.

» Thedriveto destabilize the Indian Subcontinent began
at the end of 1998, and came in direct response to the official
visit to New Delhi, by then-Russian Prime Minister Y evgeni
Primakov. During that visit, Primakov gave his personal en-
dorsement to the proposal, long associated with Lyndon
LaRouche, for astrategictriangleof scientific and technol ogi-
cal cooperation among Russia, China, and India. The
LaRouche “strategic triangle” idea was a cornerstone of his
Eurasian Land-Bridge proposal for bringing peace, stability
and prosperity to the entire Eurasian land-mass, through the
buildup of development corridors, with high-speed rail and
other transportation links, massive construction of energy and
other vital infrastructure, and the establishment of agro-indus-
trial centers.

Initialy, the Rand Corp. and the Cato Institute, two |ead-
ing Washington Beltway think-tanks, launched vicious at-
tacks against the Primakov proposal, falsely describing it as
an attempt to build an anti-American aliance in Asia. India
was seen as the weak link of the triangle, given the long
history of British colonial manipulation, and the legacy of
that manipulation in the always simmering conflict between
India and Pakistan, over the disputed territory of Kashmir.
Since October 2001, the U.S. war in Afghanistan has served
to trigger rapidly worsening India-Pakistan tensions.

The presence of nuclear weapons on both sides of the
India-Pakistan conflict has posed a particularly grave danger
that any military brush-fire conflict between the two nations
could rapidly degenerateinto thefirst use of nuclear weapons
since Hiroshimaand Nagasaki. This crisis could erupt at any
moment, and there are utopian war-planners in Washington
who would delight in provoking such anuclear exchange, as
ameansof destroying any prospectsfor erecting LaRouche's
Eurasian Land-Bridge.

» The Korean Peninsula has been targetted for identical
reasons by the same utopian madmen. Like the Indian Sub-
continent, the Korean Peninsulaisacrucia areafor the Eur-
asian Land-Bridge. In his recent travels to Seoul, Russian
President Vladimir Putin had supported the completion of the
South-NorthKorearail line, whichwouldlink uptothe Trans-
Siberian Railroad, and provide a completed transportation
corridor, running from the Pacific Far East all the way to the
Western European port of Rotterdam.

Key to the Land-Bridge advancement has been the“ Sun-
shinePolicy” of South Korea’ sPresident Kim Dae-jung, who
will leave office late this year. As already detailed in this
report, several of the most prominent moles in the Bush na-
tional security apparatus—including John Bolton and J.D.
Crouch—areon record asfavoring ahard military confronta-
tion with North Korea.
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Appendix A

Narco-Terrorism Spreads
War in South America

Colombia today is under siege by the world's largest and
wealthiest drug cartel, the Revolutionary Armed Forces of
Colombia (FARC). The FARC deploysits assassins and ex-
plosives experts into Colombia's cities, its chemists to co-
caine and heroin labs around the country, its billionsinto the
world' s stock and other financial markets, and its* ambassa-
dors’ into the global terrorist underground. It usesitsarmy of
20,000—made up largely of kidnapped children, impover-
ished and desperate peasants, and lumpenized cast-offsfrom
theMedellinand Cali drug cartel sof the 1980s—asabattering
ram against the nation’ s political, economic, and military in-
stitutions, while destroying energy and communications
towers, pipelines, aqueducts, and bridges, to isolate and bal-
kanize the nation, the better to dominateit.

During thelong yearsin which the FARC has been build-
ing an army intended to rival the Colombian Armed Forces,
official Washington has prattled endlessy about “human
rights,” “ civil conflict,” and “negotiating the peace,” while
furiously denying the mountains of hard evidence document-
ing that narco-terrorism does indeed exist. In fact, the FARC
could have been stopped in its tracks years ago, by a firm
agreement between Bogota and Washington to shut down its
drug-money pipeline and arrest and extradite its leaders as
drug traffickers. Instead, the narco-terrorists were protected
and encouraged by “utopian” elements within the State De-
partment and Wall Street and London financia circles. They
saw the FARC not only asacrucia source of drug money to
reinflate their sagging monetary system, but also as a useful
weapon for dismantling |bero-America' s nation-states, and
capturing its vast natural wealth—precisely the agenda set
forward in Henry Kissinger’s 1974 NSSM-200.

Who are these new imperialistsin Washington?

e Former U.S. Assistant Secretary for Inter-American
AffairsPeter Romer o served during the Clinton years asthe
point-man for the State Department’ s |bero-America policy
under Madeleine Albright. As Secretary of State, Albright’s
role was to enforce the utopian agenda inside the Clinton
Administration, in continuation of her father's close friend-
ship and collaboration with leading utopian figure Zbigniew
Brzezinski. Romero did Albright's footwork in Ibero-
America.

In 1998, Romero hosted a*“ peace seminar” in Cartagena,
Colombia, whose goal was to pressure the country—and es-
pecialy its military—into negotiating a power-sharing ar-
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Guess who loves narco-terrorism? Here, New York Sock
Exchange Chairman Richard Grasso embraces FARC money-man
Rall Reyes—the infamous“ Grasso Abrazo” —in Colombiain
1999.

rangement with the FARC. Later that year, he sent Undersec-
retary of State for Andean Affairs Philip Chicola to Costa
Rica, to hold secret and illegal meetings with the FARC's
financial chief “Rall Reyes,” eventhoughthe FARC had been
formally listed by the State Department in 1997 as a Foreign
Terrorist Organization. Romero’'s subseguent deployment
(see below) is especially revealing as to the subversive role
he played from his post at State.

* Romero’s efforts were buttressed by the 1999 deploy-
ment to Colombiaof then-Assistant Secretary on Democracy,
Human Rightsand Labor Har old K oh, who had been aboard
member of George Soros Human Rights Watch until his
appointment at State. Sorosistheleading funder of druglegal-
izationinitiatives, both inthe United Statesand globally. Koh
held a high-profile conference in Medellin in April 1999,
designed to force a renewal of “peace talks’ between the
government andtheterrorists, after the FARC threw atantrum
over aleged military support for paramilitaries. Koh em-
braced the FARC' s chief demand for apurge of key military
figureswho opposed negotiating with terrorists.

* Romero’s service to the utopians continued after his
departure from the State Department in 2001, when he be-
cameapartner at the New Y ork-based investment firm Violy,
Byorum & Partners (VBP). It was the high-powered VBP,
headed by co-founder and native Colombian Violy M cCaus-
land, which hosted the visit to Colombia of the Millennium
Club of 13leadinginternational businessmagnatesin January
2000, to set up a dialogue with the FARC, discuss mutual
interests, and supposedly, to facilitate a “negotiated peace”
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in Colombia. President Andrés Pastrana deployed Finance
Minister Juan Camilo Restrepoto meet withthe FARC | eader-
ship intheir jungle hideout, and then flew him that same day
to the lush resort city of Cartagena, to place the FARC's
position on the table before the prestigious Millennium Club.

» Among the Millennium Club hot-shots gathered in
Cartagenawere New Y ork Stock Exchange Chairman Rich-
ard Grasso—who had, together with Finance Minister Re-
strepo, offered ahearty embracetothe FARC' s* Ralll Reyes’
during a téte-a-téte in the Colombian jungle in June 1999;
AmericaOnline founder Jim Kimsey; former American Ex-
press CEO James Robinson; and a host of other “friends of
peace.” Not present at the Millennium meeting, but nonethe-
lessaclose business associate of VPB, isGustavo Cisner os,
of the Venezuelan Cisneros clan, which has been repeatedly
exposed for itslinks to drug money-laundering interests.

Grasso had told the press after hisfirst visit to Colombia,
that the FARC had proved quite savvy about the financial
world, and that they had discussed “ mutual investment oppor-
tunities.” He told the media that he had invited the narco-
terroriststo “comewalk the Stock Exchange” with him.

* A seniorpartner at Violy, Byorum & PartnersisRudolf
Hommes, aradical neo-liberal andformer Colombianfinance
minister, known for having “opened up” the country’s econ-
omy from 1991-94, key yearsfor the FARC’ stakeover of the
narcotics trade, and for the collapse of real production in the
country. Hommes was appointed by Colombian President-
elect Alvaro Uribe Véez as a key member of his transition
team, following the Presidential election in May 2002.

» Another important figurein VPB’ s Millennium Group
isformer AOL founder Jim Kimsey, who together with his
AOL sidekick Joseph Robert, Jr., flew down to Colombia’'s
FARClandiaafew monthsafter thefirst Millennium meeting,
tofurther expand onthe"investment opportunities’ originally
floated by Wall Street’s Grasso in 1999. After Kimsey and
Robert returned from their trip to Colombia s cocaine heart-
land, they whitewashed the FARC in a commentary for the
March 20, 2000 Washington Times, in which they insisted
that the FARC had promi sed that they “ could and woul d coop-
eratein ending drug trafficking.”

Kimsey is not only a close friend of Richard Grasso, but
also of U.S. Gen. Wayne Downing (ret.), described by the
Washington Post last November as*“the most famous terror-
ism fighter you’ ve never heard of.” Formerly aleader of the
Army Rangers, Downing until recently coordinated the Bush
Administation’ s post-Sept. 11 war on terrorism, and, accord-
ing to the Post, regularly takes advice from fellow former
Army Ranger Kimsey. The Post quotes Kimsey, that if you
want to fight terrorism, “You've got to think like the Mafia
thinks. No, it isn’t going to be fair. You're going to whack
"emathome. Y ou’ regoingtodo stuff totheir families. Y ou’' ve
got to play dirty. Y ou' ve got to get in bed with dirty people.”
(Downing's “philosophy” is detailed in the body of this
report.)
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Appendix B

Peru Is Again Thrown
Into the War Zone

During the 1990s, Peru was a model for the world on how to
carry out a successful war against drugs and terrorism. Not
only did President Alberto Fujimori succeed in reducing area
under drug cultivation by 70% during his 11 years in office,
but he also succeeded in defeating the two-headed hydra of
narco-terrorism in that country, the Shining Path terrorists
and the Tupac Amaru Revolutionary Movement (MRTA).
And he was determined to share that success with hisfellow
Ibero-Americans. In February 1999, Fujijmori addressed the
Inter-American Defense College in Washington, D.C. onthe
need to rally regional support for neighboring Colombia’'s
fight against narco-terrorism, and against power-sharing ne-
gotiations with the FARC. He received a standing ovation.

Determined to prevent the spread of such Fujimori-styled
national resistance to Colombia, Brazil, and other Ibero-
American nations targetted by narco-insurgencies, the same
“utopian” policy formulators inside the U.S. State Depart-
ment, Wall Street, and the City of London, who drove Colom-
biainto the arms of the FARC narco-terrorists, conspired to
overthrow Fujimori and do to Peru what they had done to
Colombia. In2001, Fujimori wastoppl ed by thiscombination
of foreign interests.

Today in Peru, terrorists and drug traffickers have been
released from their jail cells in droves. Heroes of the war
against narco-terrorism—most notably the military com-
manders who led the 1997 hostage rescue at the Japanese
ambassador’ s residence in Lima—are now facing arrest and
imprisonment for it. The national intelligence service has
been dismantled, and political and judicial persecution isbe-
ing used to reduce and emasculate the Armed Forces, along
with any other dissident voices in Peru. The government is
packed from top to bottom with drug-legalization advocates
and terrorist sympathizers. Shining Path has joined forces
with elements of Colombia's FARC and is making a come-
back in several parts of the country. To facilitate that come-
back, government drug-eradication efforts government have
just been halted.

Nearly nine years ago, in September 1993, Paul Soros,
the brother and partner of mega-speculator and drug-legaliza-
tion financier Geor ge Sor os, published an advertisement in
the New York Timesin which he spelled out the international
financial elites’ strategy to annihilate Peru’s Armed Forces
and overthrow Fujimori: “When one can be certain that it
[military influence on the government] istruly ended, invest-
ment values will rise 30, 40, even 50%. In Latin America,
whenever thearmy asaninstitutionis part of the power struc-
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ture, all investments are discounted, because it introduces an
element of instability. Asan investor, one likes stability.”

Fujimori’s 1999 appeal to Ibero-Americansto follow his
lead, enraged the utopians. L uigi Einaudi, veteran State De-
partment enforcer and current U.S. Ambassador to the Orga-
nization of American States (OAS), who is also known as
“Kissinger’s Kissinger in Latin America,” told Senate hear-
ingsin May 1999, that Fujimori’s regime violated “the rule
of law” and posed an “authoritarian” threat to democracy in
the hemisphere. Elliott Abrams, infamous for his role in
then-Vice President George H.W. Bush’'s “Iran-Contra”
arms-for-drugs operationsin the 1980s, and today “ democra-
tization” hand in President George W. Bush’ sNational Secu-
rity Council, also testified at the hearings, on the need to cut
U.S. funding to Peru’ s anti-drug intelligence service.

The OAS then joined the fray, defending Peru’s impris-
oned narco-terrorists as victims of human rights infractions,
denouncing the Fujimori regime as “undemocratic,” and im-
posing sanctions against Peru for its anti-terrorist measures.
ArturoValenzuela, thenontheU.S. National Security Coun-
cil, urged that Einaudi’ slong-standing proposal for the OAS
toimplement “ preventivediplomacy” (i.e., multilateral inter-
vention), be approved, which wasimmediately echoed by the
pro-drug-legalization Washington think-tank Inter-Ameri-
can Dialogue. London’s leading financial magazine The
Economist branded Fujimori “an outlaw.”

AsFujimori prepared his bid for athird term in the 2000
Presidential elections, vowing to defend Peruvian national
sovereignty and to “extinguish every vestige of terrorism
from the country,” the campaign for hisoverthrow heated up,
with the State Department, the subservient OAS, and myriad
“human rights” think-tanks like Soros' Human Right Watch
(HRW) leading the charge.

Inmid-May 2000, the State Department’ sPeter Romer o,
who facilitated the FARC's power grab in Colombia, told
reporters during a New York Council on Foreign Relations
meeting, that it wasimperativefor theOASto adopt Einaudi’ s
“preventive diplomacy” approach. The OAS “democracy
clause” allowingfor multinational intervention into acountry
after a crisis has erupted, was insufficient, he said, speaking
explicitly about Peru. “We can't wait that long.” That CFR
forum in defense of narco-terrorism was, not accidentally,
financed by, among others, Violy Byorum & Partners (see
Appendix A).

Theblatant foreignintervention notwithstanding, awhop-
ping 70% of the Peruvian electorate turned out to vote, and
Fujimori was re-€elected to the Presidency on May 28, 2000.

Oneday later, Elliott Abramsbegantelling all whowould
listen, “If Fujimori ... declares himself President for five
more years, he will be a pariah. We will take the lead in
organizing L atin American and European democraciestoiso-
late him and his government, block Peru’s accessto interna-
tional financial institutions, and end bilateral and multilateral
cooperation.” In an interview with José Vivanco, head of
Human Rights Watch, Abrams insisted that if there were a
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coup against Fujimori and new elections called, the United
States would back it!

On June 4-6, 2000, the OAS General Assembly met in
Windsor, Canada, wherethen-U.S. Secretary of State M ade-
leineAlbright teamed upwith OA S Secretary General César
Gaviriaand Canadian Foreign Minister LIoyd Axworthy, to
try to force the concept of “preventive diplomacy” down the
throats of |bero-America’ snations, with Peru intended asthe
first victim. Gaviria, as President of Colombiafrom 1990-94,
had facilitated the surrender of hiscountry to thedrug cartels,
whileAxworthy madeanamefor himself asForeign Minister,
by supporting drug legalization, endorsing the payment of
ransoms to FARC kidnappers, and demanding that Fujimori
negotiate a deal with the MRTA, which, in December 1996,
had seized the Japanese ambassador’s residence and held
scores of hostages. Their hopes of having the other nations of
the continent rubber-stamp Fujimori’s overthrow were
dashed, however, when such supranational meddling was
overwhelming rejected.

In July 2000, Albright joined with George Soros' World
Forum on Democracy to sponsor a global conference, “To-
wardaCommunity of Democracies,” inWarsaw. Whilethere,
both Albright and Soros—aswell as Albright’ s human rights
mouthpiece Harold Koh—met with failed Peruvian Presi-
dentia candidate and former World Bank official Algjandro
Toledo. The contact wasfacilitated by Diego Gar cia Sayan,
then executive director of the Andean Commission of Jurists,
a de facto branch of Soros's HRW, and a prominent drug
legalization advocate who, together with Soros, had signed
an open letter to UN Secretary General Kofi Annan in 1998,
calling for an end to the war on drugs.

Although it was not their first meeting, it was at the
Warsaw World Forum on Democracy that Soros channelled
$1 million to Toledo, to organize what became the bloody
“Four Corners March” on July 28, 2000, during which vio-
lence was orchestrated to sabotage Fujimori’ sre-election and
set the stage for his overthrow. Garcia Sayan would later
become Justice Minister during theinterim Paniaguagovern-
ment between Fujimori’s fall and Toledo’s June 2001 elec-
tion, and heused that post to begin dismantling Peru’ sdefense
and intelligence capabilities, which had been in the vanguard
of Fujimori’swar on narco-terrorism. When Toledo cameto
power, he named Garcia Sayan Foreign Minister.

Fujimori nonetheless continued to fight back. Speaking
to a summit of the South American Presidents in Brasilia
on Aug. 31-Sept. 1, 2000, the embattled Peruvian President
appeded for the formation of a United States of South
America, which unity—he argued—would enabl e the conti-
nent to achieve the economic progress to which they had a
right, but which they had long been denied. Therest of |bero-
America, too intimidated by the destabilization tactics of the
Project Democracy/Wall Street crowd, did not rally to Fuji-
mori’scall. Just afew short weekslater, Fujimori wasforced
tocall new elections, and eventually, tofleethe Toledoregime
and the country, under threat of imprisonment.
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Appendix C

Perpetual War Faction’s
Target: Saudi Arabia

The international support for Saudi Arabian Crown Prince
Abdullah’s ground-breaking peace proposal in March 2002,
triggered adesperate response from the neo-conservative uto-
pians and right-wing Jabotinskyitesinside the Anglo-Ameri-
can-1sraeli combine. Instead of pursuing peace, thesemaniacs
escalated their campaign for the United States to compl etely
break with Saudi Arabia, for destabilization, a campaign of
vilification, andevenaU.S. war against theKingdom’ sHouse
of Saud.

Nothing shows the secret agenda of these utopian war-
mongers more clearly, than their hysterical rejection of the
very mention of afull regional peace plan. The most explicit
rejection wasspelled out by Max Singer, aradical Malthusian
and one of the heads of the Hudson Institute, which isnow at
theforefront inthedrive against Saudi Arabia, for the ousting
of Palestinian Authority President Y asser Arafat, andthedan-
ders against Egypt. Under the headline, “Free the Eastern
Province of Saudi Arabia, Singer wrote in the May 9 issue of
the Jerusalem Posgt, “ It iswell within the power of the United
States to make it possible for the E.P. to become.. . . anew
Muslim Republic of East Arabia.”

Singer’ simportanceliesin hisbeing part of an anti-lslam
Clashof Civilizationsnetwork that hastargetted Saudi Arabia
since before the Sept. 11 attacks, because of the Saudi King-
dom’shistoric roleinthe Middle East. Singer’ s hatred of any
peace-promoting development policies in the Middle East
extends to the historic meetings between President Franklin
Delano Roosevelt and King Saud, to chart destiny of the Mid-
dleEast, aspart of FDR'’ svision of apostwar world that would
enjoy the end of British and European colonialismin Africa,
Asia, andtheMiddleEast. That anti-empire” real America’'—
today represented by U.S. Democratic Party Presidential pre-
candidate Lyndon L aRouche—iswhat the utopian war-mon-
gershate.

One of the Bush Administration’ swarhawk “moles’ told
the London Observer on Oct. 14, 2001, that a “perpetua
war"—war on lraq after Afghanistan, and more wars after
that—is the heart of the “war on terrorism.” The Observer’s
“unnamed hawk” insisted, “if it means we are embarking on
thenext Hundred Years' War, then that’ swhat we are doing”
(emphasis added).

Bust Up Saudi Arabia

Singer's May 9 article was hysterical about “the ‘ peace
plan’ of Crown Prince Abdullah [which] has put the Saudi
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Kingdom at the center of Middle Eastern diplomacy.” That
“peaceplan,” and Saudi Arabiaitself haveto bebroken up, he
demanded, with amilitary operation that seizes “the Eastern
Province of Saudi Arabia (E.P.), which lies along the shore
of the Arabian Gulf and which containsall of Saudi Arabia' s
oil fields.” Singer called for an sectarian Muslim war “ against
Wahhabism” (the dominant Islamic denomination in the
Kingdom), which he saystook over the oil-rich Eastern Prov-
ince; that sectarian Muslim war can befostered by the Anglo-
American neo-imperial schemers. Singer’s big lie is that
Saudi Wahhabism isthe cause of 1slamic extremism, includ-
ing the Sept. 11 attacks, and is responsible for “the sight of
Americans dying and running in fear on Sept. 11.” Singer
readily agrees with Clash of Civilizations founder Bernard
Lewis, Daniel Pipes, and Fouad Ajami (along-standing “Is-
lamic” advocate of eliminating Y asser Arafat), “that only the
determined exercise of American power” will stop so-called
Islamic terrorism.

Asof July 8, 2002, no official member of theBush Admin-
istration “molehill” has dared to publicly espousethis policy
inhisor her own name. However, the Hudson Institute, which
Singer founded, has been upgraded in influence, and is em-
blematic of that dangerous—and treasonous—current inside
the administration. Conrad Black, the British Common-
wealth’s billionaire magnate whose Hollinger Corp. media
empire runs the London Daily Telegraph and the Jerusalem
Pogt, joined the Hudson Institute board, as did one of the
leading moles in the Bush Administration, Richard Perle,
chairman of the Pentagon’s Defense Policy Board. Perle is
also aprominent figurein Conrad Black’ s Hollinger empire.

On June 18, following up Singer’s “declaration of war”
on the Saudis, the Hudson I nstitute held aforum, to depict the
Saudi Kingdom as a rogue state with no right to exist as a
nation. Themeeting on“ Saudi Arabiaand Terrorism,” jointly
sponsored by Hudson and the Aspen Institute Berlin, located
an attack on Irag as an “opportunity” to begin the breakup of
Saudi Arabia.

Fragmenting and conquering the Arab/Muslim world has
been agoal of thisgeopoalitical faction, for which Henry Kiss-
inger, Zbigniew Brzezinski, and Princeton Prof. Bernard
Lewisareleadingideol ogues, and Saudi Arabiastandsintheir
way. Asboth alongtime ally of the United States, and locale
of Mecca, Islam’s religious center, it has the capability of
becoming a force for peace between the Palestinians—and
therest of the Arab nations—and the Israglis, and it opposes
attacking Irag. Crown Prince Abdullah’s plan has made his
nation atarget of the political circles whose theories call for
aperpetua religious war, awar which began on Sept. 11.

The utopian insanity wasfully on display at the Hudson-
Aspen meeting. Sen. Sam Brownback (R-Kan.), who has
made a career of bashing Muslims, and is very close to Ber-
nard Lewis, announced new legislation to deprive Saudi Ara-
biaof military or financial support unlessit“ renouncesterror-
ism.” Moderator Michael Barone, columnist with U.S. News
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& World Report, pronounced the Saudis evil, and said the
Sept. 11 hijackers were motivated by evil Saudi Arabian
ideas. The Abdullah Plan was dismissed as a public relations
ploy by Isradli fascist Dore Gold, who “handles’ the Ameri-
can public relations portfolio for the Likud party, including
former Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and current
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon. Gold's participation was seen
asanofficial Likudrepresentation, if by notthelsragli govern-
ment, whose governing coalition is headed by Likud. Itisno
accident that the Likud party voted at its May 2002 conven-
tion, to “never” alow a Paestinian state, explicitly rejecting
the Abdullah Plan and any peace-seeking by the Arab world.
The Plan, adopted by the Arab League summit in March,
called for all Arab nations to recognize Isragl, in exchange
for the establishment of a Palestinian state, and Israeli with-
drawal to the 1967 borders.

David Pryce-Jones, senior editor of the National Review,
portrayed Saudi Arabia and Iraq as tribal conglomerates,
which should not be classified as nation-states. Simon Hen-
derson, author of After King Fahd—Successionin Saudi Ara-
bia, continuedinthisvein, proposingaU.S. military interven-
tion in the Saudi Kingdom, to “protect”— this can only mean
to grab—its il supplies.

Chilling Response on Palestinian * Transfer’

At the June 18 meeting, EIR posed a strategic question to
the Hudson Institute’ s panel, and got aresponse with chilling
implications for the Middle East. “ There are reports circul at-
ing,” went thequestion, “that Sharonintendstoforcibly trans-
fer the Palestiniansfrom the West Bank to Jordan under cover
of awider war—most likely an attack on Irag—and, in collab-
oration with policy circles who want the upper hand in the
United States, to declare Jordan to be ‘ Palestine.” Saudi Ara-
bia would be broken up into religious and ethnic enclaves,
andthe United Stateswould take over theoil fieldsinthe East.
People like Bernard Lewis support this. Does anyone on the
panel support these imperial policies?’

Britsh strategist Simon Henderson replied that he did en-
dorse aspectsof thispolicy. Pryce-Jones said, “Thisisaplas-
tic hour; there will be an attack. If they gointo Irag, aplastic
hour will develop. We are waiting on events. A dramatic
outcome is possible. Saudi Arabia may be broken up. The
Shi’ites may become an American dependency.” Then, half-
jesting, Pryce-Jones added that Defense Policy Board Chair-
man “Richard Perle may take over [the administration]. The
new order may be coming.”

The Hudson event was not a one-time blast against Saudi
Arabia. The participants were chosen from a stable of “ex-
perts’ who are on the payroll of asmall group of U.S.-based
institutions financed by the Olin Foundation, the Smith Rich-
ardson Foundation, the Bradley Foundation, and the Mellon
Scaifefamily funds, withthe purposeto createaClash of Civ-
ilizations.

As honest scholars and historians know, the Bernard
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Lewis/Samuel Huntington Clash of Civilizationsis afraud,
created to give an excuse for a new global war against an
“enemy image.” Stephen Schwartz, a speaker at the Hudson
forum, wrote a Nov. 30, 2001 article for National Review
online, the publication founded by right-wing Catholic Wil-
liam F. Buckley. In hisarticle, Schwartz says, “ Towin awar,
you must first identify the enemy. In our current war, the
enemy’snameisWahhabism. . . based in Saudi Arabia.” He
said the United States should give “a series of ultimatumsto
the Saudis, or break friendly relationswith them.”

Moderator Barone had written a June 3 article for U.S
News & World Report called “Our Enemies the Saudis,”
which has been widely circulated in the Congress, including
in hearings being held by right-wing fanatics like Rep. Dan
Burton (R-Ind.) on Saudi repression of human rights and de-
macracy.

David Pryce-Jones, another son of the British Common-
wedlth, based in Australia, spews out anti-lslam and anti-
Arab filth on a regular basis, and aso writes for National
Review online. Calling the Saudi |eaders weak-kneed “dou-
ble-dealers,” he also advocates an American takeover of the
“Eastern Province.”

Campaign Against M oder ates

Ineffect, since Sept. 11, therehasbeen aparallel, simulta-
neoustrans-Atlantic attack by the Anglo-American utopians,
and by their alliesin Israel and Europe, against Saudi Arabia
and also against Egypt, the other country which can play the
most immediate productive role in achieving Middle East
peace.

Thecampaign against Egypt cameto theforein Washing-
ton on Oct. 9, 2001, just several days after President George
W. Bushfirst announced supportfor a“ stateof Palestine.” The
lead editorial of the Washington Post blasted the “autocratic
regime’ of Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak, callingit “po-
litically exhausted and morally bankrupt.” The Post saiditis
timefor the United Statesto cut off itsannual aid of $2 billion,
because “Egypt is the leading example” of countriesthat are
the“largest single cause of |slamic extremism and terrorism.”

On Oct. 17, in asimilar vein, the New York Post called
Saudi Arabia a “pseudo-aly ... in bed with Osama bin
Laden.” The Saudis should be “dealt with” as soon asthe Af-
ghanistan war succeeds, the tabloid ranted. On Oct. 27, an-
other New York Post articlelied that Saudi Crown Prince Abd-
ullah finances the Taliban and Osama bin Laden.

On Oct. 30, the Wall Street Journal’s lead editorial ex-
plained what it had in store for Saudi Arabia: to “ seize the oil
fields’ after the expected collapse of the Saudi royal family.
It istime to face the fact that a“more radical regime”’ could
cometo power in Saudi Arabiawhichwould“forceadecision
on whether to take over the Saudi oil fields, which would put
an end to OPEC.” On Nov. 2, Richard Perle, in an interview
with Washington's WTOP news radio, accusing the Saudi
royal family of spending “billions of dollars on mosgues and
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schools around the world that preach hatred” of the United
States.

On Nov. 8, the London Economist accused the “repres-
sive, secretive, and undemocratic” regime of Saudi Arabiaof
supporting the Taliban, and the“ extended royal family itself”
of financingthe* charitiesthat financeterrorist groups, includ-
inga-Qaeda.” The Economist declared King Fahd and Crown
Prince Abdullah to be reliving “the last days of the Shah in
[ran.” OnNov. 19, the Weekly Standar d sai d that Saudi Arabia
is no true friend of the United States, and “in the event of a
[radical] upheava in Saudi Arabia, we[theUnited States] will
take control, protect, and run the Kingdom’s ail fields.”

On Jan. 4, 2002, hack writer Ralph Peterswrote an op-ed
inthe Wall Street Journal called “ The Saudi Threat,” which
retailed the big lie that the Saudisfinance“ hate-filled Islamic
terror” from*Michiganto Mindanao.” Inthe Jan. 9 Jerusalem
Post, JamesWoaoolsey, amember of the Defense Policy Board,
and former CIA Director under President Bill Clinton, said
that “ Saudi Arabia. . . deservesavery large part of the blame
for Sept. 11,” and advocated that the United Statesfreezerela-
tions to nothing more than being “ cordial .”

Thisisjust a sampling of dozens of these kinds of anti-
Saudi scribblings, since Sept. 11.

Antidoteto I nsanity

These insane attacks are not without opposition—within
the United States, as well as internationally. As EIR has re-
ported, theprestigiousMiddleEast Policy Council heldaJune
forum in Washington, supporting Middle East peace and the
role of Egypt and Saudi Arabiain reaching it, and attacking
the utopian warriors as calling for “irrational adventures.”
Saudi officials have countered the lies, with eloquence and
great detail, from interviews with U.S. television networks,
to the pages of the Wall Street Journal. Yet, the Clash of
Civilizations big lie persists. Attacks come from the highest
levelsof anallianceof rogue el ementsinthe Anglo-American
oligarchy, whose policy coup begins with the “big lie” that
Osamabin Laden wasthe mastermind of the Sept. 11 attacks.
That Osamabin Laden “hoax” is at the root of the Bush Ad-
ministration’s disastrous war in Afghanistan and at the root
of the utopians’ plansfor “perpetua war.”

The antidote exists, and isthe one defined clearly by Lyn-
don LaRouche. To stop the war drive, there must be two
elements: Firgt, the delusion of the well-being of the world
financial system must be broken through. It istheoligarchy’s
desperation to keep that delusion going, in the face of global
signs of collapse, that drives their march to global war. Sec-
ond, LaRouche has said that putting the blame on Osama
bin Laden and Islamic terror for Sept. 11 isafraud. Instead,
LaRouche hasidentified that the Clash of Civilizations cabal
and their conspiracy is enabling the terrorism.

TheLaRoucheantidoteistheonly hopethat Saudi Arabia
doesnot becomeanother “ casestudy” inthe Anglo-American
perpetual war.

Investigation 53



1ZliRInternational

An Imperial Criminal Court

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

July 9, 2002

In refusing to confirm the establishment of an imperial form
of International Criminal Court (ICC), the U.S. government
recently made the right choice, even though it had acted out
of the wrong motive. It was an error by former President
William Clinton, not to have blocked the |CC before hisleav-
ing office. Unfortunately, many other nations supported that
Court, on obviously different, but dangerously mistaken
premises.

The thing to be feared more than either war or crimes
against humanity, isthe establishment of an imperial form of
“world rule of law,” aform of law which, in practice, would
condemn all mankind to the kind of horrors suffered under
the Roman Empire and the ensuing Dark Age which that
Empire brought down upon Europe and neighboring regions.
The antics of “ Transparency International,” are only typical
of theimperial impul se permeating the current use of al such
proposalsfor a“world rule of law.”

It is to be emphasized, that without the existence of the
proposed International Criminal Court, there already exists
the recognized right and obligation of nations to establish
courts, under the same authority of natural law as the law of
justified warfare—courts which do not breach the principle
of national sovereignty. The Nuremberg court was convened
to address Nazi war crimes and other capital crimes against
humanity. Such courts are convened ad hoc under the same
type of authority as a justified declaration of an act of war.
Thus, a court such as the ICC is arguably unnecessary, in
addition to being judged even an odious venture on other
premises.

Therearetwo principal groundsfor refusingtheestablish-
ment of acourt such asthel CC, at thistime. Thefirst, overrid-
ing consideration, isamatter of several interconnected issues
of principles of practice of natural law. The creation of such
an international court returns civilization to the ancient and
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feudal state of affairs, in which ahead of state of a participat-
ing nation, or several such nations, issubject to the overreach-
ing control of an ultramontane, hence imperial authority.

That state of affairs would, in and of itself, constitute a
monstrous crime against humanity, since it would deprive
humanity of that institution of the sovereign nation-state, on
which the liberation of subjects from the de facto status of
human cattle was accomplished by Europe's Fifteenth-Cen-
tury Renai ssance and subsequent devel opment of the promo-
tion of thegeneral welfarethrough theinstitution of the sover-
eign nation-state.

The second, practical consideration, is the fact that no
court such as the ICC, were likely to carry out its implied
obligation, were one or more leading powers, such astoday’s
English-speaking powers, determined to obstruct honest ap-
plication of the ICC statute for that case. Thiswould degrade
the court axiomatically to therole of amere agent of an over-
reaching particular, imperial power.

| addressthe |atter objectionsfirst.

Notably, at thistime, major crimes against humanity are
being perpetrated, in fact, against the Palestinian population
of aterritory being occupied by the Ariel Sharon government
of lsrael. Were the proposed new ICC in operation currently,
that 1CC would be implicitly obliged to act promptly, now,
against that Israeli government’s relevant officials. Would
such an ICC belikely to act promptly in thiscase? If not, then
theproposal for establishing an | CC wereapieceof hypocrisy
which would define such a court as a corrupt one from its
outset.

Typical is arelevant case of atravesty of law currently
in progress in Arusha, Tanzania. The hoax currently being
perpetrated by an international ad hoc tribunal, in that pro-
ceedingsofar,istypical of thekind of monstrousabuseslikely
to be expected from the actual constitution of an International
Criminal Court established under the proposed provisions of
the Nov. 10, 1998 and July 12, 1999 re-draftings of the rele-

EIR July 19, 2002



“The Nuremberg court was convened to address Nazi war crimes and other capital
crimes against humanity. Such courts are conveandibc under the same type of
authority as a justified declaration of an act of war.” Both actions are takgn

nations, not above nations, and taken under principles of natural law.

vant Roman Statute for such a court. In this case, the court
has arbitrarily adopted aruling, contrary to the essential facts
of the case, exempting the culpable external powers from
their responsibility for the state of civil warfare forcefully
introduced, from outside, tothenationwhoseaffairsarebeing
scrutinized. We can not assume that an |CC would be better
than that self-tainted ad hoc court in Arusha.

Thosetwo casesaremerely typical of the systemic hypoc-
risy, which isto be seen in both experienced precedents, and
in types likely to occur under an international tribunal such
asthe ICC, on similar or analogous accounts. It were better
that there be no judge, and no court, except ad hoc courts
created by sovereignstatesfor casesof war or kindred overrid-
ing issues, rather than one which suppliesthe imperial cloak
of legality to a continuing practice of the type shown in such
exemplary cases.

There is an escalating pattern of actions, involving rele-
vant non-governmental organizations (NGOs) as cats-paws,
to destroy theremaining vestiges of theexistence of the sover-
eign nation-state, by creating and expanding upon novel, and
dubious precedentsto outlaw all forms of credible resistance
to an imperial “world rule of law” controlled by utopian in-
fluential circles of the English-speaking powers. Typical of
theincluded intent behind these so-called “ environmentalist”
and kindred initiatives by NGOs and others are the pro-geno-
cidal provisionsof U.S. National Security Advisor Henry A.
Kissinger's 1974 National Security Study Memorandum
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200, andthe pro-genocidal Global Futures
and Global 2000 introduced under U.S.
National Security Advisor Zbigniew
Brzezinski. The presently overreaching
practice of power of such policies, already
congtitutes, in and of itself, aclassof crime
against humanity.

Whatever the naive enthusiasts for the
proposed ICC imagine, that imperial
“world rule of law” isthe actua intention
behind the push for the ICC at this time.
Those who care for the general welfare of
humanity, must move now, to prevent that
evil intent from being realized. Any con-
trary estimateisno better than an abomina-
ble sophistry in law.

Now, turn to the matter of principle of
natural law.

1. The Matter of Natural
Law

The natural-law principle of national
sovereignty wasintroduced to modern Eu-
ropein the course of the Fifteenth Century,
in such expressions as Nicholas of Cusa's Concordantia
Catholica, asareformulation of theissuespreviously consid-
ered in such locations as Dante Alighieri’s De Monarchia.
From these precedents, Europe derived the concept of the
sovereign nation-state republic as a postul ate of natural law,
as opposed to the quasi-L ocke-Bentham kind of merely posi-
tive law on which the present Rome Statute chiefly relies.
Fromthat time, tothepresent, theprogressof modernciviliza-
tion has been intertwined with the objective of uprooting all
relics of Roman and like imperia authority, in the process of
establishing a community of natural-law principle among a
growing assembly of perfectly sovereign nation-states, na-
tions subject to no higher authority than the natural law as
such.

The kernel of the relevant, ecumenical notion of natura
law, isthat which iscommonly specific to Christianity, Juda
ism, and Islam, in particular: the Mosaic teaching, that man
and woman are set apart from, and above all beasts, created
equally in likeness to the Creator of the universe, and thus
accorded the ability and authority to manage al living and
non-living thingsin the universe. On thisaccount, the quality
of personality is attributed only to the Creator and to human
individuals. All such personalities areto be regarded as natu-
raly endowed with that sublime quality, under any reason-
ablelaw.

However, until the establishment of modern formsof sov-
ereign nation-states, beginning France under Louis X1 and
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England under Henry V11, palitical society had, asin ancient
Rome and feudal Europe, predominantly reduced large
masses of humanity to the statusof variously hunted or herded
human cattle, treated as property, or subject to the caprices of
what the cruelly errant U.S. Justice Antonin Scalia and his
like have defined as* shareholder value.” The greatest danger
to human rights, world-wide today, is a product of the effort
to impose aradically positivist form of rule of law, like that
of Scalia, a form derived from the same doctrine of John
Locke on which the Constitution of the anti-U.S.A. dave-
holder tyranny, known asthe Confederate States of America,
was premised.

The establishment of the modern sovereign form of na
tion-state republiic, as typified by the U.S. Declaration of
Independence and the Preamble of its Federal Constitution,
depends upon an anti-Locke principle of natural law, called
agape by Plato and Christian Apostles such as John and Paul.
Thisprinciple, asarguedin I Corinthians 13, isexpressedin
modern usage by the principle of the general welfare—asin
the Preamble of the U.S. Constitution—or as, the same thing
in effect, the common good.

On those accounts, like competent physical science, all
proper, durablelaw isgoverned by aprincipleof truthfulness,
rather than mere opinion. The definition of principles of law
must begoverned by the same notion and standard of truthful -
ness properly required for defining an experimentally proven,
universal physical principle.

For example, as the example of scientist Vladimir 1.
Vernadsky’s experimental proof of the existence of a Noo-
sphere, illustratesthat point, thefact that theindividual human
person represents a living species like no other, isnot only a
principle of the referenced monotheistic religious profes-
sions, but aprovable universal physical principle. Itisproven
thus, that this principle of human cognition, dominates in-
creasingly both the abiotic and biotic domain which it effi-
ciently inhabits, and over which it must reign.

Thisdistinction between man and beast i sthusan ecumen-
ical, universal physical principle, which rightly forbids us
from treating any persons as we treat wild or cultivated spe-
ciesof beasts. Moreover, thisal so obligesusto promotethose
qualities of human cognitive behavior which expressthe uni-
versal difference between man and beast. The function of
society, therefore, isto protect and promote those qualities of
all persons which express that universal distinction of man
and woman from all other creatures.

Since such government of society must be provided by
mankind, and for mankind, the agency by which society is
governed must bethe perfectly sovereign agency of that soci-
ety itself. To that purpose, prudent societies establish repub-
licswhich are each a creation of the governed, to serve asthe
principal agent by which all of that society governsitself. To
that end, prudent societies adopt principles of legislation and
political-economy which have the intent and method of im-
plementation of principleswhich havethe same specific char-
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acteristics of scientific certainty, by means of which apeople
controls both its government and itself.

Suchistheintent of aconstitution of atrue republic, such
as the circles of Benjamin Franklin intended the U.S.A. to
become. It was intended to become as the Marquis de Lafa
yette perceived it, atemple of liberty and beacon of hope for
all mankind.

Themost suitableform of such arepublicistheinstitution
of the sovereign nation-state. Since self-government is possi-
ble only through a common intention and the common use of
related language and political culture, that combination of
intention and culture, is the mechanism by means of which
the people of arepublic may governitself. Hence, an efficient
form of republican self-government were not possible, unless
the nation were independent and perfectly sovereign, within
thebounds of those common universal principlesof humanity
which qualify in practice astruly universal principles.

TheCaseof theU.SA.

The American Revolutionhasbeen often described, either
rightly or wrongly, as* an historical exception.” Rightly seen,
it was such an exception.

It was that period of religious warfare which Britain's
Trevor-Roper and other historians have described asa“ Little
New Dark Age,” between 1511 and the 1648 Treaty of West-
phalia, which created the circumstancesin which the resump-
tion of the political intent of the Fifteenth-Century Renais-
sance had to be relaunched from English-speaking North
America, rather than Europe itself. As a result, post-1648
Europe' sescapefrom therelics of feudalism, camechiefly as
reforms of feudal forms of parliamentary government, rather
than actual republican forms of constitutional government.
These, reformsused so-called “ basiclaw” asautopian substi-
tutefor arepublican constitution based on principl e, and often
used what was known as“ customary” or “common” law asa
substitute for the exercise of reason, in the ordinary practice
of law.

The U.S. Constitution, as understood by the followers of
Benjamin Franklin, and, typically, by Presidents John Quincy
Adams, Abraham Lincoln, and Franklin Roosevelt, is, philo-
sophically, a thoroughly European Classical-philosophical
creation, introduced into North Americaat atime such princi-
plesof law could not be established in any other place. Indeed,
the greatest principled improvementsin government and law
since 1776, have been inspired by the influence of the found-
ing of the U.S.A., its Constitution, and the achievements of
what U.S. Treasury Secretary Alexander Hamilton defined as
the American System of political-economy.

Admittedly, there has been aperpetua conflict withinthe
U.S.A. between what President Franklin Roosevelt, among
others, described as, respectively, American Patriots and
American Tories. Thisconflictinmutually exclusive philoso-
phies, profoundly moral in character, has been the principled
cultural-palitical division within North Americasince 1763.

EIR July 19, 2002



However, despite that, the U.S. Constitution,
asread by anti-Tory U.S. patriotssuchasPres-
idents Abraham Lincoln and Franklin Roose-
velt, isaunique constitution. Excepting those
few, tainting compromises made for the sake
of strategically needed unity withtheTory fac-
tion, it is the truest reflection of republican
constitutional law known in history thusfar.

From this standpoint, agovernment of the
U.S.A.isabsolutely obliged, morally and oth-
erwise, to reject absolutely and defy any at-
tempt to create a world-order cohering with
the proposed ICC presented to us at thistime.
Thegroundsfor U.S. rejection of the proposed
court, illustrate the kindred reasons prudence
should impel every reasonable sovereign na-
tion to join with the U.S.A. in rgjecting the
proposed, extra-constitutional court; an ICC
premised upon no clear and defensible princi-
ple of law; an ICC whose plausibly useful
functions, respecting war-crimes and crimes
against humanity, wereall properly conducted
by ad hoc courts created under the principle of
the law of justifed warfare.

The Faultsof the U.SA.

We must recognize two general types of motives behind
the effort to establish the ICC. Oneisawidespread, irrational
form of expression of an otherwise justified resentment
against the present English-speaking powers of the U.SA.
andtheBritishmonarchy (the United Kingdom, Canada, Aus-
tralia, New Zealand, most notably); aresentment comparable
to a conspiracy by mice to bell the cat. The second, is the
product of theintention of certain powerful, imperialistic fac-
tionsamong those English-speaking powers, toimposeanew,
globalized form of Roman Empire upon the entirety of apost-
Soviet world. Inthe politically and historically purblind eyes
of most of today’ s poorly educated world, the lurking inten-
tion is to destroy that United States which they have come
increasngly to choose as the principal focus of their hatred.

The likely result of such anti-U.S. impulses, were they
temporarily successful, would be something like a Jacobin
Terror, or worse, followed by something worse than the first
fascist tyranny inmodern history, theimperial reign of Napo-
leon Bonaparte.

The sane approach to those real problems which evoke
mounting rage around much of today’ sworld, isto recognize
theimplicationsof thedistinction between thefounding, Con-
stitutional party of the U.S.A., and what President Franklin
Roosevelt denounced asthe American Tory party.

It must also be recognized, that therise of theU.S.A.toa
status of being, for a time, the only power in the world at
large, in 1945, waschiefly aresult of those continuing failures
of the combined imperia British monarchy and continental
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Hague Tribunal chief prosecutor Carla Del Ponte (left), leading figure in a network
of “ prosecutors above nations,” with NATO Secretary General Lord Robertson. “ A
government of the U.SA.,” saysLaRouche, “ isabsolutely obliged, morally and
otherwise, to reject absolutely and defy any attempt to create a world order
cohering with the proposed International Criminal Court. . . ."

Europe which are associated with the two so-called “world
wars’ of the 1894-1945 period. The combination of the Prince
of Wales and later King, Edward V1I; thefollies of the cabal
assembled around Clemenceau; and each emperor—of Ger-
many, Austria, Russia—a bigger, worse fool than the other;
and the role of British-allied Japan in launching war against
China, Korea, and Russia; reflected an organic rottenness at
thetop-most level of European political society whichsetinto
motion the succession of warsof the 1894-1945 interval, from
which Europe has not recovered to the present day. It is pre-
cisely thetypeof intellectual bankruptcy which brought about
Europe's and Japan’s self-destruction during that interval,
which has come again to the surface in such instances as the
attempted 1CC coup against the principle of the sovereign
nation-state.

To focus upon Europe itself, for the moment, the rotten-
ness which misled Europe into the wars of the 1894-1945
interval, was chiefly the failure of Europe to freeitself of the
legacy of ancient imperial Rome and its feudal aftermath.
Inside Europe, therelevant conflict hasbeen expressed chiefly
asrecurring struggle for supremacy between a Romantic and
aClassical tradition. The United States' Constitution, for ex-
ample, is chiefly the product of the European Classical tradi-
tion, as marked by the Fifteenth-Century Renaissance, the
Treaty of Westphalia, the leading influence of Gottfried
Leibniz during hisadult lifetime and later, and the great Clas-
sical movement of J.S. Bach, Lessing, Mendelssohn, Gauss,
Mozart, Beethoven, Schiller, Lazare Carnot, Scharnhorst,
Gauss, the Humboldts, et al.
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The relics of the Caesar tradition such as the Habsburg
reign, the British monarchy, the German Kaiser, and Russian
Czar, and the tradition of Louis XIV, Napoleon Bonaparte,
Napoleon 111 in France, aretypical of thetop-down and other
influences of the Romantic tradition which led Japan and Eu-
ropeinto the series of devastating wars of the 1894-1945 in-
terval.

Within the mainstream of European Romanticism, aspe-
cia variety, called empiricism, wasintroduced to the Nether-
lands, England, and el sewhere by the sometime de facto lord
of Venice, Paolo Sarpi. This influence was expressed, most
notably, in the political form of the Anglo-Dutch philosophi-
cal liberalism. The most typical of these liberals are John
L ockeandtheradical utopiankey figureof the British Foreign
Office, Jeremy Bentham. Theimprint of Locke and Bentham
isthe most characteristic expression of what might passfor a
philosophy of law within the overriding Romantic character-
istics of the Rome Statute as presented.

Meanwhile, inside the U.S.A. itself, the most extremely
objectionable developments within the practice of domestic
and foreign policiesof practice, aretypified by the ugly spec-
tacle of U.S. Federal Associate Justice Antonin Scalia, who
typifiesacurrentin U.S. law into aradically positivist, even
dictionary-nominalist version of Locke. Thecombined effect,
radiating from Scaliaand hislike, isafascist degenerationin
law worse than that associated with the legacies of Hegel,
Savigny, and Carl Schmitt in the emergence of the Hitler
dictatorship in Germany.

Today, the root cause of the objectionable roles by the
U.SAA., is the spread of the types of corrupting liberal and
other Romanticinfluenceswhich | havereferenced here, from
the British monarchy and continental Europe, into the Ameri-
cas. Since the 1689 suppression of the congtitution of the
Massachusetts Bay Colony by theliberal tyranny of the India
Company’s William of Orange, and, most notably, since the
1763 division of the North American population between pa-
triots and American Tories, al those impulses contrary to
the intent of the leading founders of the republic, including
slavery, were imported afflictions imposed by the British
monarchy and such asdrug-trafficking Britain’ sslave-trading
lackey, the Spanish monarchy.

It is from those same European Romantic and liberal in-
fluences, that every justly objectionabl e practiceof theU.S.A.
has obtained its motivation. The kind of argument in law,
prevalent in the frankly utopian Rome Statute, is itself an
expression of the same philosophy of law which Europeans
and others have sought to introduce, contrary to theintent of
the Consgtitution of the U.S.A.

2. The Fate of the Rome Statute

A worldwhichmight seek toimplement the Rome Statute,
is aworld whose governments have lost the moral fithess to

58 International

survivetheperilousstate of global affairsintowhich civiliza-
tion asawholeisbeing plunged today.

The*crash” of the present world-monetary-financial sys-
tem is imminent. Conditions, inside the U.SA. itself and
around the world, have entered a state of accelerating turbu-
lence which must be brought to an end, very soon, one way
or another. Among literatecircles, only afew idiots, hereand
there, actually believein aprospective recovery of thisworld
systeminits present form.

Therewill never bearecovery of the present world mone-
tary-financia system in its present form. Any attempt to en-
force collection of present accumulations of nominal debts,
would ensure a relatively immediate collapse of the entire
planet into a chain-reaction-like plungeinto aNew Dark Age
far worse than the Lombard-banking-driven New Dark Age
of Europe's 14th Century, and comparable to, or far worse
than the Dark Age of Europe created by theinevitable down-
fall of the rotten Roman Empire.

Already, theamount of debt-servicerequired, toroll over
theexisting mass of world debt, exceedstheallowablemargin
of deductions from total output of the world’s economy as a
whole. Most of thefinancial debt of nationsand their essential
banking and other institutions must be summarily cancelled,
or frozen, if aplungeinto aDark Ageisto beavoided. If that
decision is not implemented, civilization will have failed to
muster the moral fitnessto survive.

In the event that nations are sane, that debt-cancellation,
that reorganization will occur, bothwithin nations, and among
nations. The organization of a recovery will depend upon
reversing promptly recent decades' trends toward deregula-
tion and globalization. Only an earlier and most emphatic
return to the standards of sovereign nation-state regul ation of
economy, could rescue mankind from an otherwise inevita-
ble debacle.

As| have had occasion to explain, repeatedly, on sundry
recent occasions, the relevant English-speaking powers be-
hindthepresent intent tolaunch awar of virtual extermination
against |slam, reflectstheintent of certifiablecreaturessuchas
Bernard Lewis, Zbigniew Brzezinski, Samuel P. Hungtinton,
and others, to exploit the aftermath of the collapse of the
Soviet system, to establish an English-speaking new Roman
Empire world-wide. There is a notable element of farce in
those intentions. The Romans launched their empire at the
height of their power; today’s utopian fools are committed
fatally tolaunch anew Roman Empireat thefag-end of itsex-
istence.

Therefore, the danger in each of sundry attemptsat impe-
rial globalization, such as the ICC project, is doomed to be
buried soon in its own ashes, one way or another. Were the
attempt successful, only temporarily, it would carry al civili-
zation into those ashes with it.

The Rome Statute will therefore either die quietly amid
the growing contempt it deserves, or it will end soon like
Belshazzar's Feast.
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Will the ICC Remedy
Sharon’s War Crimes?

by Dean Andromidas

The opening day of the International Criminal Court (ICC)
was met by a mobilization of the Bush Administration and
Israel’ s Sharon government to scuttleit. The “ Rome Statute”
entered into force on July 1, establishing the first permanent
court mandated to bring tojusticeindividual saccused of com-
mitting violations of international humanitarian law, includ-
ingwar crimes, crimesagai nst humanity, and genocide. Using
blackmail, the United States threatened to pull out of United
Nations peacekeeping missions, or eventovetotheir renewal
unless its soldiers are guaranteed immunity from the ICC.
Congress joined the administration, passing the American
ServiceMembers' Protection Act, which authorizesthe Presi-
dent to useforceto free any American who has been arrested
and brought before the court.

There are very good reasons to oppose the International
Criminal Court, on grounds that it would violate natural law
aswell as national sovereignty. But the Bush Administration
isopposing it for all the wrong reasons.

The United States has been instrumental in establishing
the court, asit has been in establishing thetribunal s convened
to try war crimes committed during the Balkan wars and the
invasions and wars in Rwanda. The Bush Administration it-
self played the crucial rolein ensuring that the government of
Y ugoslaviaturned over itsformer President, Slobodan Milo-
sevic, to The Hague. If the United States attacks Iraq, it will
no doubt call for Saddam Hussein to be brought before an
international war crimes tribunal. The attempt to abort the
| CC escalated at the time the administration revealed its pol-
icy of “pre-emptive” attack on “rogue states” allegedly seek-
ing to acquire weapons of mass destruction, and prepared for
an unjustified war against Iraqg.

Furthermore, in May the United Nations was preparing
acommission of inquiry to investigate the broad allegations
of massive war crimes in the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF)
attack on the West Bank refugee camp of Jenin. With the
help of the Bush Administration, Israel successfully scuttled
the effort.

Israel IstheKey Case

Israel, an ally of the United States, as a matter of state
policy, is committing massive war crimes, violating the Ge-
neva and Hague Conventions. Moreover, the political forces
within Isragel most responsible, Prime Minister Sharon, his
political cronies, and the senior officers of the IDF, are inti-
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mately linked to the war party in Washington which is now
preparing for an attack on Irag.

The Geneva Conventions have been signed by over 100
states, most of which have incorporated them into their na-
tional criminal law, as have the United Statesand Israel. The
violation of these conventions should not only be the concern
of the statewheretheviolationisoccurring, but alsotheinter-
national community as awhole. Actions by nation-states are
the best means by which to deal with these crimes. But na-
tional sovereignty cannot be used to shield perpetrators from
an international effort to remedy these violations.

The most efficient means to deal with such violationsis
through a nation or concert of nations that has the capability
and moral authority for taking responsibility to act, and there-
fore use the political, diplomatic, and economic means to
bring to justice not only those individuals accused of these
crimes, but most emphatically by ajust resolution of the con-
flict in which these crimes are being committed. The Treaty
of Westphalia of 1648, which brought to a close the Thirty
Years War, presentstheideal model of ajust resolution that
conformsto natural law.

A formally constituted international criminal court that
seeks to conduct its affairs outside of an effort by nations to
remedy these violations as defined above, should be seen as
an obvious violation of natural law.

That | srael has been committing war crimes and hasgone
unpunished, or has been denounced by the major sponsors of
this court, underscores its hypocrisy. The political redlity is
that the United States refuses to denounce Israel as a matter
of policy, and the Europeans refuse to effectively challenge
that policy.

Ariel Sharon: Serial War Criminal

Thecaseof Isragl and its Prime Minister, Ariel Sharon, is
most illustrative of the problem and the solution. Sharon has
aproven record asaserial war criminal, who continues unre-
strained and unrepentant. Hisfirst war crime was committed
in 1953 inthe West Bank village of Kibya. After aPalestinian
raid that left several Israglis dead, Sharon, as commander of
theinfamous 101 Battalion, raided the village and blew up all
the houses, knowing that women and children were in the
homes. He conducted theraid under orders of the I sraeli gov-
ernment, which never saw fit to remedy thisviolation. There
wereother crimesduringthe 1956 invasion of the Sinai, where
Sharon reportedly ordered 24 Egyptian prisonersto bekilled.
Then of course, there was the Sabra and Shatila massacre
during the Lebanon war of 1982.

A group of Palestinian refugees attempted to remedy that
war crime, availing themselves of the good offices of the
Belgian judicial system, which was given the capability by
an act of Parliament to try crimes against humanity carried
out outside Belgian territory. The claiming of universal juris-
diction by a nation, to prosecute violations of crimes against
humanity, iswithin the bounds of natural law.
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On June 26, a Belgian appeals court dismissed the case,
on the grounds that Sharon was not on the territory of Bel-
gium, an extremely narrow interpretation of the law, which
smacked of outside political intervention. Michael
Verhaeghe, one of the lawyers representing the Palestinian
plaintiffs, said, “We are not satisfied with this. It completely
undermines the scope of universal jurisdiction. We are ap-
pealing to the Supreme Court. Thefight goeson, that’ sclear.”
Despitethisruling, moves are being made to change Belgian
law so as to ensure that those not in Belgium can be prose-
cuted.

While his past crimes continue to go unpunished, Sharon
isresponsible for ongoing war crimes. Since the |ICC’' s man-
date began on July 1, 2002, these crimes can come within its
purview. Sharon’s government voted on June 30, one day
before the court’ s opening, not to cooperate in any way with
the ICC, nor to ratify Isragl’s initial signing of the Rome
Statute.

To besure, Isragl is not concerned whether principles of
national sovereignty arebeing violated, sinceit isfamousfor
its international kidnappings, starting with the Nazi Adolf
Eichmann, and for its numerous assassinations conducted in
foreign countries. Israeli Attorney General Elyakim Rubin-
stein opposed the ratification of the ICC treaty in aletter to
Justice Minister Meir Shestrit, stating, “The reasons for this
areconnected to the danger of politicization that threatensthe
court, and the article that is largely directed against Israel on
the matter of settlements. . . . TheU.S., which Israel followed
insigning the court’ sconstitution, officially informed the UN
recently that it has no intention of ratifying the covenant.”

Israel’ sclaim—that the settlement of acountry’ scitizens
on occupied land was added to the Rome Statute specifically
because of | srael—iswithout foundation. Thisisawar crime
under the Geneva Conventions of 1949, adopted because of
the horrors of World War |1l and its aftermath which saw
millions of people displaced, “ethnically cleansed” and vic-
tims of genocide.

War Crimes Detailed

The following war crimes are being committed by Shar-
on’s government in breach of the Geneva Conventions of
Aug. 12, 1949. (In ICC’s the Rome Statute, Article 8, War
Crimes):

o “Willful killing”: Under this category one can include
the targetted assassinations, which are blatantly illegal and
caninnoway bejustified as* self-defense.” Threesuch assas-
sinations have taken place since July 1, 2002.

» “Extensive destruction and appropriation of property,
not justified by military necessity and carried out unlawfully
and wantonly.” Under this, comes the seizure of 35% of the
land of the West Bank, and the destruction of houses of the
families of suicide bombers and those arrested for terrorism.

e “Willfully depriving a prisoner of war or other pro-
tected person of therights of fair and regular trial.” Palestin-
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ians arrested by Israeli military are brought before military
tribunals comprising three “judges,” two of whom generally
have no judicia experience whatsoever, a point complained
of by Israeli reservists called up to perform these services.
I srael now holdsupto 10,000 Pal estiniansin several detention
centers under reportedly deplorable conditions (see Docu-
mentation).

« “Unlawful deportation.” Prior to the Oslo Accords, |s-
rael did thison aroutine basis, but since the Oslo Accords, it
has refrained. Sharon wantsto resume deportations.

* “Transfer, directly or indirectly, by the occupying
power, of partsof itsown populationinto theterritory it occu-
pies, or deportation or transfer of al or partsof the population
of the occupied territory within or outside thisterritory.” The
former part of thisclauseisviol atedinthemost blatant fashion
in the case of the Jewish settlementsin the West Bank, Gaza,
and the Golan Heights. The second part is arguably being
violated by ongoing operations, which have forced internal
transfer of people where military operations are being car-
ried out.

 “Committing outragesupon personal dignity, in partic-
ular humiliating and degrading treatment.” These crimes are
being committed daily at the road blocks.

« “Compelling the nationals of the hostile party to take
part in the operations of war directed against their own coun-
try, even if they were in the belligerent’s service before the
commencement of thewar.” Thiswould include the network
of informants, who have been compelled to aid in directing
the “targetted killings.”

« “Intentionally using starvation of civiliansasamethod
of warfare by depriving them of objectsindispensabletotheir
survival, including willfully impeding relief suppliesas pro-
vided for under the Geneva Conventions.” The brutal use of
“closure,” where alocked-down curfew isimposed, in some
cases for as long as two weeks, has been a matter of Isragli
policy. During these curfews, individuals are unableto leave
their homes for any reason and risk being shot; emergency
medical serviceshave been unable to operate; entirefamilies
have been left suffering for lack of food and vital services.
During the Isragli attack on Jenin, the Israeli authorities re-
fused to allow Palestinians to even remove the many corpses
from the homesin which they werekilled. Since July 1, over
800,000 Palestinians have been subjected to these closures,
which also constitute “ outrages upon the personal dignity, in
particular humiliating and degrading treatment.”

These are only the statutes that are openly being violated
asamatter of policy. Thereare other actswhich, whilehaving
been committed, sometimes on awide scale, are “arguably”
not amatter of official policy. Thisincludes*pillaging atown
or place, even when taken by assault” and “willfully causing
great suffering, or seriousinjury to body or health.”

Under Article 28, “Responsibility of commanders and
other superiors’: The military command structure, starting
with Ariel Sharon and Defense Minister Binyamin Ben-
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Eliezer, are open to indictment. “A military commander or
person effectively acting as military commander shall be
criminally responsible for crimes within the jurisdiction of
the Court committed by forcesunder hisor her effective com-
mand and control, or effective authority and control as the
casemay be, asaresult of hisor her failureto exercise control
properly over such forceswhere: The military commander or
person either knew or . . . should have known that the forces
werecommitting or about to commit such crimes. . . or failed
to take all necessary and reasonable measures within his or
her power to prevent or represstheir commission or to submit
the matter to the competent authorities for investigation and
prosecution.

Growing Outrage Within | srael

Thereisagrowing revolt within the Israeli military itself
over the fact that soldiers are being asked to commit war
crimes as a matter of state policy. Thisis being led by the
famous “ Courage To Refuse” organization of at least 468
reserve soldiersand officers, who refuse ordersto serveinthe
occupied territories. Most belong to elite combat units and
have chosen to stop war crimes and injustices now being
inflicted on the Palestinians, and to prevent Israel from be-
coming a fascist state. These soldiers hold the occupation
itself to be the central war crime from which a multitude of
othersflow. They seetheir action as adefense of Isragli law.
Thisisbased onanlsraeli Supreme Court ruling, that asoldier
isobligated to refuse any order that hasa“black flag” over it,
i.e., congtitutes awar crime.

Already over 80 reservists have been sent to serve up
to 35-day sentencesin military prisons; they are being given
the longest military-administrative prison sentences that can
be handed down for refusing an order; they are not being
court-martialled before a full military court, where they
could defend themselves and be represented by an attorney.
The motivation of the government is obvious. If these cases
go to court, it is the government which will soon find itself
on trial.

Now one of those serving a 35-day sentence, David
Zonsheine, a29-year-old software engineer and reserve offi-
cer in an elite paratroopers unit, has petitioned the Supreme
Court, demanding a full court martial—which carries the
threat of athree-year sentence—so asto present his case be-
fore an open court, while represented by an attorney.
Zonsheine's attorney, Michael Sfarad, countered the claim
that his client’s refusal is a “disciplinary matter,” arguing,
“Thisinvolvesarefusal to carry out acommand that the peti-
tioner regarded asblatantly illegal. Heisentitled to adefense
of necessity, both from the normal criminal perspective and
the constitutional perspective, according to which necessity
of conscience is part of human dignity. ... The danger to
which the petitioner was exposed must also be taken into
consideration, adanger that the Honourabl e [ Supreme Court]
President [Aharon] Barak recently noted—the possibility of
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being brought to trial before an international criminal court
thatissoon to be established.” Zonsheinewon asmall victory,
when, on June 24, the Supreme Court ordered hisreleasefrom
prison pending the court’ s decision.

These troops, though supported by the growing Israeli-
Palestinian peace movement, are nonetheless not strong
enough to remedy these war crimes. What, then, is the most
efficient means of remedying them? Although an Interna-
tional Criminal Court might serve as arallying-point for the
morally outraged, unlessit actsin the context of a concert of
nationswilling to act and intervene, itseffect will beminimal.
The countries of the region—Egypt, Syria, Jordan—are far
too weak, and should they intervene, their weakness would
lead to war.

Y et these crimes could be remedied in amatter of daysif
the United States, in concert with Western Europe, used its
anditsallies substantial political, diplomatic, and economic
means to bring Israel to its senses. Then a negotiated settle-
ment between Israel and the Palestinians could be based on
themodel of the Treaty of Westphalia.

Since, inthecurrent state of affairs, President Bush’ sJune
24 Middle East policy statement has made the United States
an accomplicein these crimes, the entire question belongs on
Washington’s doorstep.

Documentation

The Truth About Israel’s
‘Admiinistrative Detention’

Ariel Sharon’s government is currently holding up to 10,000
Palestinian prisoners, mostly under so-called “ administra-
tive detention,” which means no charges have beenfiled. The
conditions of their detention constitute actionable violations
of the Geneva Conventions.

Knesset (parliament) member Zahava Gal-On, after the
Attorney General failed to release the findings of lawyers
from his office who investigated detention camp conditions,
went to a camp near Jerusalem, to see for herself. Here are
excerpts from her findings, which first appeared in the July 4
issue of Israel’s daily Ha aretz. She reminded the Attorney
General that the Supreme Court hasruled that administrative
detention is applied only if the suspect poses an immediate
danger.“ I wonder,” sheasked, “ if all 1,000 prisonersin Ofer
camp and the thousands of other detaineesin administrative
detention, all pose immediate future danger. . .. The large
number of detaineesin administrative detention raises suspi-
cionsthat it hasbecomea systemfor punishment without trial.
It seemsto me that even in the state of war we find our selves,
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clear instructions must be given that either the detaineesare
put ontrial or immediately freed.”

On June 6, 2002 | toured the Ofer camp—a detention center
opened in the wake of Operation Defensive Shield, which is
located between Z€ ev and Bitunya. On the morning of my
visit, therewere 913 prisoners. . . .

The camp is divided into two companies. . . . Each tent
has 22 sleeping places. The companies are separated by
barbed wire. The Lockup tent isfilthy, with overflowing gar-
bage cans and flies everywhere. It isvery crowded and hot in
the tents. One tent has 20 prisoners who sleep on wooden
boards, and they are forced to sleep side by side, mattressto
mattress. . . .

The prisoners are dressed in torn clothes and shoes, often
improvised from rags, some without shirts or trousers. Many
detainees are barefoot and forced to lineup for roll call onthe
boiling asphalt. [They say] that since the day of their arrival,
they had not received any clothing and they had not been able
to changeclothes. According to the camp commander . . . 300
or more pairs of shoes were given to detainees, and more
than 1,800 uniformswerehanded out. . . . (A reminder—there
were more than 900 peoplein the camp).

There are prisoners who were seriously wounded when
they arrived at the camp. They were given first aid and trans-
ferred to hospitalsfor operations. Their wounds require daily
monitoring, and anti-infection treatment. Being in an open
camp, exposed to the sun, dust, and dirt is not good for
them. . ..

According to detainees, their lawyersare allowed to meet
withthemfor threeor four minutesat most. Since every meet-
ing includes four or five detainees, each gets very little
time. . ..

Onejudge approved the administrative detention of more
than 30 prisonersinamatter of afew minutes. Somedetainees
said they received sentencesof several monthsof prisonwith-
out being brought to ajudge, and others complained . . . they
were arrested because they had past offenses for which they
had already served prison sentences. In many cases, thejudge
approved the administrative detention, but the time spent in
detention until sentencing—sometimes weeks and even
months—was not taken into account. ... Many detainees
claimed that after they finished their administrative detention
period they are transferred to the Shin Bet, where they are
given more administrative detention.

To reach us on the Web:
www.larouchepub.com
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Iran Conducts Dialogue
With “The Other America’

by Our Special Correspondent

If Irag is number one on President George W. Bush' s hit list,
there is no doubt that the Islamic Republic of Iran is number
two. Informed circles in Tehran believe that, as soon as the
United Stateslaunchesits attack against Irag (most probably
in September), Israel will move against Iran. The preferred
target would be the Bushehr nuclear power plant, which Iran
is completing with Russian assi stance.

In late June, following Bush’'s Middle East speech (in
which he gave the green light for Ariel Sharon to eliminate
Palestinian Authority President Y asser Arafat, thus unleash-
ing regional war), discussion inside I srael regarding the need
to smash Iran became very public and very loud. Ha' aretz
wrote on June 29, that “During his last trip to Washington,
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon predicted Iran will be a nuclear
power by 2005 and will continue to seek the bomb even if its
regime is replaced.” According to the article, “A nuclear-
empowered Iran is perceived as the main strategic risk to
Israel, because it would end its presumed monopoly [of nu-
clear weapons] intheregion. Most elementsin Israel believe
that everything should be done, including, if necessary, using
force, to prevent Tehran fromachieving nucl ear weapon capa-
bilities.” lsrael’s National Security Council is reportedly
drafting astudy on Israel’ s policy towards Iran.

Any doubt that Israel’ spolicy against Iranisbeing shaped
in coordinationwith Washington, wasremoved by the combi-
nation of Israel’ sMossad director, Ephraim Halevy, and U.S.
NATO Ambassador NicholasBurns, at the June26 meeting of
NATO'sNorth Atlantic Council in Brussels(seeEIR, July 5).

If Iraq is attacked, it will lead to atotal destabilization of
theregion. Iran has made known it will not remain idle under
such circumstances. In a statement issued on July 1, Foreign
Ministry spokesman Hamid-Reza Asefi said, “Iran isfirmly
opposed to any attack against any country, particularly Irag,
aimed at changing governments or the regime in place.” The
attack would constitute* an absol uteviol ation of international
conventions and does not contribute at all to calming crises.”

Dialogue, Not War

In the extremely tense situation created by these de facto
declarations of upcoming war, adiametrically opposed mes-
sagewastakento Tehran by veterancivil rightsleader Amelia
Boynton Robinson, arepresentative of “the other America.”
Mrs. Robinson, Vice Chairman of the Board of the Schiller
Ingtitute, visited Iran on theinvitation of thelslamic Republic
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Iran Broadcasting
Interviews LaRouche

Aninterview with U.S. Democratic Presidential candidate
Lyndon LaRouche was conducted by |slamic Republic of
Iran Broadcasting (IRIB) on July 8, and broadcast onradio
inthe country beginning July 13. Thisprominent coverage
of LaRouche, essentially asthe other voice of America, is
spreading in numerous countries. Egypt’s Al Ahram pub-
lished a major July 4 article, “The Vision of Lyndon
LaRouche, Presidential Candidate for 2004, which was
also published by the United Arab Emirates’ Al Khalesj.
Turkey's Yarin newspaper, read widely throughout gov-
ernment circles there, followed its June interview with
LaRouche, by publishing a mgjor article by him in July,
“Political Traditionsand Their Strugglesin America.”
IRIB asked LaRouche if he believed that no matter

which administration runsthe United States, it will be the
world’ sonly superpower. “Not necessarily,” the candidate
answered. “ Asl say, therearetwo tendenciesin the United
States, from the beginning of the Republic. One was a so-
called American patriotic tradition, which is nationalist;
thatis, it’ sfor acommunity of naiton-states, not anempire.
Theother faction, whichiscalledthe American Tory tradi-
tion, isfor thiskind of empire.”

Asked “Is the United States targetting Iran?’
LaRouche said, “Enough about the United States. The Is-
raglishavelrantargetted, as| think everybody knows. The
threat is, immediately, that |srael has three German-made
submarineswhich are equipped with cruisemissiles. | sragl
is crazy. Unless it's stopped, it is capable, under people
like Sharon and the people behind him, of launching an
attack on Iran, aswell ason Irag. Thisisadanger. It'sa
danger | think we have to be very much concerned about.
| think Europe is concerned about it, others are concerned
about it. We've got to stop it.”

of Iran Broadcasting (IRIB) from June 20-26, accompanied
by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach of the editorial board of EIR.
They wereinterviewed by Iranian national television numer-
oustimes, on different programs, including two popular talk
shows, as well as on national radio. Mrs. Robinson gave a
press conference on June 25, to members of the Association
of Islamic Editors, with 20 peopl e attending. She al so granted
interviewsto Farsi dailies, like Jamei Jami, and others. When
asked in one interview, what the aim of her visit was, she
answered: “Dialogue. The only way we can overcome differ-
encesisthrough dialogue.”

Mrs. Robinson was received by IRIB Vice President of
Communicationsand I nternational Affairs, MohammadHon-
ardoost; by Dr. Hossein M.M. Sadeghi, Dean of the Faculty
of Judicial Sciences and Administrative Services; by Zahra
Shojaie, Presidential Adviser on Women's Affairsand Head
of the Center for Women’ s Participation; and by two women
members of Parliament, Rezazade Shiraz and Mosavari
Manesh.

The message communicated by Mrs. Robinson was
straightforward: The aggressive stance adopted by Washing-
ton against Iran, among other nations, is an extension into
foreign policy, of the racism which targetted African-Ameri-
cansprior to 1965, when landmark civil rightslegislationwas
passed. To defeat the aims of the Anglo-American power
structures threatening war, she stressed, nations must come
together, just asin the days of the civil rights struggles, just
as black and white Americans and people the world over
joined to support the demands of the movement led by Dr.
Martin Luther King. Sheemphasized that Dr. King fought not
for therightsof African-Americans, nor for civil rightsalone,
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but for human rightsof all peoples, for al time. That struggle,
she said, has been taken up and carried forward since Dr.
King’ sdeath, by Lyndon L aRouche, whose program for mon-
etary reform and economic reconstruction addresses the un-
derlying cause for today’ s war danger—the worldwide eco-
nomic breakdown crisis.

Mrs. Robinson and her husband fought for the right to
vote and the goals of the civil rights movement for 35 years
before Dr. Martin Luther King, ontheir request, cameto their
city of Selma, Alabama. Shetold Iranian journalists and offi-
cials that when King arrived, on Jan. 2, 1965, “the people
heard that he was a ‘' communist’—this is dividing and con-
quering, thisiswhat the system has been doing al the time:
They divided the Indians, they divided the black people, now
they’re dividing the world. They told them . . . he would get
them into trouble, ‘Don’t have anything to do with him.” ”
Mrs. Robinson gave over her house and office to King and
his staff, and their collaboration devel oped.

To explain how, finally, the 1965 Voting Rights Act and
1964 Civil Rights Act were passed, Mrs. Robinson said that
white Americansunderwent achange: “ Since 1965 and infact
during the struggle, the struggle was not because of blacks, it
wasbecauseof justice. Thestrugglewasnot only black people
who were struggling, there were whites, there were peopl e of
all nationalities, and that was because they, no doubt, had a
changeof heart themselves. They didn’t just wake up and say,
‘| am aracist;’ they had been taught. So, just like a person
who has a clear conscience of evil, and realizes he has to do
good, they had to clear their conscience of what they had been
taught, and what they saw around them, and they realized, as
Dr. King has said, you cannot judge people because of the
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Vigiting Iran’s 17th-Century “ Renaissance City” of Isfahan with Iranian hosts, are
American civil rights veteran and Larouche associate Amelia Boynton Robinson (in
black), and Muriel Mirak Weissbach of EIR. Mrs. Robinson’s tour was widely covered

in the country.

color of their skin, but because of the contents of their char-
acter.”

“Dr. King had a program that would change the world,”
Mrs. Robinson told one journaist, “and it could not be
changed, until the hearts were changed in people.” In this
processof changing hearts, religion playsagreat role: “That's
why you have people who are members of certain denomina-
tionsor certainreligionsthat they embrace, becausethey real -
izethat thisisaguideline, the Bibleisaguideline, and accord-
ing to the Bible, | can have a Heaven right here on Earth.
Becauseif you can not clear your conscience of the evilsthat
one perhaps might think of, and the hate . . . you won’t do
yourself any good, because even money will not cure your
conscience.”

The American civil rights heroine was asked to explain
the power of Dr. King's famous “| Have a Dream” speech,
and said, “It was because he was a man who did not just
speak . . . hewasaman who spoke from the heart. Seemingly
it excelled even the ministers or anyone else that spoke of
religion.” Dr. King was able to change people because of
the power of love, Mrs. Robinson said, and his readiness to
sacrifice for freedom: “ And that was the thing that Dr. King
was trying to tell the world. That there such athing as love,
and that it comes from above, and that if you embrace love,
you embrace God, and if embrace God, you can have a
Heaven right here on Earth.” And, she continued, “though
Dr. King is dead, his sermons that he preached, his objec-
tives, arestill living. And Lyndon LaRouche, who has picked
up the broken pieces of Dr. King’'s movement, is carrying
it forward, in an international way, with political as well as
economic ams.”
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How To Changethe U.S.A.

The life-or-death issue for Iranians
whom Mrs. Robinson addressed, is how
they can defend their nation fromimminent
attack. First and foremost, they seek to un-
derstand why the U.S. government isdoing
what it is doing, not only targetting Iran,
but in other parts of theworld. Thusagood
deal of attention was paid during the visit,
toLyndonLaRouche’ sanalysisof the Sept.
11 attacks on New Y ork and Washington.
LaRouche had said that very day, that it
wasacovert strategic assault, an attempted
coup d état, launched by rogue U.S. mili-
tary and security elements, in order toforce
the Bush Administration into a Clash of
Civilizations.

Several Iranian journalists raised this
issue in their interviews with Mrs. Robin-
son and Mrs. Mirak-Weissbach, who filled
in the picture, emphasizing the fact that it
is the ongoing financial and monetary
breakdown crisis which has driven the fi-
nancial oligarchy behind those attacks, to seek to maintain
its political power through sheer military force. Interviewers
asked about the arrests of Muslims and Arabs in the United
States following the Sept. 11 attack: Are these not violations
of civil rights, human rights, and the U.S. Constitution? The
only answer that could be given was affirmative. Elaboration
of the measurestaken under Attorney General John Ashcroft,
illustrated how, in the name of “homeland security,” the ma
chinery of apolice-state apparatusisbeing set up. Thefact that
no declaration of war has even been made by the government,
betraysthe fraud of the“POWS’; just asthe “ enemy combat-
ant” designation, used to place U.S. citizens under military
detention without evidence, demonstrates the wanton disre-
gard for law.

Another egregious case of violation of human rights
which was brought up, in answer to questions by the press, is
that of LaRouche and his associates, from his 1989 frame-
up and incarceration, to more recent events. Mrs. Robinson
detailed how, in the 2000 election campaign, LaRouche's
votes had been stolen, and his delegates denied, through ille-
gal operations by the Democratic Party leadership. The fact
that the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that the Democratic Party
had the right to disenfranchise LaRouche voters, she said,
meant that the 1965 Voting Rights Act, for which she and
others had so long fought, had been ripped to shreds.

Oneobhviousareaof concerntouched onintheinterviews,
wasthebrutal treatment of Pal estiniansby the Sharon govern-
ment of Isragl. One question posed, was: How can the United
States claim to be fighting terrorism, when it is backing the
stateterrorism of | srael ?Mrs. Robinson shocked pressconfer-
ence with her answer: “You know, our President is like a
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child! He'll say anything that comes up.
What comes up, comes up. And if he
doesn’t say something stupid, hewill listen
to somebody else, who does. Theterrorists
are right there in the United States of
America. And if Osamabin Ladenisater-
rorist, we made him that way, because we
educated him, wegave him money, wetold
him we wanted him to destroy the Soviet
Union. . . . Then[after Sept. 11], weturned
around and said, ‘It's bin Laden, it's the
Muslims.” So don't pay any attention to
that. It's al a pretext, for economic
reasons.”

What Islslamic Culture?

Although Amelia Robinson has been
engaged in an ecumenical dialogue with
Islam through speeches and events at
mosguesin America, thiswas her first po-
litical visit to an Islamic country. A special
effort was made by the IRIB hoststo give the American civil
rights leader a glance at some of the high-points of Islamic
culture, with a short visit to Isfahan, the 17th-Century city
built by the Safavid dynasty. The city isknown asthe “Flore-
nce of Iran,” and that Italian Renaissance city is its sister
city. Built by Shah Abbas, | sfahan has numerous magnificent
examples of Idlamic architecture, including the Si-o-seh Pol
Bridge, which is 330 meters long; and the Juur and Charjup
bridges, which are constructed as two-story arcades across
theriver. Thereisthe Ali Qapu Pavillion, amagnificent struc-
ture of the same period, five stories high, with amusic room
built according to a very advanced understanding of acous-
tics; and the Palace of Forty Pillars (Chehel Sotun), whose
walls are adorned with beautiful paintings of diplomatic en-
counters between the Safavid dynasts, and foreign guests,
from India, and from Turkestan.

The high-point for these visitors, as today, was passing
through the vast bazaar, to the complex of madrassas
(schools) and mosguesknown astheM eida-i-lmam (Nagsh-i-
Jahan), and the Imam’s Mosque, decorated in magnificent
polychrome ceramic tiles. The last building visited was the
Sheikh Lotfollah mosgue, built inthe same style. Mrs. Robin-
son remarked at how people in the United States who are so
ready to condemn “Islam” as the culture of terrorism, know
absolutely nothing about the great civilization built by Islam.
She urged her interlocutors to defend their culture against
outside pressures, and never to give up this foundation of
their identity. In face of attacks and threats from the Anglo-
American oligarchy, she said, Iran should remain steadfast,
and never relinquish its independence, its sovereignty, and
especialy itsculture.

Despitetheescal ating hostilitiesagainst | ran, theresponse
of the country’s leaders is not undifferentiated. To be sure,
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Amelia Robinson (second fromright) with IRIB Protocol Director Dr. Abbas Eftekhari
(left), TV talk show host Ali Dorostkar, and Muriel Mirak-\Weissbach.

following Bush’s“axis of evil” formulation, the entire coun-
try, regardlessof political differences, rejected theaccusation
inaspirit of unity. And, following that provocation by Wash-
ington, a hard-line tendency prevailed inside Iran, regarding
the advisability of opening any contactswith America. For a
time, those who proposed seeking relations with the United
States could not speak up.

Y et, as the threatening tones out of Washington havein-
creasedinintensity, there havebeenindicationsthat | ran does
not want to accept the perspective of a permanent adversary
relationship. The former President and current head of the
Expediency Council, Ayatollah Ali Akhbar Hashemi
Rafsanjani, delivered aspeech at the Friday prayersin Tehran
on June 21, in which he said, “1f Americadrops its bullying
as well as its imperialist policies, the Islamic Republic of
Iran is ready to cooperate with that country.” Rafsanjani’s
statements would not have been issued, had Ayatollah Kha-
menei, the Supreme Leader of the Islamic Revolution, and
ultimate authority, not endorsed them. This indicates that
even onthesideof the conservatives, therewould be an open-
nessto altering current relations—but on Iran’s conditions.

Another indication of the willingness, on the part of both
political fronts in Iran, to enter dialogue with “the other
America,” canberead in the attention given thereto theideas
of Lyndon LaRouche. Mrs. Robinson’s visit is the second
this year by LaRouche associates. In March, Mrs. Mirak-
Weissbach and her husband Michael Weissbach wereinvited
by the foreign policy think-tank, Institute for Political and
International Studies (1P1S), to aconference on the post-Sept.
11 strategic situation in the Persian Gulf and Asia. At that
time, LaRouche’ sanalyses of the attempted coup d’ &at made
headlines, after former President Rafsanjani had quoted him
in a speech.
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[LaRouche Advises Democrats
On What They Must Do Now

Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon H. sist that only failed reforms within the bounds of the 1971-
LaRouche, Jr. provided the following memorandumon July 2002 system will be considered as politically “practical.”

7, inresponsetothefoll owing two questionsfromDemocratic No solution for the U.S.A., in particular, exists, except
Party figures concerned about the rapidly crumbling U.S. by following the course chosen by Franklin Roosevelt, an
economy: overturn of the pro-slavery legacy of John Locke, as in the

1. Givenwhat you call the“ denial” of thefinancial crisis, Preamble of the Confederacy’s Constitution, to the contrary,
in the population, how would you proceed to push througha  Leibniz legacy (e.qg., “pursuit of happiness”) embedded in the

policy of re-regulation? Declaration, as echoed in the Preamble of the Federal Consti-
2. Given the fragile nature of the U.S economy, would tution.

implementing a policy of re-regulation cause a jolt, which To sum up those two points, the world as a whole has

might trigger the bankruptcy of key utility and energy corpo- entered a phase-shift in the characteristics of the present,

rations? 1966-2002, combined monetary-financial and physical-eco-

nomic system—the system set into motion by Richard Nix-
Toanswer the questions competently, compels usto define than's 1966-68 election-campaign, and the increasingly radical
characteristics of the situation in which the relevantcoursesof ~ monetarist policies which led into the August 1971 wrecking

action are to be enacted. of the pre-U.S. Vietnam War system of 1945-1964.
_ _ Although the post-Roosevelt, 1945-1965 international
1. The Setting of the Action monetary-financial system was riddled with included injus-

Since we are operating within the context of boththe U.S.  tices, the economic system worked to the effect of secula
Constitutional system, and the actual, if crumbling positiontrends of net improvement in the physical-economic condi-
of the United States as a dominant power, the closest approxi-  tions of life, per capita, and per square kilometer. The 196
mation of the onrushing situation today, is the axiomatic2002 system, especially since Nixon’s first inauguration and
phase-shift in U.S. policy-making, away from the Theodore the 1971 change in the monetary system, has been a gr
Roosevelt/Woodrow Wilson/Calvin Coolidge/Andrew Mel- tesquely cruel failure, whose continuation assured a collapse
lon matrix, to the 1933-1945 Franklin Rooseveltera. Thestate  of both the monetary-financial system and the physice
of acute denial of reality by President Hoover—the Hoovereconomy.
reelection campaign’s infamous “chicken in every pot,” The only immediate, politically credible historical prece-
then—is to be compared with the 1996-2002 state of escalatient for this situation, is a return to the best features of the
ing denial of reality under, successively, Clinton and G.W. U.S. monetary, financial, economic, and social policy in-
Bush, especially since October 1998. stalled during the course of the 1933-1964 interval. This
The onrushing challenge now, as in 1932-33, is not of  means, for the U.S. itself, turning the clock back to about
implementing “fix-it” reforms, but of a revolutionary return 1964, on every leading, axiomatic feature of national mone-
to the intent of both the 1776 Declaration and 1787-1789 tary, financial, and economic policy. Some would call this a
drafting of the Constitution, especially the supreme authority‘reverse cultural-paradigm shift.”
implicit in its Preamble. Hoover proposed to fix a system, Such needed, sweeping phase-shifts in policy-structures
without tampering with the axiomatic presumptions of thecan be implemented democratically only under conditions of
Coolidge-Mellon era, just as most political circles today, in- perceived crisis, during which popular attachment to pre-
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viously embedded, but failed policy-matricesis seriously un-
dermined. The early phase of social effects corresponding to
genera collapse of abankrupt system of policies and related
practices, is, unfortunately, usually arelatively brief interval
during which appropriate systemic policy-changes can beim-
plemented, as during the “first ninety days’ of FDR’s first
administration. Only what might be described as“ dramatic”
changes in policy-matrices, can pull a nation out of the sys-
temic collapse which a continuation of presently accepted
political doctrines ensures.

2. FDR AsNow

Such a change can occur, now, as then, only when the
political effort israllied in the form of an upholding of the
Constitutional principles of national sovereignty and general
welfare, against those forces which have created the crisis,
the followers of the Confederacy’s Locke tradition called,
today, “shareholder value.” The only agency in the world
which has the explicit, Constitutional authority to conduct
such a legal revolution, is the U.S. Presidency, when that
Presidency has the support of the majority of the people and
canrally sufficient support fromwithintheCongress, asPresi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt did.

Presently, as a matter of practice, such a change would
require a sudden and sweeping revolution within the leader-
ship structure of the Democratic Party, a change defined as a
return to the FDR legacy, against the failed Coolidge-Nixon
legacy.

That said, situate the reply to the two questions accord-

ingly:

1. Most probably, the paradigmatic next major blow to
hit the internal U.S. economy, will be a collapse of
one of thelargest of the several monsters created by
the Federal Reserve System’s Alan Greenspan, the
bundled-mortgage bubble. (A parallel bubble now
threatens to pop in the U.K.) The effects on the na-
tion's banking system and population will be
quickly monstrous, unless de facto national reorga-
nization-in-bankruptcy is launched, to prevent
banks from evaporating, that with social effects
which would be horrifying beyond belief. A very
large-scale Federally-prompted expansion of em-
ployment inurgently needed categoriesof basic eco-
nomicinfrastructure, will beneeded, combined with
reactivating the physical-goods producing sectors
of employment through the combination of new
streams of credit, investment tax-credit programs,
and a general shift from marginal qualities of “ser-
vices employment,” into goods-producing enter-
prises.

Beginning the middle 1960s, the U.S. economy began a
directed shift away from emphasis upon aphysically produc-
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tive nation-state economy, toward our present character asan
imperial consumer society, as did ancient Rome following
the Second Punic War. Theonly solutionfor thepresent crisis,
would be to reverse that change. This means a mobilization
designed to shift the United States back into a pre-1965 form
of production-oriented nation-state economy.

There are only four cases in the national history of our
republic, in which acomparable effort has been made.

a Firdt, the founding of our republic, under the
1776-1789 leadership of Benjamin Franklin.

b. Second, the 1812-1828 |eadership of the Ameri-
can Whigs under Mathew Carey, Henry Clay,
James Monroe, and John Quincy Adams. They
saved the republic, but under the circumstances
of 1815-1860, in which the U.S.A. was threat-
ened globally by both the British monarchy and
that monarchy’s anti-U.S. rival, the continental
circles of France- and Habsburg-centered conti-
nental tyrannies. The efforts of these American
Whigs made possible the rescue of the nation by
President Lincoln.

¢. Third, under theleadership of President Abraham
Lincolnandtheworld’ sleading economist of that
time, Mathew Carey’s son, Henry C. Carey, the
United Statesemerged from the Civil War, asthe
greatest agro-industrial nation on the planet, to
kick the evil influences of the Spanish monarchy
and the French fascists (Bonapartists) and their
puppet Maximilian, out of Mexico, thusrestoring
Mexico's sovereignty. The influence of econo-
mist Carey, even after Lincoln’s assassination,
caused the Franklin-Hamilton-List-Carey Amer-
ican System of political-economy to be admired,
and imitated to a spectacular degree, in Japan,
Germany, Russia; among patriots of Central and
South America, at least to a large degree; thus
changing the world for the better. However, the
assassination of Lincol nprevented theconsolida-
tion of the combined political and economic re-
formshisadministration was setting into motion.

d. The leadership of President Franklin Roosevelt
through three-plusterms as President. Had Roo-
sevelt lived out hisfourth term, hisachievements
would have been consolidated. For example, the
bombs would not have been dropped on Hiro-
shima and Nagasaki, and the fascist utopianism
,of “world government through fear of nuclear
weapons,” of the followers of H.G. Wells and
Bertrand Russell would not have been launched,
asit was that August 1945. Aslong asthe U.S.
military’s leading opponents of that bombing,
MacArthur and Eisenhower, remained in posi-
tions of palitical power, the “military-industrial
complex’s’ utopians drive for a fascist world
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order, waspostponed—until theretirement of Ei-
senhower and assassination of President
Kennedy.

ThePriceof Failure

The tumultuous and deadly state of affairs from the time
of Kennedy’s election and inauguration, into the 1964-65
launching of the U.S. War in Indo-China, reflects both the
pent-up rage of the utopians, and the extent of the collabora-
tion they enjoyed in the United Kingdom, Franco’s and the
Buckley family’s Spain, Soustell€’ s France, the fascist resi-
duein Italy (e.g., Mattei’ sassassination), and General Secre-
tary Khrushchev's back-channel agreements with Bertrand
Russell and Russell’s World Parliamentarians for World
Government, from the mid-1960s through and beyond the
1962 CubaMissilesCrisis. Withthe" military-industrial com-
plex’s’ successin institutionalizing the Indo-ChinaWar, and
Nixon's meeting with Klan leaders to launch his 1966-1968
Presidential campaign, most of the worst features of our na-
tion’ srecent troubles were set into motion.

Therefore, the fears and other difficulties, which make
Hamlet-like political cowards of most leading circles in to-
day’s United States, can be understood. However, as those
four examplesremind us, thepriceof failureintimesof crisis
may be a price beyond belief, for both our nation itself, and
civilization more broadly.

Theruleis, asfrom Isaiah: If the trumpet sound an uncer-
tain note, who, then, shall heed the call to battle? Lessons
from past history, including those relevant four cases from
U.S. history, attest that an escape from terrible danger can be
managed, if the chosen leadership has the required temper
and matching competence. It isthe failure of “nerve” among
what is generally acknowledged as political leadership in to-
day’s U.S.A., which is greater menace to the United States
than all of its other enemies combined.

Say: “Roosevelt conquered both the Depression and Na-
zism. Without his application of the overriding authority of
the Constitution’ s Preamble, the overriding principles of per-
fect national sovereignty andthe general welfarelately defied
by the pro-fascist U.S. Justice Antonin Scalia, et al., neither
the Depression, nor Hitler, could have been defeated.”

Denid is defeated by making denial itself the target of
very large doses of what Gilbert and Sullivan described as
“innocent merriment,” and that combined with a defiance of
those dragons which clear-eyed courage reveals to be delu-
sions. The restoration of necessary regulation can be secured
inthat, and only that way.

2. Re-regulationwouldfail if it wereattempted without
the relevant finding of fact asthe motivation for its
ingtitution. Such afinding of fact should be desired
fromlegislativeprocesses, but, at theleast, it must be
madeasafinding of fact by stateexecutiveauthority,
and, also Federal executive authority. We have the
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evidence available, to prove that the U.S. economy

ispresently facing ageneral collapse which can not

be mastered without taking into account the follow-
ing principal factors of doom.

a. The collapse of Chairman Greenspan's “new
economy” bubble, is now compounded by the
imminent collapse of Greenspan’s even more
monstrous mortgage-bubble. Under present
trends, the U.S. financial system is gripped by a
kind of hyper-inflationary impul secomparableto
Weimar Germany’ s experience during the June-
November 1923 interval. Facts compelling that
conclusion are available in sufficient degree to
make a conclusive case.

b. This impending, multi-facetted collapse of the
present financial system, and of Federal and state
finances, too, requiresthat the sovereignty of the
U.S. Federal government be applied to put the
U.S. publicand privatefinancial systemsintoim-
mediate financial reorganization in bankruptcy.
For this case, the provisions of the Preamble of
the U.S. Federal Constitution, must prevail abso-
lutely. The moral legitimacy, and therefore au-
thority of the existence of government depends
upon that government’ s efficient performancein
defending the general welfare of al of the people
and their posterity. No nation, nor its people, nor
any portion of that population, may be destroyed
for the sake of bankrupt creditors.

c. Theprovable causefor thisimminently bankrupt
condition of the nation and the present world
monetary-financial system, has been those poli-
ciesintroduced, asradical changesinthat system,
since August 1971. The shift of the United States
from the leading economy of the world, toward
becoming a deregulated consumer society from
an appropriately regulated, production-oriented
society, since the middle 1960s, is the principal
cause of the present imminent general bank-
ruptcy. To save the nation and its economy, we
must quickly reverse those errors.

d. We must declare an emergency, organize a set
of orderly and proven measures of bankruptcy-
reorganization, as President Franklin Roose-
velt’ sgovernment did, and launch an emergency
recovery program of economic reconstruction, to
operate until such time as the successful mecha-
nisms, built up during the 1933-1964 recovery
from world depression and war, are operating at
levelscomparabl e to those reached at the time of
President Johnson’s completion of the term for
which President Kennedy had been elected.

e. Among the crucia elements of such arecovery
program, special attention must be given to re-
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storing former programs of regulated basic eco-

nomic infrastructure, as formerly regulated by

the Federal or state governments. Theseinclude:

i. Intransportation: Railways, highways, brid-
ges, harbors, maritime traffic, and regulated
public utilitiesin air transport.

ii. Inwater.

iii. Inenergy: stablesuppliesand pricesof gener-
ation and delivery of energy-supplies, for
conditions of increasing energy-flux-density
of primary supplies. These must beregulated
in what was formerly traditional practice of
the Federal, state, and local governments, as
prior to January 1965.

iv. Health-care. There must be an emergency
override of the failed intent inhering in the
current application of HMO and rel ated mea-
sures contrary to the intent of the eminently
successful, pre-Nixon Hill-Burton legisla-
tion. This must take into account the crucia
rule of full-service general hospitals which
arealso teaching hospitals, asthefirst-line of
mobilization of medical and related profes-
sionals for the defense of the health of the
population, against previously established
and new forms of epidemic and other dis-
€ases.

v. Education. Therecovery fromthecollapse of
thepresent world monetary-financial system,
will depend upon areversal of trendsin edu-
cational policies toward those consistent
with the cultural basis on which former U.S.
progress as aleading agro-industrial produc-
er’' ssociety had depended.

vi. Unemployment. As during the period of
Franklin Roosevelt’ sPresidency, wearecon-
fronted with both an existing scale of unem-
ployment far greater than officially acknowl-
edged, and also a collapse of the “new
economy” bubble, and imminently great in-
creases in rates of unemployment among
thosewho had been employed, until recently.
Thisrepresentsasocial crisisof ominousim-
plicationsfor the security of our republic. As
that President did, we must utilize urgent
needs for repair and expansion of essential
basiceconomicinfrastructure, asthefirstline
of defense against thetide of unemployment.
We must use that work in infrastructure pro-
grams as a leading stimulant for flow of
credit, through special banking channels,
into the areas which are appropriate vendors
tothoseinfrastructureprograms. AsFranklin
Roosevelt did, in preparing for the war he
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knew was coming, we must prepare large-
scale agro-industrial development for peace
asRoosevelt wasobliged to prepareamobili-
zation of production for future war.

The essence of success in reconstruction, is abandoning
the bodyguard of lieswhich lately prevails as practice of our
government, mass media, and duped popular opinion, for
truth about the ugliness of the present situation, but combined
with atruthful exposition of theprincipal causesfor that situa-
tion, and, also, most urgently, the optimism inspired by bold
and truthful remedial action.

Democrats Confess,
‘Ain’'t Nobody Here
But Us Chickens’

by Nancy Spannaus

One would think a more perfect opportunity for a comeback
of the Democratic Party could hardly befound. A Republican
President, smeared with scandal, less than intelligent (to be
kind), lacking international credibility, and holding the bag,
so to speak, of a pell-mell collapse of the U.S. economy,
would appear to beaperfect target. The sameeconomic condi-
tions have begun to splinter his political party aswell.

Yet, the national Democratic Party cannot even muster
the courage to utter the truth about the depression collapse—
out of fear that their role in creating these conditions will be
exposed! Breastbeating about corruption the Democrats are
willing to do, but they sensethat thiswill fall flat. After al, if
they admit that the deregulation and globalization insanity of
the last decades has created this disaster, they will beimplic-
itly admitting that the man they’ ve tried to drive out of the
party, Lyndon LaRouche, wasright. Instead, they’ d rather try
to avoid the subject.

Such an abdication of responsibility by the Democrats—
responsibility for addressing thereal conditionsand solutions
of the desperate crisis hitting most Americans and the
world—is very bad news for the nation. But thereis aray of
hope. That is, that as the earthshaking crisis hits, Americans
will finally come to their senses, and turn to the one man who
could potentially fill the role of a Franklin Delano Roosevelt
inthesetimes, Lyndon LaRouche.

Stupidity Reigns

At the moment, however, the Democratic Party |eader-
shipsaround the country arenot only, for themost part, trying
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to ignore LaRouche, but are rejecting the sane members of
the party who follow the outlook of FDR, or who simply
refuseto follow the Gore-Lieberman path toward global reli-
giouswar.

Take the situation in Nevada. There veteran Democratic
State Sen. Joe Neal, aself-avowed Franklin Roosevelt Demo-
crat and 30-year veteran of the State Legidature, hasfiled to
challenge theincumbent Governor, thefirst-term Republican
Kenny Guinn, in this Fall’s election. While there are three
lesser-known Democrats who aso filed for the Democratic
primary, one would think that the Democratic Party would
jump at the chanceto promote Neal. Y et, the party, in amove
reminiscent of the Virginia Democrats, who refused to chal-
lenge Republican incumbent U.S. Sen. John Warner, is back-
ing away from aseriousrace asfast as possible.

Not only that, but the Nevada state AFL-CIO has now
come out and endorsed the Republican incumbent!

What isthe problem? It’ s precisely that Neal does reflect
the policiesof Roosevelt, an orientation that leadshim aswell
to working with LaRouche on such campaigns as stopping
deregulation of electricity.

Neal, who is African-American, has ahistory asafighter
for civil rights, as an opponent of the death penalty, and asa
strong proponent of increasing taxation on the state’s lucra
tive gambling “industry,” in order to put the monies toward
underfunded schools. He hasbeen consistently pro-labor, and
led the successful fight to stop the ripoff called electricity
deregulation in the state.

Accordingtolocal presscoverage, theDemocratic Party’ s
spurning of Neal is dueto his confrontation with the gaming
industry, and to his support for the Y ucca Mountain nuclear-
waste facility (with certain negotiated qualifications). But
there’ s no need to be so specific. It's Neal’ s principled com-
mitment to FDR-style policiesthat “ offends’ the“New Dem-
ocrat” honchos.

Witchhunts

A more blatant campaign against what one might call
traditional Democrats is evident in the drive to unseat those
Democrati ¢ office-holderswho have refused to go along with
the war drive against the Palestinians, and Iraq.

The most dramatic campaign was that which unseated
AlabamaAfrican-American incumbent, U.S. Rep. Earl Hilli-
ard. Hilliard had been outspoken in hisopposition to the Con-
gressional cheerleading for the Nazi policiesof Isragli Prime
Minister Ariel Sharon, and the U.S. Zionist Lobby circles
which work intimately with the national Democratic Party,
were determined that he would not survive this election.
Therefore, they put up an opponent, Arthur Davis, who had
no political experience, but was willing to go along with the
“party line.” Davis was paraded around Capitol Hill by the
American Isragl Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC). Be
tween March 31 and the June primary, about $800,000 went
into Davis's campaign warchest, and Hilliard was defeated.

But it would be wrong to seethis defeat assimply related
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totheissue of Middle East policy. Local sourcesreport upsets
against awide array of traditional civil rights Democratsin
Alabama—similar to thekind of purge which occurredinthe
national Democratic Black Caucusin 2001. What isoccurring
here is a purge of al constituency paliticians, who might
be expected to resist the fascist economic and police-state
policiesthat the likes of Sen. Joe Lieberman (D-Conn.) want
the party to support.

Buoyed by itsvictory in Alabama, the pro-Sharon group-
ing in the Democratic Party is continuing its witchhunt, with
Rep. CynthiaMcKinney (Ga.) at the top of their list. Alsoin
trouble is Rep. David Bonior of Michigan, who has been
redistricted out of his Congressional seat, and isnow running
for Governor of Michigan in the Democratic Primary, where
heisreported, at the moment, to be adistinct third.

The Caseof Virginia

TheVirginiaDemocratic Party isnotoriousfor folding up
its tents whenver the Republicans offer opposition, a pattern
which began with its 1990 decision not to run a candidate
against state’ s senior Senator, John Warner. But thisyear it's
even worse.

Virginia, asthe aspiring “Silicon Valley” of the 1990s, is
headed into the pits, with more dramatic fallsin view than for
therest of the country. WorldCom and AOL, two of themajor
falling stars, are headquartered in the Washington suburbs of
Northern Virginia, which is also the epicenter of one of the
most inflated housing bubbles in the entire nation. And the
housing bubbleiswidely mooted to be the next to pop.

Y et, with economic disaster aready hitting the budget,
and muchworselooming, theVirginiaDemaocratic Party once
again decided that it would not field a Senate candidate. In
addition, the party declined to challenge four out of the eight
Republican Congressmen, including two freshmeninthisNo-
vember’s mid-term elections. In fact, even alarge portion of
the party’s “New Economy” -dominated Central Committee,
already shrunkentothe coredueto the party’ sturningitsback
on FDR-style Democratic constituencies (and LaRouche),
objected to the party leadership’s peremptory decision of
“no candidate.”

Ironically, this decision opens the potential for arevital-
ization of the party, through the campaign of LaRouche Dem-
ocrat Nancy Spannaus, who, on July 3, qudlified for ballot
status as an Independent in the Senate race. Spannaus' s cam-
paign filed nearly 14,000 signatures, without relying on col-
lection companies (as D.C. Mayor Tony Williams did), and
is set tofill the political vacuum with a statewide campaign
for LaRouche’ s policies of economic recovery.

Thus, while the Demacratic Party officialdom holds ob-
scene top-dollar fundraisers, including with Republicans,
with occasional breaksfor moralistic condemnation of corpo-
rate corruption, the base of the party has been | eft open to be
organized by the only driving political force in that party,
Lyndon LaRouche’s Presidential campaign, and his wing of
supporters.
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Hospital Privatizer In
D.C. Fails Standards

by Edward Spannaus

Inascanda which ought to befront-page newsinthenation’s
capital, the private hospital which was given the contract to
take over services from D.C. Genera Hospital, has been
downgraded by the national agency whichrateshospitals, due
to violations of patient care and management standards. As
a consequence of its downgraded status, Greater Southeast
Community Hospital is at risk of losing its ability to collect
M edicare reimbursement from the Federal government.

Last year—over the unamimous opposition of the City
Council—the D.C. Financial Control Board, in league with
corrupt Mayor Anthony Williams, privatized the District’s
public health system by shutting downitsonly public hospital,
turning over hospital and clinic services to a private cabal
headed by Greater Southeast. Greater Southeast is owned by
the Arizona-based Doctors Community Healthcare Corp.,
which EIR exposed as having been investigated and/or sued
in numerousjurisdictions for fraud and racketeering. EIRin-
vestigators were told that DCHC’ s modus operandi was to
take over hospitals, then loot the income from Medicare, in-
surance payments, etc.

Even beforetheselatest developments, Greater Southeast
was aready in violation of its contract, which requiresit to
provide a Level | Trauma Center to replace the top-level
TraumaCenter at D.C. General which was shut down. Scores
of patients have died in the capital over the past year as a
result, particularly patients suffering severe trauma such as
gunshot wounds—where the difference between five and fif-
teen minutes to reach an emergency room, can be the differ-
ence between life and desth.

Aswell, the so-called D.C. Healthcare Alliance, part of
the DCHC privatization scheme, has only enrolled one-half
to one-third of those anticipated in its HMO-type program,
leaving tensof thousandsof residentsformerly servedby D.C.
General without health services.

TheCoalitionto SaveD.C. General, spearheaded by Lyn-
don LaRouche associates, had warned of exactly this.

Accreditation Downgraded

On Feb. 23, the Joint Commission on Accreditation of
Healthcare Organizations (JCAHO), reduced Greater South-
east’ srating to “ conditional,” with the downgrading only be-
coming public in June. JCAHO' s definition of “conditional”
accreditation, is that the health-care organization (1) failsto
comply with standards in multiple areas; (2) is persistently
unwilling or unable to demonstrate satisfactory compliance
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with JCAHO standards; or, (3) failsto comply with standards,
but isbelieved to be capabl e of complying within astipul ated
time period.

According to information provided by JCAHO to EIR,
the 12 performance areas which were cited in connection
with therating included: (1) initial assessment proceduresfor
incoming patients; (2) medication use, including procedures
for ensuring that medications are dispensed in compliance
with all laws and regulations, and that the right medication
is given to the right patient; (3) specia procedures, such as
restraint, seclusion, convulsive therapy, psychosurgery, and
behavior modification; (4) infection control; and (5) safety
plans. Additionally, seven categories of management and ad-
ministrative procedures and requirements were cited.

The downgrading of Greater Southeast’s JCAHO rating
then caused the Centersfor Medicare and Medicaid Services
(CMS), of the U.S. Department of Health and Human Ser-
vices, to conduct itsown review of Greater Southeast’ sstatus.
It was reported in the Washington Business Journal on June
28, that Greater Southeast is at risk of losing its ability to
collect Medicare reimbursements from the Federal gov-
ernment.

Greater Southeast was notified in a CMS letter on June
24, that deficiencies were found in health and fire safety in-
spectionsby CMSinMarchand April, and that unless correc-
tive action were taken, Greater Southeast could be removed
from the Federal Medicare program. EIR has been told by a
sourcefamiliar withthese proceedings, that Greater Southeast
has now submitted a plan to correct the deficiencies, but it is
not clear if the corrections have yet been made.

Getting Away With 1t?

The single largest group of contributors to Mayor Wil-
liams current re-election campaign is the Arizona-based
DCHC. Inthesix-month period following thehospital privati-
zation, $98,000, or more than 20% of Williams' contribu-
tions, camefrom DCHCitself and itsempl oyeesand affiliates,
including 13 of the 15 members of DCHC's senior man-
agement.

EIR sreview of Williams' contributor list shows a strik-
ingly-large number of donors from Scottsdale, Arizona, and
vicinity. Some 41 contributors are readily-identifiable as af -
filiated with DCHC or related firms—which has caused some
todubtheMayor as“the Candidatefrom the Sonoran Desert.”

Astoundingly, the downgrading of Greater Southeast was
made public at the same time that Greater Southeast and
DCHC are angling to build and manage anew hospital onthe
D.C. Genera site. Out of desperation, leaders of the D.C.
Council arereportedly favorableto the DCHC proposal, since
they do not believethat any other financing for anew hospital
would be available.

All of which points up the urgency and necessity of Lyn-
don LaRouche's proposal (EIR, May 31) that the U.S. Con-
gress take responsihility for rebuilding D.C. Genera as part
of anational health-security plan.
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Editorial

Argentina-Brazil-Mexico: Join Now!

The simultaneity of the crises suffered by Argentina,
Brazil, and Mexico, leaves no room for doubt that we
are face to face with a global systemic crisis, whose
dynamic is leading toward socia explosions which
threaten to dissolve the sovereign nation-state and its
basicinstitutions. Even moreserious, isthe state of eco-
nomic and political decomposition of the United States
itself, whose government is attempting to ignore the
implosion of theglobal financial bubble, stupidly taking
recourse to a militaristic solution which desperately
seeks to create an enemy at any cost. As Presidential
pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche explained during his
visit to S&o Paulo, Brazil in the second week of June,
weface an empirewhichiscollapsing under the weight
of itsowndelusions, confusing real wealthwithavirtual
wealth which never existed, except in the sui generis
accounting of the capital markets.

The Ibero-American nations cannot wait until the
whole continent becomes a gigantic no-man’s-land
where only desperation, hunger, misery, and the orga-
nized crime of narco-terrorism reign, by trying to pay
a debt which is part of the world speculative bubble,
without any connection to the production of real wealth.

Twenty years ago, when this whole neo-colonial
“globalization” was put together, it was possibleto stop
it— when Mexican President José L 6pez Portillo took
the historic and heroic decision to suspend paymentson
Mexico' sforeigndebtin August 1982, and proceededto
impose exchange controlsand nationalizethe country’s
Central Bank. On that occasion, everything was ready,
had Brazil and Argentina supported it, to open a new
era of sovereign negotiations, dedicated to achieving
a more just new world economic order. At that time,
Lyndon LaRouche made available an economic sur-
vival planwhich he called “ Operation Juéarez.” Itspoint
of departure wasthe necessity of forming adebtors car-
tel to advance the project for the physical integration of
the continent; the formation of a customs union, and
even thecreation of an Ibero-American currency to me-
diateintra-regional trade. With thiskind of global reor-
ganization, even the banks could have survived.

But the governments of these nations were capti-
vated by the infantile argument that each nation was a
separate case, and that, of course, their situation was
better than that of Mexico. Mexico was isolated, and
lost its sovereignty, opening the way for the gradual
process of occupation and economic annexation to the
United Stateswhichweseetoday intheNorth American
Free Trade Agreement and its sequel, the Free Trade
Agreement of the Americas.

The critical situation presents itself again today,
having exploded in Argentina and brought that nation
to the brink of dissolution in endless social chaos. It is
claimed asaspecial case, different from that of Mexico
or Brazil, with theintention of once again blocking nec-
essary collective action. Any attempt by the govern-
ments in the form of “business as usua” will not only
be useless, but, de facto, will tend to worsen the conse-
guences.

The nations with the three largest economies of |b-
ero-America—Argentina, Brazil, and Mexico—should
unite, not only to defend their legitimate interests, but
also to establish a powerful bloc which, together with
countries such as Russia, China, India, South Africa,
Malaysia, and others, would bein aposition to pressure
for a workable and responsible reorganization of the
collapsing international financial and monetary system.

A feasible proposal already existsfor thisreorgani-
zation, a “New Bretton Woods’ aong the lines pro-
posed by Lyndon LaRouche, which would ensure are-
turn to the best characteristics of the origina system
which made possible the great economic recovery and
development of the post-war period. AsLaRouche em-
phasized in his speech in the auditorium of the Latin
American Parliament in S0 Paulo, on June 11, thereis
no sensible aternative to “changing the rules of the
game.”

We hope the lessons have been learned. Separated,
itiscertainthat the | bero-American nationswill be dev-
astated, as Argentinais being devastated. United, they
could make prevail the fundamental interests of all hu-
manity.
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STORM OVER ASIA

Turn to sane leadership
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“Powerful financial interests are totally
panic-stricken,” LaRouche said, “driven
mad by the fact that the system in which
their investments are located, is about to
be liquidated; that the nation-state which
they thought they were eliminating with
globalization, is the only institution
which can save nations from total
destruction.

“It is under these conditions that plans to
move toward military adventures, even
wars, even general wars, and that risk of
nuclear war is pushed by madmen; some
in the United States, some in the Congress
who don’t even know what they’re doing,
as well as in Britain and elsewhere.”

How did he know?

2 hour, 40 minute video $50
Order #EIE-99-015

[n this feature-length educational video,

LaRouche teaches the lessons of statecraft Shipping: $3.50 first item; $.50 each additional item.
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