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| The Global
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“Hoover II has happened! ... This new “Hoover Crash” brings
us, this momentous Labor Day weekend, to a fork in the road
of world history. What do you do when, all around us, politi-
cal and other sorts of “business as usual,” is bankrupt?”

LaRouche’s keynote speech to his political movement'’s
Labor Day conference will address this question.
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From the Associate Editor

O ur Featurethis week is addressed directly to you, dEdR read-
ers: “Citizens Who Enjoy Thinking.” Lyndon LaRouche writes, not
so much about whdte will do if he is elected President, but about
whatyou need to know.

EIR readers already understand that LaRouche’s Presidential
campaign is not your usual sort of “boola-boola” affair. “Ah, but is
he electable?” the American pragmatist asks. In this issue, you can
see that, despite the media blackout against him in the United States,
LaRouche is still “the hottest thing in town.”

» LaRouche’s campaign against Senators John McCain and Jo-
seph Lieberman, who are out to destroy the Bush Presidency and
propel Bush into war against Iraq, is gathering steam. The lead article
of ourNational section contains explosive intelligence on McCain’s
Mob links—and this dossier is already circulating widely in a special
offprint edition.

» LaRouche’s influence in the Arab world continues to expand,
as reflected at the conference on “Man’s Role in Developing the
Universe,” addressed by two of his associates at the Zayed Centre in
the United Arab Emirates. LaRouche’s views receive widespread
coverage throughout the Arab press, as Hussein Askary reports.

* The “flap” over one-timeEIR associate Laurent Murawiec,
now with the RAND Corp., who delivered a deranged diatribe against
the Saudis at the Pentagon last month, is still in the news, as Saudi
Arabia’s Prince Saud addressed the matter in a TV interview. This
goes to the core of the policy debate in Washington, over the “Clash
of Civilizations” and the drive for war against Iraqg.

» Just behind the scenes, is a battle royal between LaRouche and
Henry Kissinger—a battle that has been ongoing for nearly 30 years.
Most recently, Kissinger wrote an attack on the Treaty of Westphalia,
which ended the Thirty Years War of the 17th Century, and enshrined
the principle of the sovereignty of the nation-state. Who but Lyndon
and Helga LaRouche have spoken of that Treaty repeatedly, since
1999, when they invoked it as a model to stop the current spiral into
religious wars, in the Balkans and the Mideast? In our interview with
Brig. Gen. James B. Smith in this issue, you can see how this debate
is now percolating through military circles.
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Airlines Bankrupt: When
Will Government Step In?

by Anita Gallagher

Two leading United States airlines announced sweeping Besides demanding government intervention to re-regt
changes in air travel Aug. 11 and 13—route cutbacks, flightate the airlines, LaRouche reacted to the proposed disman-
cutbacks, replacing large jumbo jets with the modern equiva-  tling of the air transport sector by commissioning a physica
lent of prop planes, cancellation of all new orders for largeassessment of the state of the airline industry today. LaRouche
planes. The shrinkage called up visions of air travel from the emphasized that he did not mean an accountant’s nomin
1950s—waiting in a deserted airport for a prop plane’s onestatistical report, but a real picture of the physical sector. The
flight out and back per day. Most Americans had no idea, railroads and the ports should also be included in this physice
when they accepted airline deregulation, that they were goingurvey of air transport, he insisted, because all three are public
back to the early ages of air travel. But they were warned, and utilities. The reality of their physical function cannot be ig-
that is exactly what they are now getting. nored, except at great risk.

Lyndon LaRouche, Demaocratic Presidential pre-candi- Therefore, Federal action to re-regulate air, rail and por
date, demanded on Aug. 13, “When will the government stefinfrastructure must happen, and it must happen now—before
in?” LaRouche called for immediate government re-regula-  the government is presiding over industrial corpses
tion of the airlines to ensure that the physical infrastructurd_.aRouche emphasized. The airline industry is part of the pub-

of air transport is not dismantled, and the skilled workforce lic utilities of the United States, and thus represents an impor
to run it is not furloughed, or reduced to low-skill pay. tant part of the economic national security of the nation.
On Aug. 11, U.S. Airways, the sixth-largest airline in LaRouche also noted that, in tandem with his success

the United States, had filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy, anéh taking his Presidential campaign—as the most electable
announced plans to drastically downsize its planes andflights.  candidate since Dwight Eisenhower—to the streets, sa
With 40,000 employees, itis the largest air carrier east of thdéorces around the world are now putting such government-
Mississippi River, where more than 60% of the population of ~ backed infrastructure-building proposals into acEtR (see
the United States lives. Last year it carried 56 million passenAug. 16, “Europe Governments React to LaRouche Cam-
gers to 200 destinations in 38 states, as well as Europe, South paign, Reality”).
America, and Canada.

Two days later, American Airlines, the world’s largest Unions For ced To Give Back Wages
carrier, preemptively initiated a self-cannibalization and  U.S. Airways filed for Chapter 11 after negotiating $465
shrinkage plan, trying desperately to please the Wall Street ~ million in contract concessions—*givebacks”—from its pi-
financial speculators who have sold off its stock: retiring 83lots, and $76 million in givebacks from its flight attendants—
planes, reorganizing its “hub” system by scrapping multiple an average of 25% of their annual salary through 2008 is t
flights at peak hours, trading big planes for smaller, regionabe forgone. The givebacks were approved by 3-to-1 margins.
aircraft, while laying off another 7,000 employees. The International Association of Machinists’ (IAM) mechan-
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icsand fleet service workers will vote
ongivebacksbeforetheend of August,
to put together an annual package of
$950 million in wage givebacks. The
U.S. Airways pilots aso gave up their
“no furlough” contract clause.

Even though the wage conces-
sions—which are a condition for the
attempt to get Federally guaranteed
|oans—seemed on track, the company
filed for bankruptcy because it could
not get its lessors and vendors to can-
cel surplus aircraft leases and return
excess aircraft outside of Chapter 11.

Now, U.S. Airways can scrap its
larger planes, and consolidate routes
that will use smaller regional jets. Itis
now negotiating withregiona jet man-
ufacturers Embraer and Bombardier
for up to 200 firm deliveries, and 300
options, for the small regional jets.
These will lead it back to the old
“point-to-point” system of the 1950s, and otherwisethe inef-
ficiency of feeding passengers into its hubs of Pittsburgh,
Philadel phia, and Charlotte, North Carolina, where they will
facelong waitsfor connecting flights.

Without the government re-regulation LaRouche has
calledfor, at theend of thegutting of thisairline, the predatory
airline reorganization firm Texas Pacific stands ready to buy
up 38% of U.S. Airways—which listed assets of over $7.8
billion in its bankruptcy filing—for the pittance of $200
million.

At the sametime, American Airlines appearsto betrying
to beat Wall Street to its own carcass, by laying off another
7,000 employees by March 2003, and grounding its fleet of
medium-range aircraft, to save $1.1 billion annually. Some
$5hillionin capital spending hasalready been cut or deferred
since 2001.

Americanwill cut back flightsfromits* spokes,” or feeder
airports, to its main hub, Dallas-Ft. Worth, which arrive at
“peak” times, andinstead stagger theflights, sothat American
can use fewer planes and fewer gates. Passengers from
smaller cities flying into hubs for connections will face a
long wait for their next plane. These off-peak flightswill lack
passengers, and be eliminated next.

Boeingin Further Layoffs

But the real shocker is that American has deferred 35
aircraft deliveriesin 2002, and, according to the company’s
Aug. 13 press release, “will seek every opportunity to defer
or cancel new deliveries going forward.” American’s flight
capacity will be 9% less in November, than it is now. The
airline has already cut its fleet types from 14 to seven, and
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This publicity photo of bankrupt U.S. Airways Corporation’s CEO, David Siegel,
inadvertently suggests reality: The American air carriers are rapidly shrinking and going

back toward the profile of air travel in the 1950s and 1960s. This is what deregulation has
wrought.

will retire its 74-jet Fokker 100 fleet, and the nine Boeing
767sit acquired from TWA, in November 2002.

Thus, while the events of Sept. 11 grounded airplanes
for a short period, Wall Street’s hit will ground the airlines
for good.

United Airlines, the world's second-largest carrier, re-
guested a$1.8 billion Federal oan guaranteein June. But, on
Aug. 14, CEO Jack Creighton announced, “The world has
changed.” United amended its application (which wasreport-
edly headed for rejection), and set a 30-day limit to either get
the concessions voluntarily, or file for Chapter 11. Without
LaRouche' s alternative, either course means gutting its fleet
and labor force. United has already cuts its flights by 20%,
laid off 20,000 employees, and retired 99 planes, including
itsentire 737-200 fleet. United’ semployees own the majority
of its stock, whose value would likely be wiped out in bank-
ruptcy.

Boeing Corp., the largest aircraft maker in the world, is
hard-hit by American Airlines’ cancellation of 35 jets, andits
attempt to cancel 67 more Boeing jets scheduled for delivery
between 2003 and 2008. Boeing will slashitsjet aircraft pro-
duction to half of what it produced in 2001. It now plansto
deliver 380jetsin 2002, and lower productionto between 275
and 300 in 2003.

Months ago, Boeing announced the layoffs of nearly
30,000 highly skilled aerospace workers beforethe end of the
year—18,000 in Washington State alone. With membership
in the Seattle-based |AM District 751 just about half 1999's
levels, the union now goes into daily, non-stop negotiations
prior to voting on Boeing' s last, best offer before the Sept. 1
contract expiration.

Economics 5



Why Otto Reich Rushed
Down to Rio

by Silvia Palacios and Lorenzo Carrasco

The spectacular failure of the International Monetary Fund
bailout for Brazil, to stem the collapse of Brazil’s financial
system, dramatically confirmed Lyndon LaRouche’ s assess-
ment (EIR, Aug. 16) that it was no bailout of Brazil, but
rather the Bush Administration’ s panicked bailout of Brazil’s
international bank creditors, only. Within two days of the
Aug. 12 IMF announcement of $30 billion in conditional
credits, the Brazilian currency, the real, plunged again, the
country’s credit “risk penalty” soared back up to 24% where
it had been before the bailout, and international banks made
clear they would not resume lending to Brazil. On Aug. 13,
Moody’ sdowngraded the country’ ssovereign creditto BB—
the level of Honduras and Nicaragua. Said HSBC Bark, it
“may be the most rapid vote of no confidence in the history
of IMF bailouts.”

Brazil’ s post-bailout “ options’ werebrutally reviewed by
the Aug. 13 Wall Sreet Journal: spend its $23 billion in
reservesto pay down debts; try to beg banks to reopen credit
lines and trade credits, also closed; or, use the threat of de-
fault—towhich Brazil isclearly still headed. The Journal did
not mention Lyndon LaRouche' s advice—freeze the debt, to
protect the economy—though it is being widely discussed
within Brazil.

Thespread of economic chaosfrom Argentinathroughout
the continent, some nationa leaders in South America are
now realizing, may not be against Washington's purposes
atall.

A mid-July visit to the Southern Cone nations by U.S.
Undersecretary of State for Inter-American Affairs Otto Re-
ich, wasundertakenin direct responseto Brazil’ spublic com-
plaint that the United States had abandoned the nations of the
Americas to their fate. They all face the most serious crisis
in their histories due to having submitted to the economic-
financial dictates of the Anglo-American elite. The dramatic
example of Argentinaisemblematic of theintentions of cer-
tain elements within the U.S. State Department, who seem
committed to promoting sheer chaos throughout the West-
ern Hemisphere.

Specifically, Reich’s visit was prompted by indications
of a potential continent-wide resistance centered in Brazil
itself, aresistancewhich can bemost clearly seeninthehighly
successful visit of Lyndon LaRouchein June. LaRouchewas
given ample opportunity to describe to the nation’s elite the

6 Economics

insane pretensions of the “utopian” group which Reich him-
self represents.

‘Rogue States and ‘Failed States

U.S. diplomatic initiatives toward Ibero-America have
proven to be of little substance, and generally limited to slo-
gans about demaocracy and free trade, spiced with talk—ob-
sessively repeated at every opportunity—of fighting terror-
ism in the post-Sept. 11 world. This policy escalated to
unsuspected levels of risk, with Bush’s“rogue states” speech
to West Point military academy on June 1. If not lining South
American nations up for military attack, Washington seemed
nonethel essto be “writing them off,” with destructive effects
in Argentinawhich rival the ravages of war.

The United States wants the Western Hemisphereto sub-
stitute the old policy of TIAR—which was destroyed by the
1982 MalvinasWar—with anew doctrine of military hegem-
ony based on the “Big Stick” policy of Theodore Roosevelt,
100 years earlier. This doctrine has been emerging step by
step, since the 1983 creation of the Inter-American Dialogue,
with its proposals to eliminate the armed forces and other
crucia national institutions of | bero-America. Nationswhich
have been disarmed and weakened cannot confront the inter-
nal chaos caused by the imposition of IMF policies over the
past decade. Thisopensthedoor for the direct intervention of
the United States or multinational armed forces, in a new
version of “gunboat diplomacy.”

This doctrine is already in its execution phase. The uto-
pian faction of the Anglo-American establishment isfirst try-
ing to establish a Northern Command (USNORTHCOM),
which would mean theimposition of asecurity umbrellaover
Canada, Mexico, and Central America—amajor step toward
using the undisputed military hegemony of the United States
toforgeanew “Roman Empire” in the Western Hemisphere.
The next step would be to establish, alongside a Free Trade
Agreement of the Americas, a military component erected
over the ashes of national defense forces, which will have
becomeincreasingly incapable of containing the social disas-
ters sown by neo-liberal economic policiesin each nation.

This process would transform the entire region below the
Rio Bravo (the Rio Grande border between the United States
and Mexico) into an economic looting field of raw materials
and slave labor, deprived of any pretension to scientific and
technological development.

The continent that Reich encountered on his visit was
described in an editoria of the Rio Grande do Sul newspaper
Correiode Povo, on July 15, asfollows: “ Argentinafacesthe
worst crisisinitshistory, withthegrowing pauperization of its
population. In Venezuela, democracy is oscillating between
coupsand counter-groups, with an unstablefuture. In Colom-
big, thecitizenry isvictim of conflicts between guerrilla, gov-
ernment and paramilitaries. In Peru, the frustration with Ale-
jandro Toledo is damaging confidence in democracies. In
Bolivia, abandonment of the cocaleros [coca-growers] is
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leading to their unification around their own candidate. In
Ecuador, thepoorly resolved I ndian question isoverthrowing
elected governments. In Chile, the wounds of a recent past
dividethepopulation. In Brazil, weblindly seethat our beauti-
ful democracy is more form than substance, with along way
togo.”

- The Moment for Ibero-American Integration

Itwasthisreality, which could provokeanationalist patri-
otic response across the continent, as well as the possibility
that this response could associate itself with the project of
Ibero-American integration outlined by Lyndon LaRouche,
that provoked the State Department’ s Reich to come running
downtoBrazil. Hetried to wrest somekind of guaranteefrom
the government aswell asfrom the Presidential candidates—
guarantees then demanded by the IMF in exchange for its
unsuccessful $30 billion bailout announcement of Aug. 12—
that would at least ensure that Brazil will not adopt an inde-
pendent path to survival.

Significantly, the final meeting of the nations of Merco-
sur—Argenting, Brazil, Uruguay and Paraguay—held in Ar-
gentinain early July, wasfor thefirst time attended by Mexi-
can President Vicente Fox. All five of these nationsnow stand
in or at the brink of bankruptcy, and could end up joining
forces in common negotiations to get out of the crisis. This
possibility was so evident that all the gathered heads of state
had to deny before, during, and after the meeting, that they
had any plansto establish aforum for joint negotiations. Be-
fore the meeting in Buenos Aires, Brazilian President
Fernando Henrique Cardoso issued a denia that there was
any intention of a joint negotiation among the three powers
of the continent—Argentina, Brazil, and Mexico—with the
IMF.

But if, on the one hand, the State Department istrying to
calm this nationalist ferment, on the other, it continues to
foment ascenario of chaosthat would transform the continent
into ano man’s land, allowing USNORTHCOM to become
the utopians' continental monster.

The most recent example was the State Department’ sin-
terventionintherecent Bolivian Presidential elections. It was
evident to al that the direct attack by the U.S. ambassador
against the coca-farmers' |leader, drug legalization advocate
Evo Morales, had the utterly predictable effect of catapulting
candidate Morales into the electorate’ s favor. The State De-
partment knew perfectly well, from its own historic experi-
ence, that under severe crisis conditions, that would be pre-
cisely theresult.

Similarly, the so-called “peace dialogue” in Colombia
openly protected the Colombian Revolutionary Armed
Forces(FARC) narco-terrorists, who maintained adirect rela-
tionship with the financial center of Wall Street, as depicted
intheinfamousembrace of New Y ork Stock Exchange Chair-
man Richard Grasso with FARC financia chieftain “Rall
Reyes.”

InBrazil, the Anglo-American elite pulled asimilar num-
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ber to the State Department’s act in Bolivia. Speaking to a
June 8 seminar sponsored by the New Y ork Council on For-
eign Relations (CFR), mega-speculator George Soros de-
clared that the United States would impose candidate Jose
Serra in the Presidency, because the Workers Party candi-
date—L uis Inacio “Luld’ da Silva, luminary of the World
Social Forum—would represent “chaos.” Soros went on to
comparethe United Statestoday with ancientimperial Rome;
“In ancient Rome, only the Romans voted. Under modern
global capitalism, only Americans vote. Brazilians don’t
vote,” Soros said.

Threatsand Suggestions

This, of course, had the purpose of creating an aura of
power around “Lula,” who personally hasn’'t the minimal
qualifications for presiding over the largest nation in Ibero-
America. Atthesametime, it createsthe conditionsfor wrest-
ing much greater political concessions from any other Presi-
dential candidateswho eventually cometo thefore. After the
“Soros veto,” U.S. Treasury Undersecretary John Taylor, at
aJduly 11 press conference at the U.S. Embassy in Paris, sug-
gestively declared that “ * Lula’ has proven that his economic
practices will not be so very different from current ones, as
some people think.” Taylor noted that Lula, in his economic
proposals, assumes acommitment to maintain aprimary sur-
plus, afact considered “positive,” given that thisisthe same
axiom upon which current Brazilian economic policy is
based, asdictated by the IMF, and asfaithfully carried out by
current Central Bank president and former Soros employee
Arminio Fraga. Taylor was sending forceful “ suggestions’ to
the Workers Party candidate.

Otto Reich, in Brazil, read hisletter of conditionalitiesto
the other candidates, in the course of an interview with the
Jornal do Commercio published on July 19: “1 would liketo
seeleaderswho believein palitical and economic democracy,
who can be good friends to the United States, who will not
interfere in the affairs of their neighbors, and who will not
make wars, nor embrace nor train terrorists.”

In addition to the public objectives of Reich’s visit to
Brazil, hisintervention to guarantee that L ockheed company
would be chosen to provide the Brazilian Air Force with
supersonic airplanes, equipped with missiles and long-range
radars, was evident. Reich acted as alobbyist for Lockheed,
for which he served as a high-level officer before accepting
his current State Department post. His purpose was to pre-
vent Brazil, at al cost, from signing a strategic agreement
with France—which is offering its Mirage jets—or with
Russia, which is offering its technologicaly more ad-
vanced Sukhoi.

Despitepromisestofreeup Brazil’ saccessto certaintech-
nologica items, the policy which Reich represented was
strictly that of the utopians, denounced by President Dwight
Eisenhower inthe 1950sasthepolicy of arenegade military-
industrial complex.” That policy is“technological apartheid.”
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[taly To ‘Nationalize’
EU Economic Policy

by Claudio Celani

A debateonurgently rejecting the current European economic
policy has broken out in Italy, prompted by figures showing
theworsening of public accountsasaresult of aseriousslump
in production. Several Cabinet members have issued public
statementsurging thereview of the malthusian 3% cap onthe
public budget deficit, imposed by the European Stability Pact;
or, proposing to bypass it, by not including investment ex-
penses in the calculation of the deficit. The move, reflecting
proposals made repeatedly to audiences of Italian elected of -
ficialsby Lyndon LaRouche, couldbecrucial to aninfrastruc-
ture-led recovery.

Italy hasawaysbeen critical of therigid Maastricht crite-
ria, which have forced the country to enforce large budget
cuts affecting the pension, school and health systems, and
which, aboveall, have blocked any infrastructural investment
for more than a decade. Italians, however, have so far ab-
stained from officialy calling for areview, because, Italy is
the country with the highest public debt.

But now, with both France and Germany facing increas-
ing public deficit and production crises, theMaastricht param-
etersare no longer a*“sacred cow” in those countries, either.
The three largest economiesin the European Union are dan-
geroudly close to the 3% limit established as the maximum
allowed ratio between deficit and GNP: Franceis 1.4%, Italy
2.2% and Germany 2.7%. These figures will worsen in the
next few months, as the economic crisisworsens. The Italian
government will therefore meet on Sept. 30 to discuss how to
raise the new policy with its European partners.

EU Head vs. Italy

The debate on economic policy inevitably puts on the
table the issue of sovereignty in Europe. The current techno-
cratic “Europe-wide government,” the European Commis-
sion, is the staunchest enforcer of the malthusian Stability
Pact. EU chairman Romano Prodi hasan Italian passport, but
isfirst atechnocrat. Thus, hefelt compelledtoreact arrogantly
against his country, by stating that the Stability Pact is “an
indispensable regul ation.”

But the power of the European Commission might come
to an early end if, asindicated by several European govern-
ments, decision-making power ismoved out of Brussels, back
into the hands of the European Council of Ministers, and, to
alarge extent, back to the level of the single national states
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andtheir elected governments. Anticipating thisfight, several
members of the Italian Cabinet, and of the government coali-
tion in Parliament, have warned that any decision on Euro-
pean economic policy must be taken by member countries,
and not by the supranational commission. Rocco Buittiglione,
Minister for European Policy, declared that “The Stability
Pact was not made by the Commission, and the Commission
cannot decide on its modification. It was made by the heads
of state and government, and its modification should be de-
cided by the European Council of Ministers.”

Evenmoreexplicit was Cultureminister Giuliano Urbani,
who told the Turin daily La Sampa Aug. 14: “We need a
Europe which takes less common decisions and defers them
to direct relationships among national governments. . . . At
the end, it will be the national governments which decide.”
Urbani said that “The review of the Stability Pact is manda-
tory,” and that “investments have to be excluded from the
calculation of budget expenses.” The same proposal was sup-
ported by another cabinet member, Carlo Giovanardi, in an
interview with the daily Avvenire, while the chairman of the
Parliament Budget Committee, Giancarlo Giorgietti, de-
clared: “We want production to start again.”

The proposal of not counting investments—i.e., eco-
nomic infrastructure projects—as expenses against agovern-
ment deficit, isnot new. Thefirst to formulate it was Franco
Modigliani, an Italian-American economist at MIT who won
aNaobel Prize afew years ago. He stressed that such practice
belongs to traditional economic accounting, and that the
Maastricht Treaty actually introduced an aberration.

Opposition I's Split on Gover nment Move

Whereas the government parties share this view, the cen-
ter-left oppositionissplit. Leaderssuch asformer Labor min-
ister Cesare Salvi, considered a*“leftist,” but also former Pre-
mier Massimo D’Alema, a moderate, agree on a change.
Economist Napoleone Colgjanni, a Social Democrat, said:
“The ideaitself of a Pact is an idiocy: You cannot connect
real figures, such as current expenses and income. ... The
guestion today is development.” Greens leader Alfonso Pe-
coraro Scanio, aformer Agriculture minister, also said: “We
cannot become the supporters of aradical monetarism.” But
other opposition leaders, like Luciano Violante, raise a de-
fense of “economic rigor” and of the Stahility Pact.

Thisis no surprise, for those who know that Violante, a
former prosecutor, is reported to be the secret head of the
“Clean Hands” faction, the man who led the assault against
hispolitical opponentsin 1992 withthepolitical useof justice.
That assault paved the way for a decade of technocratic gov-
ernments which, in order to “balance the budget,” have sold
one-third of the Italian economy to foreign interests. Such
defendersof “economicrigor” appear pathetic beforeareality
inwhich Italianindustrial output lost 5% in May, in compari-
son to the same month of 2001, and the trend is for further
downturn.
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Colombia

Colombia’s new
President, Hector
Uribe Vdez, has
rallied Colombians
quickly to bold new
steps against FARC
terror. But his
economic team are
men who in the past
have courted FARC
drug-profits
“investment” for the
international financial-
center banks.

Uribe Attacks Terror,
But Must Move Economy

by Valerie Rush

Colombia’s newly inaugurated head of state, Alvaro Uribe

Vélez, has moved quickly to draw on the national mandate

that overwhelmingly elected him to the Presidency in May.

Uribe declared a 90-day “state of internal commotion” on

Aug. 12, a decree that will hopefully give teeth to his long- 7 Presidentialinauguration ceremony was uncovered by intel-

awaited declared war on narco-terrorism. Not only will Ur- ligence agencies just one week in advance, one of Uribe’s

ibe’s government now have enhanced anti-terrorist enforce-  first official acts was to appeal to UN Secretary General Ko

ment capabilities, but also both the ability to mobilize the Annan to mediate a renewed dialogue with the treacherous

citizenry into an active defense of their ravaged homeland, FARC narco-terramsthe condition that they first lay

and the means to finance that mobilization. Not surprisinglydown their weaponsThe FARC’s answer was immediate.

after years of being betrayed by one government after the Just minutes into the formal inauguration ‘its Bmyota

other, forces from every part of the political spectrum aregressional Building, terrorists fired several mortar rounds

rallying, with renewed hope, to the new President. against the Presidential palace and into a shantytown a sca
The text of the government degree which put the new statéour blocks from where Uribe was being sworn in. More than

of emergency into force openly declares that Colombia finds ~ a score were killed, and 70 injured, the majority of them

itself “subjected to a reign of terror, in which democratic homelesswomen, children, and elderly. That same day, multi-

authority is drowning and productive activity is becoming ple bombings were carried out elsewhere in the capital city,

increasingly difficult, multiplying unemployment and the and inthe cities of Medéliand Cartagena. In the days since,

misery of millions of fellow citizens.” Colombia was rapidly ~ the Armed Forces has had clashes with both the FARC and

disintegrating as a nation before Uribe took office, and hederrorist paramilitary forces, which have taken scores more

knows that he must move quickly to save his homeland. lives.
. Uribe has moved quickly to enact a number of his cam-
Breakingthe Tyranny of Terror paign promises. First, he met with Bogd#ayor Antanas

In the months between the election and Uribe’s Aug. 7 Mockus to organize the deployment of thousands more polict
inauguration, the narco-terrorist Revolutionary Armed officers. Students in Bogotaill be called upon to fulfill their
Forces of Colombia (FARC) had escalated theirdrivetomake  deferred military obligations, by augmenting defense capabi
the country ungovernable. The FARC delivered messages fties inside the capital city itself.
every elected official in the country, as well as many ap- Uribe has also announced that he will levy a 1.2% “war
pointed ones—ranging from mayors, governors, and citytax” on all citizens with liquid assets of more than $65,000, to
councilmen, to magistrates and prosecutors: Resign your  help finance the significant expansion of Colombia’s militar
post, oryou and your loved ones become our “military target.”and police capabilities, which was a cornerstone of his elec-
Hundreds of officials fled with their families—some out of  toral pledge. Of the estimated $800 million that Uribe hopes
area, and some out of the country altogether—leaving a corte bringin from the new tax, the annual military budget will be

servatively estimated 180 towns and cities without any insti- immediately doubled, and thousands more police and soldiel
tutional presence. Payrolls went unmet, courts stopped funeecruited, trained, and equipped.
tioning, garbage lay uncollected, transportation broke down, Colombia’s new President has further announced th

chaos and fear were rapidly spreading. Pleas for a declarddunching of his million-man “citizens defense” network,
state of siege went ignored by outgoing President Asidre consisting of a combination of volunteers and auxiliary police
Pastrana. The FARC's longstanding tyranny over much ofind soldiers, who will assist and expand the reach of Colom-
rural Colombia, was now fast spreading into the towns and bia’s overextended and underfunded military. Thousands c
cities. citizens, tired of being victimized by both the FARC and
Although a FARC plot to crash an airplane into the Aug. paramilitary armies of drug-trafficking thugs, and by the do-
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nothing complicity of the past three administrations, are com-
ing forward. Otherswill receive direct training from the mili-
tary and law enforcement, and will receive both arms and
stipends. Theplanisto eventually absorb these citizensfully,
asfunding allows.

Uribe has named generals known for their toughness and
battle experience, to head the Army and National Police. Ina
speechtotheranksof the JoseMariaCérdovaMilitary School
in Bogota, hetold the assembled ranks of officersand cadets:
“Our compatriots have agreed, with unprecedented willing-
ness, to pay atax of 1% of the GNP . . to support the Public
Force. Now it isup to you and me to obtain results.”

The Economic Battlefront

The Colombian President has thus far failed to take the
necessary parallel actions on the economic battlefront. After
years of suffering the ravages of narco-terrorism, on the one
hand, and the neo-liberal economic recipes of free trade, on
the other, the Colombian economy is devastated, its social
fabric onthe verge of disintegration. Action on the onefront,
and not the other, is adoomed strategy.

The two newly named economic czars of the Uribe Ad-
ministration—Finance Minister and former International
Monetary Fund employee Roberto Junguito and “adviser”
Rudolf Hommes—are advocates of continuing those same
neo-liberal austerity policies. Worse, Hommes—whosereign
as “minister of free trade” under the César Gaviria govern-
ment from 1990-94 earned him the undying hatred of the
majority of Colombians—is currently aboard member of the
Violy Byorum & Partners investment house. It was VB&P
which facilitated follow-up meetingsin Colombiato thevisit
of New York Stock Exchange Chairman Richard Grasso to
FARC headquartersin 1999.

As long as Uribe's economic policy is dictated by the
samefinancial eliteswho seethe FARC' s cocainetrafficking
asafreetrade “ opportunity,” Uribe swar on narco-terrorism
isdoomed and Colombia’ s future with it.

Colombia's Ibero-American Solidarity Movement
(MSIA) President Maximiliano Londofio described the eco-
nomic state of affairs, in July, as follows: “ Official rates of
unemployment are around 20%, and underemployment an-
other 30%; industria production has fallen between 50 and
75%; annual import of food is equivalent to 10 million tons.
.. . Debt service consumes 50% of the current national bud-
get.” Londofio, along-time associate of U.S. Presidential pre-
candidate Lyndon LaRouche, published an “Open Letter to
President Uribe: How To Reactivatethe National Economy,”
a 75-page memorandum, urging that the nation’s economic
recovery be centered around urgently needed national infra-
structure projects (transportation, energy, communications,
water supply, etc.) and reactivation of industrial and agricul-
tural production through long-term, low-interest credit.
Junguito and Hommes, in stark contrast, insist that thewar on
terrorism can only be funded by cutting back investment and
public spending.
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Global Crisis Heats Up
Russia’s Policy Fights
by Rachel Douglas

Turmoil continuesaround thereportedly pending plan of Rus-
sian Presidential Administration official Dmitri Kozak, to
change ownership and/or taxation policies for the country’s
natural resources. Elements of the plan (as described in a
version leaked by Interfax in late July) echo Academician
Dmitri Lvov’ s often repeated demand, to “ place our national
wealth on the balance sheet of the state.” Various Russian
papers, joined by The Wall Sreet Journal, shrieked that the
cancellation of licenses for raw-materials exploitation, and
their replacement by a concession system, would mean “re-
nationalization.” Proposals for revising the Law on Natural
Resources are due to be submitted to the government by
Oct. 1.

The similarities to Lvov's proposals were not missed.
Christopher Kenneth, in The Russia Journal of Aug. 2-8,
noted that K ozak’ sreported recommendation “ echoesasimi-
lar view expressed earlier thisyear in national mediaby Dmi-
tri Lvov,” who had told Pravda: “If the major part of our
national incomeisgenerated not by labor and capital but from
rents on natural resources, then these assets should not be
made a subject for private entrepreneurship, which channels
revenuesto only aselect few. Rather, the assets should belong
to al Russians. . . . A law to make the state the sole owner
with rightsto exploit these resources, and making concerted
efforts to forestall any further attempt to sell government’s
stakesin thissector, would beabig step forward in correcting
the situation.”

Capital investment and production growth are falling
sharply in Russia over 2002, after several years of apparent
improvement; large wage arrears have reappeared in state
budgets. Academician Lvov, Dr. Sergei Glazyev, and other
Russian Academy of Scienceseconomistsmet with President
Vladimir Putinin March, on the subject of how to find asolid
foundation for economic growth, but there had been little
reflection of thosediscussionsin policy, until reportssurfaced
about the Kozak plan.

Speaking to Interfax on Aug. 8, Vice Premier and Finance
Minister Aleksei Kudrin gave strange “assurances’: “1 can
say today: We are not going to face a default, we' Il not have
adeval uation which would damage the savingsof the popula-
tion or make them convert them into dollars or euro.”

Incommentary inlzvestia, SvetlanaBabayevaand Y elena
Krop emphasi zed that thecompul sionto assurethe popul ation

EIR August 23, 2002



that everything is“okay, realy,” indicates that something is
wrong. “The fact is that after a number of populist socia
measures, following a number of populist tax measures, the
government isshort of money,” they wrote. According to the
paper, “in the next year, we'll have to forget about a budget
surplus.”

Mikhail Zadornov, deputy head of the Duma's Budget
Committee, tied Kudrin' s“ reassurance” tothe American eco-
nomic crisis. “Whenthethreat of acontinued recessioninthe
United States is regarded as serious, and when nobody can
provide a substantiated prognosis of prices for oil, gas, and
metals, it is dangerous for the country.”

Glazyev Callsfor National Banking

Economist Sergei Glazyev, currently campaigning for
the governorship of Krasnoyarsk Territory in Siberia, gave
a webcast press conference Aug. 2 on the pre-announced
topic, “Why Has the Russian Government Been Named
Among the Least Effective in the World?’ Glazyev stressed
the huge wage arrears to teachers and doctors in Russia,
and the government’s blocking of proposals—even when
President Putin has verbally endorsed them—for channeling
raw materials earnings into investment for the good of the
nation.

Glazyev revealed that during the President’s meeting
with him, Academician Lvov, and other economists last
Spring, Putin had agreed to their version of a “debt for
investment” scheme. Instead of dedicating one-third of
Federal budget spending to servicing the foreign debt, the
economists proposed “to refuse to pay on foreign debts
in dollars, and to suggest to the creditors to receive the
debts in the form of rubles, and the rubles should be
spent inside Russia. This is the debt-in-exchange-for-
investment scheme, on condition that it will not be con-
verted into dollars, but rather be spent on investment in
real production projects.”

In a question-and-answer session, Glazyev took the op-
portunity to develop a concept of national banking. “The
Central Bank has never had the guts,” he said, “to start using
mechanisms for supporting economic growth. ... What is
the main function of the Central Bank? It should organize
credit within the economy. It should enable industry and
agriculture to provide credit for their development. Modern
economic growth began in the 18th Century when the states
mastered the instruments of the Central Bank and learned
to create credits. Our Central Bank has voluntarily given up
that main function. Who needs such a Central Bank
anyway?’

Thevery sameissuehascometotheforein Poland, where
government changes have been forced by a movement for
exactly thisidea of national banking for development.

Thesolutionwithin Russia, Glazyev argued, “isto deploy
anetwork of development banks. The devel opment bank will
work with state guarantees . . . extending credits to develop
productionin priority scientific and technological areas. That
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is, thespheresthat can bring about an economic breakthrough.
For example, we have acompetitive edgein rocket and space
technology, in the aviation industry, in science-intensive in-
strument building, such as laser technology, we have some
promising resultsin molecular biology. . . .

“We propose to set up a system of development banks,
and to deploy a system of support of small business through
special funds in addition to devel opment banks and agricul-
tural banks, to create mechanisms of mortgage crediting of
housing through specialized banking institutions in the re-
gions, to deploy an export-import bank that would guarantee
and issue export credits to promote the products of our engi-
neering industry abroad.”

M enshikov Commentson Kozak Plan

A supporter of Academician Lvov’sconcept, Prof. Stani-
slav Menshikov, analyzed the Kozak proposal in his Aug. 2
column in The Moscow Tribune.

This “really surprising” document, Menshikov says,
“claimsthat not only al mineral deposits belong to the state,
but aso the products of their exploitation. If this document
is adopted, oil companies will lose their current licenses for
oil fields and will have to sign concession agreements, under
which they would be compensated for costs plus a ‘ normal
profit,” but the remaining revenue would belong to the gov-
ernment. It is no secret that oil companies reap an enormous
superprofit from their low production costs and the much
higher world prices. Last year, Putin suggested taxing away
most of that mineral rent and using it to finance manufactur-
ing, particularly high-tech industries. Due to sabotage from
the Kasyanov Cabinet, nothing came out of thisidea. Today
the President has returned to his old plan and put it into an
extreme form that is close to de facto nationalization.”

Since the Kozak plan would likely be opposed by the
Kasyanov Cabinet and “either buried or emasculated on the
way to Parliament,” Menshikov suggested that it might be-
come “another test of strength between the President and the
Prime Minister, with the oligarchs taking Kasyanov’s side
thistime around.”

When Putin called for the repatriation of Russian flight
capital, two months ago, he promptly closeted himself with
former Mezhkombank chief Sergei Pugachov, to hammer
out detailed proposals. In the case of theraw-materiaslegis-
lation, too, the raw-materials magnates quickly entered the
picture. Yukos Oil’s owner, Mikhail Khodorkovsky, sup-
ported the Kozak plan, as did Mikhail Fridman, chairman
of Alfa Group, who said, “It doesn't matter whether it's
called aconcession or alicensing agreement. What isimpor-
tant, is that the government cannot tear it up unilateraly.”
Each of them met with Kozak the week of July 29. The
Moscow Times and Vedomosti reported Aug. 5 and Aug. 7,
respectively, that Kozak’s draft law has been revised so as
not to transfer ownership of the resources in the ground to
the state, after all, but to increase taxes collected at the
well-head.
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1ZliRkScience & Technology

‘Man Improves the Universe,’
U.A.E. Conference Affirms

At a seminar in Abu Dhabi, LaRouche collaborators Jonathan
Tennenbaum and Dino de Paoli joined an international panel of
experts to discuss “Man’s Role in Developing the Universe.”

Dr. Jonathan Tennenbaum and Dino de Paoli, associates of
Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., spokeat aconferenceinthe United
Arab Emirates on Aug. 4, called to discuss the broad and
fascinating subject of “Man’s Role in Developing the Uni-
verse” In this country known for its bold development and
transformation of the desert, the Zayed Centre for Coordina-
tion and Follow-up invited scientists and speakers from Ger-
many, France and Egypt, and a Russian scholar on Vladimir
Vernadsky, Prof. Georgi Naumov.

The conference, entitled “ The Universe and Man's Des-
tiny,” was attended by about 60 diplomats in the capital of
Abu Dhabi, scholars from several Arab countries, and press
representatives. On the day following the conference, the
speakerswere taken on an unforgettabl e tour of Seer Baniyas
Island, which is being transformed from a compl etely barren
territory into afruitful agricultural area, using large-scale de-
salination of seawater, and modern irrigation techniques.

Improving the Planet Should Bring Peace

The conference was opened by the Executive Director of
the Centre, Mohammed Khalifa Al Murar, who welcomed
the participants and the guests in the name of Sheikh Sultan
bin Zayed Al Nahyan, Deputy Prime Minister of the U.A.E.
“Theprocessof tracing the secrets of thismysterious spacious
universe is as old as man,” said Al Murar. “Man had been
meditating about heavens and skies, eager to explore them.
Thecreation of heaven and earth wasthefirst global fact, with
God' shandsholding thewhole structure. . . . When we speak
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about the Earth, we mean this very Earth upon which every
living matter and being depends. The Earth has been made as
an abode for life, fit for living and multiplication due to its
specific characterigtics. . . . Being scientists . . . you are re-
guested by this conference to advocate the great peacebe-
tween man’s mind and Existence, which should bring peace
between people.”

A second opening greeting was delivered in the name of
UNESCO's Division of Ecological Sciences, by Dr. Lucilla
Spini, an anthropologist and primate expert. She later deliv-
ered areport about UNESCQO' s program for “Biosphere Re-
serves.”

Following this opening, Dr. Tennenbaum led off with a
presentation on the theme “Can Man Improve the Planet?’
He devel oped the rigorous rel ationship between global ecol-
ogy and physical economy—as defined by Vernadsky and
LaRouche—focussing on how man’s deliberate increase of
hispotential popul ation density, by orders of magnitude, over
the course of prehistory and history, has gone hand in hand
with increasing the “anti-entropy” of the Biosphere as a
whole. What is causing damage to the Biosphere, Ten-
nenbaum insisted, is the wrong axioms of economics, as em-
bodied in the policies of the International Monetary Fund,
and the British and French physiocrats' claim that wealth
ultimately derives from natural resources, rather than from
the creative powers of the human mind.

Asacrucia exampleof how man must improvetheplanet
inthefuture, Tennenbaum called for transforming large parts
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Dr. Jonathan Tennenbaum, a
leading associate of Lyndon
LaRouche in Germany,
addresses the conferees in Abu
Dhabi, on “Can Man Improve
the Planet?” He is flanked by a
second panelist, Prof. Georges

of thepresent desert areasof theEarthintofruitful agricultural
areas in the course of the 21st Century, using a network of
agro-industrial complexes based on nuclear desalination and
other advanced technol ogies, and linked by infrastructure de-
velopment corridors.

DinodePaoli, choosingthetheme* ManisaUnique Guar-
antor for the Future of the Earth,” challenged the audienceto
imagine what it would mean, if life on the Earth were to be
threatened with extinction due to collision with an asteriod.
Man is certainly capable of developing technological means
to avert such a catastrophe, but what if he were prevented
fromdoing so, by the kinds of Malthusian and “ greenie” anti-
science policies now prevalent in the world? The paradox
posed, requires rethinking the relationship of man to the uni-
verse, andrealizingthat itisultimately only manthat provides
the“lifeinsurance’ for the Biosphere.

De Paoli provocatively attacked the axiomatic fallacies
underlying Malthusianism, including the notion that the uni-
verseisintrinsically entropic. “As long as we try to reduce
life to matter, and reduce the mind to the brain, we will have
difficultiesin explaining life and human cognition. . ..” The
difficulty disappears, de Paoli said, once wetake the perspec-
tive, “that the human mind isalawful, causal force acting in
thisuniverse.”

No Such Thing As‘Natural Environment’

Prof. Georges Rossi, professor of geology at the Univer-
sity of Bordeaux, France, and an expert on the environmental
impact of agriculture and forestry in developing countries,
exposed thefallacies of “environmentalism” from adifferent
angle. Speaking on the question, “Is the Future of the Planet
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Rossi (right), and by Zayed
Centre Executive Director
Mohammed Khalifa Al Murar.

Really Menaced?,” Rossi noted that thereis no such thing on
the Earth today as a completely natural environment, unaf-
fected by man. The devel opment even of tropical forests and
other so-called “virgin” areas, in their present form, hasbeen
influenced and determined to alarge extent by human activity
over centuries—activity that has constantly changed theenvi-
ronment in such away asto permit agrowing human popula
tionto exist.

Rossi’s main target, however, was the hoax of “global
warming.” He emphasized the massive manipulation of pub-
lic opinion, in which a false picture of the scientific conclu-
sions is being presented, which differs radically from what
scientists are actually writing in the research journals. He
warned that “Malthusis still alive today.”

To Ross’ spolemic, Prof. Herve le Treut, one of the offi-
cial French representativesto the infamous UN Commission
on Climate Change, responded very defensively. He com-
plained that “exaggerations’ about the danger of global
warming weretending to “ discredit the authority of scientific
research,” which, he claimed, did show the existence of a
real danger.

But the next speaker, Dr. Ahmed Abdul-Hadi of the Fac-
ulty of Astronomy and Meteorology at the University of
Cairo, emphasized the intimate connection between the in-
fluence of changesin the Sun, and the global climate. Thou-
sandsof years of documented records of variationsintheNile
River provide Egyptian scientists with a unique data-base for
studying the correlations of solar activity with the Earth’s
climate and weather, he noted. Although human activities
have someimpact, Abdul-Hadi showed that it isinsignificant
comparedtothat of theconstant variationsin sunspot activity.
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View of Baniyas Island, showing how the desert is being cultivated. Water is
provided to each plant, using the so-called droplet method, by a huge network of
pipes. Twenty-five years ago the island was almost completely barren, with

virtually no plant or animal life.

He explained how relatively small shiftsin solar output, and
phase-shifts in sunspot cycles, have major influences on the
Earth’satmosphere.

Attheconclusion, the conference heard acondensed sum-
mary of apaper by Professor Naumov of theVernadsky State
Geological Museum in Moscow, aleading Russian authority
on the life and work of the great scientific pioneer VIadimir
Vernadsky. Next year will mark the 140th anniversary of
Vernadsky’ shirth.

Naumov’ s paper was awonderful pedagogical presenta-
tion on how Vernadsky discovered the principles of the Bio-
sphere and the Noosphere (the sphere governed by human
cognitive activity and discovery), starting from his work on
minerology and biochemistry. Naumov emphasized
Vernadsky's conclusion, that human reason represented a
“geological force” transforming the planet, and that man must
study nature from the standpoint of directing thefuturedevel-
opment of the Biosphere in apositive sense.

The closing discussion provided an opportunity to con-
trast the “ugly idea” of the Clash of Civilizations, with the
notion of acommon interest and destiny of mankind in devel-
oping the universe—a conception, some participants noted,
inaccord withthelslamicideas. Inthisdiscussion, thelasting
effect of Lyndon LaRouche' s presentation to aZayed Centre
conference on June 2, was notable.

‘Green Paradise’ Being Created

On the next day the guests were taken on atour of Seer
Baniyas Island, about 300 km from Abu Dhabi, the site of a
unique experiment in large-scale transformation of atotally
barren areainto a“green paradise.”

The project was launched at the persona initiative of
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Sheikh Zayed in the 1970s, with the construction
of alarge desalination plant on the coast, under-
water pipelines linking the plant over 8 kilome-
ters to the island, and other infrastructure. The
planting of selected species of bushes and trees,
fed with desalinated water via a vast network of
pipes according to the method of “drip irriga-
tion,” began in 1980. Today, after 20 years, cer-
tain areas have already reached akind of “take-
off,” where the vegetation has fused to form a
continuous cover. The overall growth of trees
and other plants has resulted in a lowering of
the temperature on the island by 3-5° since the
project began. This cooling effect was quite no-
ticeable, compared to surrounding temperatures
reaching up to 50°C (122° Fahrenheit) at this
time of year!

About 80% of the island’s total area of 230
squarekilometersisnow planted, including some
3.5 million trees. There are 250,000 fruit trees,
including mango, orange, banana, apple, fig,
pineapple, and lemon trees, plus vegetable and
grass farms. The latter produce feed for a large variety of
animals, being bred on the island. These included animals
from the Gulf area, such as the graceful Arabian gazelles, as
well asmany animal sbrought infrom other areasof theworld,
such as llamas, zebras, various species of deer, water bucks;
and over 80 species of birds, from ostriches and pheasantsto
ducks, geese, and swans. In addition, many species of migrat-
ing birds have established themselves on this once-desert is-
land. At the end of the tour, the conference visitors were
served asumptuous meal, prepared entirely from the produce
of theidand.

One member of the Zayed Centre proudly called this“an
exampl e of the Nodspherein action.”

Dr. Jonathan Tennenbaum: “ Ultimately there is no other source of
economic wealth than the improvement of the Earth, and
especially of human life, which isits greatest treasure.”
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Dr. Jonathan Tennenbaum

Relationship of Ecology
And Economics: Can Man
Improve the Planet?

The presentation by Dr. Jonathan Tennenbaum to the Zayed
Centre conference, “ The Universe and Man's Destiny,”
given on Aug. 4.

With the dramatic growth in the scale and intensity of human
activity onthisplanet sincetheindustrial revolution, therapid
expansion inworld-wide consumption of energy and raw ma-
terials, and the growth of the world popul ation from approxi-
mately 2.5 billion to 6 billion over the last 50 years aone,
man’ simpact on the Earth’ senvironment has unquestionably
taken on unprecedented proportions.

From certain quarters the warning has sounded out, that
man’s activity is causing irreparable damage to the Earth’s
ecology and perhaps threatening the future of human life or
even lifeitself on the planet.

In the recent period, two particular warnings have drawn
the greatest public attention: 1) “global warming”—a pre-
dicted increase in overall atmospheric temperatures over
coming decades, as the result of human emission of CO, and
other so-called greenhouse gases, | eading possibly to changes
in global weather and climate patterns and a raising of the
level of the oceans; 2) the so-called “0zone hole” —thethesis,
that man-made substances are destroying the ozone layer
which shieldsthe Earth’ s surface from harmful levels of UV
radiation.

These specific warnings, however, are added to a long
list of more or less urgent worries, concerning the effects
of human population growth and economic activity on the
environment, including: depletion of natural resources, in-
cluding freshwater sources; poisoning of ground and surface
water, thesoil, atmosphere, and entirefood chain by industrial
chemicals and waste products; destruction of soil fertility,
erosion and desertification, deforestation, including destruc-
tion of tropical rainforests; the extinction of many species of
living organisms; and so on.

Theoverall pictureisthat of aplanet being totally devas-
tated. But isthis picture accurate? And if so, what should be
done? Is man only athreat to the environment, or can man
improve the planet?

Exactly the importance of this question for the future of
mankind requires, that it be analyzed from arigorous scien-
tific standpoint, avoiding false assumptions that might have
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Jonathan Tennenbaum at Baniyas Island, about 300 km from Abu
Dhabi, the site of a unique experiment in large-scale
transformation of abarren areainto a“ green paradise.”

even more disastrous effects than the problems they are sup-
posed to address. In this context, one also cannot overlook
thefact, that certain circlesin theworld have been exploiting
so-called environmental issues for economic, palitical, and
geopolitical ends, and to spread a certain negative view of
man.

For theseand other reasons, | shall start with somegeneral
remarks, which may seem simple and even self-evident to
some, but are often overlooked, and have profound scientific
aswell as economic-political consequences. After that | shall
proceed to some concrete examples and proposals for the
future.

1. Paradoxes of the Assertion That
Man Destroys the Earth

Is man destroying the natural equilibrium of the Earth’s
ecosystem? Before rushing to answer the question, we should
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realizethat the very formulation containsan implicit assump-
tion: namely theideathat there exists such athing called the
“natural equilibrium.”

In fact, as the great Russian biogeochemist Vladimir
Vernadsky and other scientists have demonstrated, the
Earth’ sBiosphere—the dynamic system constituted by living
and nonliving matter in the region of the Earth, populated by
living organisms—not only exists in a state very far from
thermodynamic equilibrium; but in the course of evolution
it has constantly developed farther and farther away from
equilibrium! Thus, the actual evolution of living matter and
the Biosphere asawhole, goesin the opposite direction from
thetendency of entropic dissipation of energy, which appears
to predominate in the domain of non-living matter.

Thismay be very surprising to people who hear it for the
first time, but it is well-established scientific fact. One of the
simplest demonstrationsisthe presence of large quantities of
free oxygen, maintained far from chemical equilibrium by
the photosynthetic activity of living organisms, and whose
nonequilibrium nature is impressed upon us periodically by
forest fires and related disasters. But at the same time, the
emergence and maintenance of an oxygen-rich atmosphere
ontheEarth, asaproduct of photosynthesis, created the possi-
bility for the much higher rates of metabolismin animalsand
other higher formsof life. Thebuildup of atmospheric oxygen
was connected, in the history of the Earth, with a profound
transformation in the whole organization of the Biosphere
and its popul ations of organisms, and an intensification of the
flows of energy and matter within the Earth’ s ecosystem.

Thus, onthescaleof geological timeat least, itisnonsense
to speak about some fixed “natural equilibrium state” of the
Biosphere and ecosystem. On the contrary, long before man

16 Science & Technology

The Earth’ s Biosphere does not
exist in a state of
thermodynamic equilibrium,
contrary to widely accepted
belief. Onesimple
demonstration of thisisthe
presence of large quantities of
free oxygen, whose
nonequilibrium nature is
impressed upon us periodically
by forest fires.

appeared on the scene, the Earth’ s Biosphere went through a
long history of more or less dramatic changes. In addition,
there is evidence that the process of evolution on the Earth
did not simply occur gradually, but was accompanied by rela-
tively rapid, “jump-like” changes. Indeed, theimage of asup-
posedly delicate “balance” in the Earth’'s ecology, is hard
to reconcile with the history of sudden large-scale shiftsin
weather, climate, and the behavior of living species; thishis-
tory evidently predates man, but continues until today.

These remarks do not imply that there are no problems
connected with the effects of human activity on the Earth’s
environment. They simply underlinethefact, that change has
always been the characteristic of the Biosphere over hillions
of years, and we cannot equate change automatically with
destruction. Thus, in discussing these matters, it is necessary
to establish a criterion for distinguishing between positive
and negative types of change.

2. Interaction of Man’s Physical
Economy with the Earth’s
Ecosystem

In judging the impact of mankind's activity on the envi-
ronment, it is a common error for people to focus only on
particular aspects such as pollution, overlooking the fact that
the flows of matter and energy associated with the long-term
development of man’ sphysical economy, arealready aninte-
gral part of the present structure of the Biosphere. Moreover,
mankind’ sactivity is supporting and sustaining that structure
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to avery significant extent.!

Examining the development of man’s physical economy
over the long-term sweep of history, two specific aspects are
of special significancefor theinteraction of theeconomy with
the Biosphere asawhole.

First, isthefact that man hasincreased his potential popu-
lation density—the maximum number of human beings that
can be sustained, on the average, per square kilometer of the
Earth’s surface—by at least three orders of magnitudein the
course of archeological and recorded history. The ability to
deliberately increase the population potential, through tech-
nologica development and analogous improvements in the
organization of socia activity, distinguishes man absolutely
from all other species of living organisms.

Second: The growth in human population-potential is
connected with an increasing intensity of flows of matter and
energy withinthe Biosphere, both per capitaof the population
and per square kilometer of the Earth’s surface, as a direct
and indirect result of man’s economic activity. Vernadsky
rightly spoke of man becoming an increasingly dominant
“geological force” in the Biosphere.

Central to this are man’s agricultural activities, that had
already extended to a significant part of the Earth’ s land sur-
face, thousands, and probably tens of thousandsor moreyears
ago. Over time, these activities have transformed, directly
and indirectly, the entire system of plant, animal, and micro-
bial life on the planet, and substantially affected the structure
of flowsof matter and energy withinthe Biosphereasawhole.

Whilethat transformation isobviously very complex, one
of its essential characteristics is the increase in the average
rate of production and turnover of living material (biomass)
per hectare or square kilometer of agriculturally cultivated
area. Indeed, man’s deliberate intensification of the process
of biomass generation and turnover, through agricultural and

1. By “physical economy” | mean the entire physical process by which a
human population sustains itself on a given territory. That includes, first of
all, the generation and distribution of energy; the entire network of intercon-
nected productive processes of agriculture, mining, industry and construc-
tion, transportation, distribution and consumption of goods; and necessary
service activities connected with education, sanitation and medical care,
scientificresearch, etc. It alsoincludesthereproduction of the human popula-
tion itself, not only in the biological sense, but also in terms of the raising
of children into adults, and al household and related activities connected
with that.

In recent decades it has become a common belief, in Western countries
at least, that man’ sphysical economy has devel oped at the expense of nature,
and that the transition to so-called “zero growth,” or even a collapse of the
physical economy, would benefit the Earth, by reducing the destruction and
disturbance caused by humanactivity. This,inmy view, isavery big mistake.
A collapse of man’ sphysical economy, for example, wouldinevitably gener-
ate shock effects within the Biosphere as awhole, triggering a transition of
the Biosphere to lower states of organization, and leading (among other
things) to mass outbreaks of old and new human, animal, and plant diseases.
Signs of this phenomenon of an “ecological holocaust,” which Lyndon
LaRouche warned about back in the mid-1970s, can actually be observed
today in Africa and other areas of the world which have suffered dramatic
economic decline.
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related activities, has provided the chief immediate basis for
the spectacular increase in the potentia population density of
the human species.

But, as Vernadsky and others have shown, the tendency
toward intensification of the generation of living matter did
not start with man, but has been a constant characteristic of
theevolution of the Biosphereover 4 billionyears. Vernadsky
noted that there has been a constant increase in the “free en-
ergy” of the Biosphere in the course of biological evolution.
Thisfreeenergy, generated through the capture of solar radia-
tion and its conversion into structural energy of living tissue
and other products of living processes, represents a growing
potential of the Biosphere to expand and develop.

Thus, human agriculture and related economic activity,
to the extent it contributesto the growth of the free energy of
theBiosphere, representsacontinuation of the* anti-entropic”
direction of biological evolutionin general.

Man’'s role in this process of intensification of the Bio-
sphere is typified by what farmers call the improvement of
the land, and the extension of such improvements to other
categories of land use. Improvement of land refers not only
toincreasing the soil fertility per se, but to the entire range of
physical investments and other changes, that permit the
farmer to maintain and increase agricultural yieldsfrom gen-
eration to generation. These include irrigation and drainage
systems; plant breeding and improved forms of seeds; inputs
of mechanical energy for plowing, planting, fertilization, har-
vesting; measuresfor control of plant diseases and pests, and
soforth.

The successful transformation of some desert areas into
productive agricultural regions, through irrigation and vari-
ousmethodsof reclamati onand development of soil, provides
perhapsthe best illustration of the principle of “improvement
of land.” | shall come back to this point in the final section of
this paper.?

Carrying out and maintaining improvements in agricul-
tural land use, dependsinturn oninputsfrom thewholephysi-
cal economy, including mining, manufacturing, infrastruc-
ture, and so forth. Indeed, the sustained increase in
agricultural yields, achieved in many areas of the world over
thelast 200 years, hasbeen closely connected with theprocess
of industrialization and accompanying scientific and techno-
logical revolutions.

Increasing Potential Population Density

This points to the need to generalize from the case of
agriculture, to physical economy asawhole. Accordingly, let
us include under the notion of “improvement of land,” all

2. Someradical environmentalists, it istrue, would denounce the “ greening
of the deserts” asa*destruction of the natural ecosystem.” Of course, desert
areas do represent local ecosystems of aspecial kind, having their own types
of vegetation, microbial, and animal life. But if the weather patterns were to
change spontaneously (asthey have donerepeatedly, eveninknown history),
and the desert were to receive substantial rainfall over decades or centuries,
should we regard thisas a“destruction”?
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physical changes caused by mankind’s deliberate action,
which contribute to increasing the potential size of human
population that can be sustained, at increasing levelsof mate-
rial living standards and longevity, on a given area or region
of the Earth’s surface. Those changes are closely connected
with the development and improvement of basic economic
infrastructure—including energy, water system, transport,
communication, etc.—leading (among other things) to anin-
creasing intensity of production and consumption of energy
and other infrastructural services per capitaand per unit area.

This includes also the sorts of large-scale infrastructure
projects, such asflood control, reservoirs, dams, canals, irri-
gation projects, development of transport corridors, major
power projects, etc., which have mgjor, long-term effects on
both the physical economy and its environment.

IntheWesternnations, at least, it hasbecomevery popular
in recent decades to equate industrialization generally with a
destruction of nature. Now, there is no doubt that industrial
society, in the concrete forms it has assumed up to now, has
indeed caused many ugly and damaging effects on the local
level. But as| already indicated, those effects cannot be seen
only inisolation. We must al so take into account the simulta-
neous intensification of the Biosphere’s energy flows and of
living activity takenasawhole—asexemplified by theimpact
of modern agriculture on the generation and turnover of bio-
mass on the Earth’ s surface; by the increased popul ations of
animal and plant species sustained, directly or indirectly, by
human activity; and not least of all by the increased activity
of the human population itself.

From this standpoint, thethesis, that the growth of indus-
try has negatively influenced the Biosphere as a whole, ap-
pearsmorethan doubtful. Again, duetotheerroneousideaof a
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There arewhole herds of deer
and other animals on Baniyas
Island, fed by grass farms on
theidand itself. The project
was launched at theinitiative
of Sheikh Zayed in the 1970s,
with the construction of alarge
desalination plant on the coast,
and underwater pipelines
linking the plant over 8 kmto
theisland.

so-called natural equilibrium, many people have been misied
into equating change automatically with destruction. Unfor-
tunately, hardly anyoneamongthevocal participantsinrecent
environmental debates, has put forward a scientific criterion
for what is“good” or “bad” for the Earth’ s Biosphere!®

3. Ironically, itisnot clear whether aso-called “global warming,” attributed
to an increase in atmospheric CO, concentrations due to human activity,
would really be a*“bad thing” for the Biosphere as awhole. Some scientists
argue, not without reason, that both the increase in CO, and increase in
average temperatures might greatly benefit plant growth on the planet, and
also counteract tendenciestoward cooling and glaciation, asthe Earth gradu-
ally moves toward a new ice age according to the well-known geophysical
cycle. Thisdoes not rule out many unpleasant effects which might result, in
different regions of theworld, if the“ global warming” thesisistrue.

Ontheother hand, the evidence presented up to now infavor of thethesis
of “global warming” is far from conclusive, in my view; it does not justify
the imposition of aregime of international constraints, that might interfere
with economic devel opment decisionsof sovereign nations. Without wanting
togo hereinto thescientificissuesaround “global warming,” | would suggest
approaching the question instead from an economic-technological point of
view:

There is no doubt, that the present degree of one-sided dependence of
most nations on simple combustion of fossil fuels, in the present form at
least, isan expression of rampant technol ogical stagnation and backwardness
in the world economy. This same backwardness and underdevel opment—
including in the so-called industrial countries—is the chief source of the
destruction of the environment and the human population, which is now
going on throughout the world. In fact, we possess technologies such as
nuclear power production and el ectricity-based automated high-speed trans-
port systems, for example, which not only produce orders of magnitude less
pollution, but areintrinsically far moreefficient and productivethan presently
dominating technologies.

Unfortunately, the worldwide utilization of nuclear energy was brought
to astandstill inthe 1970s by the Carter Administration of the United States,
as acrucia feature of a neo-malthusian policy to prevent so-called “Third
World” countries from obtaining access to advanced technologies, while at
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In my view, the only rigorous measuring-rod for theim-
provement or degradation of the Biosphere, available to us
today, is the impact of changes in the Biosphere upon the
ability of man to maintain and increase his population po-
tential.

Stated in that way, however, my proposed criterion con-
tains a significant paradox: Practices, which appear to im-
prove man’ s existencein the short term, might very well lead
to a disastrous collapse of the human population in the long
term—for example, asthe result of exhausting or destroying
thenatural resourcesuponwhich society’ sexistencedepends.
That paradox takes usinto the domain of economic policy.

3. Looting the Environment, As an
Expression of Wrong Economic
Principles

The recent collapse of the U.S. and other financial mar-
kets, underlines the distinction between real profit—derived
from increases in the productive powers of labor—and ficti-
tious profit, associated with speculative inflation of paper
assetsand looting of human and natural resources. Infact, the
entireso-called U.S. economic miracleof the 1990swasbased
on an speculative inflation in financial asset prices, plus a
gigantic net inflow of capital and physical goods from the
outsideworld.

The collapse of the U.S. bubble, and with it alarge part
of the nominal wealth in the global financial system, points
to the fact that we must first get a clear idea about the source
of economic wealth, before we can define and measure eco-
nomic growth. Here there are two basic, conflicting schools
of thought.

One of them, associated historically with the feudalist
tradition in Europe (the tradition of the Roman Empire)—the
French physiocratsand the Britishimperial tradition of Adam
Smithand ThomasMathus—seeswealth essentially asresid-
ing in so-called “natural resources’—the soil, minerals, and
so forth—whose quantity is ultimately fixed and finite. One
conseguence of this way of thinking is, that an increase in
wealthinoneplace, must becompensated by adecrease some-

thesametimetransforming thealready industrialized nationsinto parasitical,
so-called “post-industrial societies.” Since nuclear energy was key to the
“breakthrough” of the world economy into a new technologica era, the
sabotage of nuclear energy development had the effect of imposing techno-
logical backwardness upon the world economy asawhole.

On the other hand, a future growth of nuclear energy does not automati-
cally imply acorresponding decline in the consumption of petroleum prod-
ucts. Rather, wewill learnto make better use of petroleum, asacomplex and
valuable organic substance, than simply burningit up ininternal combustion
engines in the present manner. In the future, we can expect alarger portion
of petroleum to be processed into higher-value synthetic fuels and chemical
products. No doubt, the addition of increasing amounts of hydrogen, which
can be produced with the help of nuclear energy in avariety of ways, will
play agrowing rolein this process.
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whereelse.

Theideaof fixed, limited resourceswasrevived and popu-
larized in the 1960s and 1970s by the Club of Rome in its
famous book Limits to Growth; we can find it echoed again
in many modern economics textbooks, such as those of Paul
Samuelson or Gregory Mankiw, which define economics as
“the science of how a society manages limited resources.”

But thiswhole view of man and economy was decisively
refuted by Gottfried Leibniz at the end of the 17th Century,
andlater by such foundersof the so-called American or indus-
trial school of political economy as Alexander Hamilton,
Henry Carey, and Friedrich List. Thissecond school—which
has historical roots in Renai ssance thinkers such as Nicolaus
of Cusa and Leonardo da Vinci, and is most prominently
represented today by the American economist Lyndon
L aRouche—sees economic wealth not aslying in natural re-
sourcesper se, but rather inthe devel opment of the productive
powersof labor through scientific and technol ogical progress.
Such progress in turn depends on the creative powers of the
individual human mind to discover new physical principles,
andtorealizesuch discoveriesin new technologiesand analo-
gous improvements in the organization of human activity.
These are exactly the powers that distinguish man from all
other species of living organisms, and have made possible
the spectacular, and continuing, increase in the population
potential of the human species.

Thescientificincompetenceof the Club of Rome' s limits
to growth” thesis becomes most obvious, when we consider
the impact of scientific and technological progress on so-
called“ natural resources.” Reflecting onthat, wequickly real-
izethat theconcept of “ natural resources’ and“raw material s’
is only arelative concept, not an absolute one. The same is
true of so-called “limits” of resources, which never exist in
an absolute sense, but only relative to a given state of human
knowledge and technology, and relative to a given level of
development of human labor power. In fact, scientific prog-
ress constantly opensup new types of resourcesfor economic
development, whileimproved technol ogies expand the range
of existing types of resources, that can be exploited in an
economic way.

So, for example, the concept of “iron ore” did not exist
for the Stone Age man. Similarly, prior to the discovery of
nuclear fission, the concept of “uranium fuel” did not exist.
But today, using nuclear fission reactors, we can extract from
1 kilogram of uranium fuel, the caloric equivalent of 50,000
kilograms of coal! With the realization of controlled nuclear
fusion, wewill oneday beableto produce, from the hydrogen
isotopes contained in a single liter of sea water, the energy
equivalent of over 100 liters of gasoline!

Mineral Reserves Grow, Not Shrink

In aless dramatic, but equally important way, we have a
constant tendency for growth in the exploitable reserves of
mineral resources, as the result of an ongoing accumulation
of thousands of small improvements, introduced every year
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into the techniques of prospecting, mining, and processing of
materials. It isinteresting to study thelist of 11 vital minerals
which the Club of Rome claimed, back in 1972, might be
exhausted by the end of the 20th Century. In practically every
case, the known reserves of those minerals, including petro-
leum, are larger today than they were three decades ago—
even through gigantic quantities were extracted and con-
sumed in the meantime! Similarly, existing resources—such
as petroleum for example—will find more varied and valu-
able usesin the future, asaresult of technological progress.

For related reasons, it iswrong to speak of fresh water as
alimited resource, asis often done. Weknow how to produce
freshwater, inany desired amounts, by theindustrial desalina-
tion of seawater, the latter existing in practically unlimited
quantity in the Earth’ s oceans.

Y ou have awonderful example of thisright here in [the
United Arab Emirates]. Using desalination technologies it
will be entirely possible, within this century, to create the
equivalent of “artificial rivers,” permitting presently deserti-
fied regions of the world to be transformed into fertile areas
for human habitation. Of course, desalination involves con-
siderable costsintheform of investment into plant and equip-
ment, supplies of energy and other inputs into the process.
But those costs, aso, are only relative, not absolute: As an
economy becomes more productive, under the influence of
overall improvementsin technology and the qualification of
thelabor force, thesocial cost of producing any givenmaterial
requirementsdecreasesfurther andfurther, relativetothetotal
output of the economy.

These considerations are crucial for understanding the
very real problem of looting, of natural resources as well as
the human population itself, which is occurring today on a
vast scale, particularly in the so-called devel oping countries.

Itisno accident that (generally speaking) real destruction
of the environment strongly correlates with economic back-
wardness and lack of technology, asin many so-called devel-
oping countriesin recent decades; or with a distortion of the
economic process leading toward major financial and eco-
nomic crises.

Fallacy of ‘Natural’ Resour ces

Indeed, if webelieve, astaught by thetraditional “British
system” of economics, that wealth is ultimately derived only
from natural resources, and not from the creative powers of
the human mind, then we will define the most successful
economic practice, as the one which is the most effectivein
stealing from both man and nature! The result of such an
economic practice, in the long run, is both to loot natural
resources and to collapse the population potential of the hu-
man species. Both of these characteristics were rampant in
the colonies of the British Empire, as they have become, in-
creasingly, in the developing countries as a whole over the
last 30 years, under the policiesof the I nternational Monetary
Fund and World Bank.

A further side-effect of thisfundamentally erroneouscon-

20 Science & Technology

ception of economic wealth, isthe suppression of real scien-
tific and technological progress. Indeed, apart from a mere
elaboration of scientific principles aready discovered in the
early decades of the 20th Century, there has been arelative
stagnation in fundamental scientific and technological prog-
ressover the last 30 years. Thisis, inlarge part, an effect of a
systematic policy of de-emphasizing scientific education and
industrial formsof employment, intheUnited Statesand other
Western nations, in recent decades.

That policy, going hand-in-hand with the shift toward
speculative forms of investment, and outright looting of the
base of the world economy, hasincreasingly transformed the
United States and other formerly industrial nationsinto para-
sitical “service economies,” whose populations are falling
into extreme forms of moral and intellectual decadence.
Should we be surprised, then, to find ourselves now plunged
into the worst global financial and economic crisis in mod-
ern times?

4. Improving the Planet

The present crisis, and the hysterical response to it from
the side of the United States and some other governments,
greatly aggravates the risk of war. On the other hand, the
collapse of the post-1971 global financial system also repre-
sents a precious opportunity to rethink fundamental assump-
tions and to launch new policies, that can provide for the
surviva and development of human civilization in the 21st
Century. Very soon, | believe, the question of how to rebuild
the world financial and economic system will become the
number one topic of international discussion.

We need areal development perspective for the planet,
which is not just nice talk, but is connected with concrete,
large-scale projects and endeavors that will transform both
theeconomy andtheenvironmentinapositivedirection. This
is exactly the sense of the interlinked proposals by Lyndon
LaRouche and his collaborators, for a“New Bretton Woods”
reorganization of the world financial and monetary system,
and for the launching of worldwide infrastructure projects
centering on the so-called Eurasian Land-Bridge.

I would like to give a concrete example, which shows
most clearly how rebuilding the world economy can go hand-
in-hand with major improvementsin the natural environment
of thisplanet.

Let usresolveto transform, in the course of the 21st Cen-
tury, substantial portions of the present desert areas of the
world into fruitful agricultural and residential regions, using
large-scale desalination of sea water, combined with ad-
vanced methods of irrigation, water distribution and manage-
ment, intensive agriculture, gardening and ecosystem devel -
opment.

Nuclear energy provides, without doubt, the most advan-
tageous power source for this kind of development, particu-
larly in the form of compact, modular nuclear reactors that
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FIGURE 1
The TransAqua Project for Central Africa
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The plan for water development in Africa, worked out by the Italian engineering firm Bonifica, is
an example of the kind of large-scale projects that will transform both the economy and the environment in a positive direction.
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can generate both electricity and process heat for desalina-
tion and other industrial applications. Thanks to develop-
ments of recent decades, it is now possible to manufacture
inexpensive, modular high temperature reactors (HTRS), that
are smpler and more robust than conventional nuclear
plants, and possess 100% intrinsic safety as well as high
efficiency.* HTRs also have interesting applications to the
processing of natural gas and oil into synthetic fuels and
other high-value products.

Onthisbasis, let us move to establish a network of agro-
industrial complexes, centered onthecombination of modular
nuclear reactorsfor power and large-scal e desalination of sea
water, and other industrial processes utilizing nuclear elec-
tricity and processheat. Adjacent tothese complexeswebuild
up urban residential areas, modern industrial facilities and
regions of high-density, high-yield agricultural production.
These complexes will serve both for agro-industrial produc-
tion, and as centersfor education, training, and experimental
research—i.e., technical universities—focussing especialy
in areas related to the uses of nuclear energy, state-of-the-
art desalination technology, agriculture and plant breeding,
forestation, and Biosphere sciences.

Now, link these centerswith each other and with existing,
major population centers of the participating countries, by
“infrastructuredevel opment corridors,” centeringonmodern,
high-speed freight and passenger transportation systems
(above all high-speed rail and maglev), water pipelines and
canals, and energy distribution systems. In this way, settle-
ment and devel opment will be spread from theagro-industrial
centersthemselves, into theareasalong the corridors—where
water, energy, and transport will be readily available—and
from there more and more into the surrounding regions, pro-
viding for rapid growth of the human population.

Combining nuclear-based desalination and agro-indus-
trial production with education and research activities is of
the greatest importance, for two reasons. First, mastery of
nuclear energy and other advanced industrial technologies
provides a“locomotive’ for rapid devel opment of the scien-
tific and engineering cadresin devel oping countries. Second,
| am convinced that concentrated efforts of scientific re-
search and development will lead in the coming period to
major breakthroughs in the technology of desalination, as
well as to developments in biophysics and related aress.

4. South Africaisembarking onamajor program for construction of modular
hightemperaturereactors (HTRs), based on the German “ pebble bed reactor”
technology, but incorporating a high-efficiency helium turbine and other
improvements. A test reactor of thistypeisnow in operationin China. Japan
isal so operating ahigh-temperaturetest reactor of asomewhat different type.
In the United States, advanced HTR technology has been developed by the
General Atomic Corporation. The French Atomic Energy Commission
(CEA) haslaunched aprogram for development of HTR technology, includ-
ing applicationsto desalination and other industrial processes. Several other
countries are also involved in the multilateral cooperation around this tech-
nology.
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These will revolutionize agriculture and medicine, as well
as our understanding of how to improve the Biosphere as
awhole?®

What IstheReal Cost?

When we discuss this plan with people from the region,
and in international organizations, we often get the reaction:
“but all of thisis far too expensive!” | would like to briefly
respond to that question.

Firstly, we should ask ourselves: What about thetrillions
of dollars that have been sucked away from the world’s redl
economy in the recent period, and channeled instead into fi-
nancial speculation and other forms of waste, and which are
now being wiped out in thefinancial crash? Wasthat form of
so-called investment not “too expensive’?

If itispossibleto generate dozensof trillions of dollars of
fictitious assets “out of nothing,” then why should it not be
possible to bring nations together, to create a system of long-
term creditsfor real investment and devel opment of our coun-
tries?

Aside from that rhetorical comment, | should like to
point out the following: On the level of national or regional
economics as a whole, “cost” has only the significance of
the difference in rates of development of the productive
powers of labor, resulting from alternative courses of policy.
We “pay” for awrong policy by a deficit of development,
relative to what would have occurred, had we followed a
more correct policy. Whereas, properly considered, we do
not “pay” for a correct development policy at al, but only
gain from it.

For example, the over-dependence on imports of con-
sumer and other finished goods, in exchangefor export of raw
materials, constitutes “zero development”; in the long term
thisisvirtually the most “costly” of al policiesfor anation,
short of war. On the other hand, mobilizing populations for
the purpose of great projectsand great endeavors, such asthe
“greening of deserts” during the 21st Century, is the most
rapid way to develop the productive labor power of anation
or agroup of nations.

This assumes that we have in place a proper and reason-
able system of regulation and support of prices, credit and
capital flows, and protection of domestic or regiona produc-
ers, to insure that development policies achieve their in-
tended aims.

Ultimately there is no other source of economic wealth
than the improvement of the Earth, and especially of human
life, whichisits greatest treasure.

5. In part | havein mind revolutionary implications of current research con-
cerning the so-called“ biophoton” emissionsof living processes, whichrelate
directly to fundamental questions raised by Vernadsky and Alexander
Gurwitsch, concerning the fundamental physical distinction between living
and non-living matter. Thepotential benefitsof thisresearchgofar beyondthe
limits of present-day molecular biology and so-called genetic engineering.
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Dino de Paoli

Man: A Unique Guarantor
For the Earth’s Future

The author is with the Fusion Energy Foundation, based in
Germany.

1. Planetary-Induced
Environmental Catastrophes

The international press has extensively reported, that on
June 14 of this year, we survived a “near miss’; A small
asteroid missed the Earth by only 100,000 kilometers (asmall
distance from the planetary perspective), and the object was
only detected three days after its close approach.t

Such asmall asteroid could, nonethel ess, cause quite seri-
ousdamageto anation andto somebiol ogical habitats. Bigger
objects, i.e., with a diameter greater than 1 km, pose a very
serious threat to the entire human and biological system of
our globe, and the possibility of such an event, indeed materi-
alized itself some weeks ago.?

The probability that such a catastrophe could indeed hap-
pen, is not so small,® and for this reason, NASA has been
asking the American government to improve both the power
of detection and provide a better definition of countermea-
sures to destroy or divert the path of such objects. At the
present level of knowledge and technology, only measures
linked to mastery of space flights and the eventual use of
nuclear explosions could have some chance of being ef-
fective.

| cannot but endorse the following declaration of the
American Institute of Aeronauticsand Astronautics: “ If some
day an asteroid does strike the Earth, killing not only the
human race but millions of other species as well, and we
could have prevented it but did not because of indecision,
unbalanced priorities, imprecise risk definition, and incom-
plete planning, then it will be the greatest abdicationin all of
human history not to use our gift of rational intellect and

1. Asteroid 2002 MN, with adiameter of 120 meters, aspeed of 36,000 km/
h, passed at 119,000 km from the Earth. By comparison, the Moon’sorbit is
at 380,000 km.

2.0n July 9, NASA announced the discovery of Asteroid 2002 NT7, witha
diameter of 2km, with some probability (Torino scale=1) that it could collide
with the Earth in the year 2019.

3. Theexpectation of acollision of abigasteroidwiththeEarthhasastatistical
frequency of 100,000 years, according to NASA.
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Dino de Paoli: “ The only way to conserve lifein our planetary
system depends on the constant increase of the survival power of
lifeitself, by the contribution of our scientific and technological
discovering power. It seems asif we are doomed to be creative!”

conscience to shepherd our own survival, and that of all life
on Earth.”*

It is clear that a policy concerned only with ecologism,
fiscal austerity, speculation, and the “New Economy,” isin-
tentionally sabotaging the few possibilities that we would
have to prevent such amassive “environmental” catastrophe
here on Earth. | would like to cite here what | wrote as a
conclusionto an articlein 1997:

“A collision with an asteroid, the evolution of the Sun,
etc., can dramatically change, or destroy, biological life on
our planet. Inany of such events, no animal could do anything
to help; only man could do something, but not a man domi-
nated by a culture which has reduced itself to the technology
of wind mills, nor by an economicideology which could have
animaginary President declaring on CNN: ‘ Dear citizens, we
know abig comet is going to hit the Earth, you can follow it
onthelnternet! We have the technology to stopit, but we are
not allowed to incur any more debts; we have no money to
deploy to stop the comet!” ”

We may laugh, and think that such a foolish President
does not exist, but in reality many governments today are
implicitly operating under such assumptions. Now, | want to
push the example of a planetary catastrophe to its own limit,
so that the contradictions of the presently dominant way of
thinking are even more clearly exposed.

Colonization of Other PlanetsAsaHorizon
Our present knowledgetellsusthat in someremotefuture

time, the Sun will evolve, increasing the temperature of the
Earth to a level where life will be practically impossible.

4. “Response to the Potential Threat of a Near-Earth-Object Impact.”
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Thereisonly oneinfinitesimal chance that life, as we know
it, can be conserved, and that small chance depends entirely
upon our morality, our creative powers, and our will. We
can survive if we already today start orienting R& D toward
assuring the means to progressively colonize the outer plan-
ets, and even to go outside the planetary systemitself. At the
sametime, we haveto pursue the understanding of the fusion
reactionsinside the Sun and see if we can stabilize such pro-
cessesfor alonger period.

How? | do not know, but it is wrong to think about the
futureonly by linear extrapol ation from today’ stechnol ogical
capacity. All wereally know is, that thereisno law of nature
which statesthat it isimpossible to do something and that we
should not even try. What we know is, that the only way to
conservelifein our planetary system depends on the constant
increaseof thesurvival power of lifeitself, by thecontribution
of our scientific and technological discovering power. It
seemsasif we are doomed to be creative!

Therefore, the ultimate resource is not located in some
raw material here on Earth, but in our own mind, and we can
maximize the chances and activate the necessary means only
by gaining the support of entire societies and the active coop-
eration of more and more people.

Such alevel of planetary cosmic catastrophe may appear
to some of you to be science fiction, but these are very red
possibilities—in a sense, even more rea than some of the
catastrophes imagined by the simple use of mathematical
models based on data correlated according to imprecise the-
ories.

Naturally, this does not mean that we should ignore other
short-term natural or man-made catastrophes, but | think that
we have to relocate the existence and the activity of man
inside abigger notion of “environment” than the one used by
ecologists. We have learned to locate events on atime-space
scale that would have been impossible even to dream of only
500 years ago, and we have learned that we can master fire
and not panic like any animal does—although | am sure that
the first man who tried to do so, burned himself!

It is from the standpoint of such an expanded notion of
“environment” that | seethe dangerous shortcomingsof dom-
inant environmentalism. With the excuse of “defending the
Earth from man’ stechnology,” we are cutting or eliminating
programs for the colonization of other planets, programs for
further research in “hard energies,” programsto search more
deeply into particle physics, etc. If such policieswereimple-
mentedtill theend, thenwewould createanirreversiblesitua-
tion, where man would have no real power to react to terres-
trial and planetary catastrophes, and, therefore, it would be
like deciding in favor of collective suicide, probably of the
entirety of life on Earth.

The fact that otherwise intelligent people refuse to see
such obvious contradictions, tells me that behind the hysteria
about “over-population” and the “ negative effect” of techno-
logical progress, there are people with an agenda which is
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different from their stated environmental concern. To show
that thisisprobably true, let meexposehow theissueof “ over-
population” was used long before the words “environmental
concern” had even been conceived.

2. A Short History of the ‘Over-
Population Threat’

Let usfocusfirst on the policies presented by afew rep-
resentatives of the British Empire in the 18th and 19th
Centuries:

SR The British economist
: ~ Adam Smith (1723-90), the

.~ so-caled father of modern
market economy, wrote: “Ev-
ery species of animals natu-
rally multiplies in proportion
to the means of their subsis-
tence, and no species can ever
multiply beyondit. . . . Incivi-
lized society it is only among
the inferior ranks of people
that the scantiness of subsis-
tence can set limits to the fur-
ther multiplication of the hu-
man species; and it can do so in no other way than by destroy-
ing agreat part of the children which their fruitful marriages
produce. ... The market would be so overstocked that it
would soon force back its price [wages]; in this manner the
demand for men . . . necessarily regulates the production of
man, . . . stopping it when it advancestoo fast.”®

Smith uses here one of the main laws of animal ecology,
which today is called “carrying capacity”: The level of re-
sourcesfunctionsasan absolutelimiting factor for the popul a-
tion level of an animal species. In the case of human beings,
according to Smith, it is the manipulation of wages that will
induceascarcity of resourcesand thereforereducethepopul a-
tion by starving the children of the poor.

Thomas Malthus (1766-1834), another employee of the
British East India Company, having in mind the booming
populationin America, formulated his so-called law:

“The population when unchecked . . . increases in geo-
metrical ratio . .. while the rate of increase of the natural
productsis not so. . . . When all the fertile land is occupied,
theyearly increases of food must depend on the amelioration
of land in possession. Thisisastream which, from the nature
of all soils, instead of increasing, must be gradually dimin-
ishing.”®

Malthusdid not believeinthepower of themarket; There-

Adam Smith

5. Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations, Chapter 8.
6. Thomas Malthus, Essay on the Principle of Population, Vol. 2, 1826.
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fore to reduce the population, he asked the state to actively
intervene by preventing marriages of the poor and by cutting
their social welfare.

Itisimportantto note herethat Malthus, after Smith, intro-
duced another key axiom of modern ecological theories, an
axiomthatistoday called* the necessary increaseof entropy.”
Malthus, above, clearly saysthat “natural fertility” hasto be
considered as astream of energy continuously and gradually
losing its power to do work. Thus, farmers will constantly
experiencethe so-called “law of diminishing returns.” But, if
such alaw isrealy absolute, then there is no lower limit to
population reduction, and itisonly aquestion of timeuntil no
population at all would be able to drink out of this constantly
diminishing stream.

The German economist Friedrich List, acontemporary of
Malthus, in hisNational Systemof Palitical Economy, imme-
diately exposed the inherent contradictions in Malthus. List
explainsthat if onewereto search for an optimum population
level only inrelationto afixed “ diminishing natural fertility,”
then one would discover that the 1 million hunters of the
Paleolithic erawere already over-populating!

Environmentalism and Social Darwinism

Charles Darwin in 1859
used Malthus' idesas to elabo-
rate his famous The Origin of
the Speciesand. . . the Preser-
vation of Favoured Races in
the Sruggle for Life, and later
expressed more explicitly the
brutality of histhinking about
over-population.” For exam-
ple: “ Thus the weak members
of civilized societies propa
gate their kind. No one who
has attended to the breeding of
domestic animals will doubt
that this must be highly injurious to the race of man. It is
surprising how soon . . . care wrongly directed, leads to the
degeneration of adomestic race; but excepting in the case of
man himself, hardly anyone is so ignorant as to allow his
worst animalsto breed.”

“A most important obstacle in the civilized countries to
anincreaseinthe number of men of asuperior class, hasbeen
... that the very poor and reckless . . . produce many more
children. Thus the reckless, degraded . . . tend to increase at
aquicker rate. . .. In the eternal ‘struggle for existence,” it
would betheinferior and lessfavored race that had prevailed
by virtue of itsfaults.”

Charles Darwin

7. Darwin’squote comesfrom The Descent of Man and Selection in Relation
to Sex, 2nd ed. (London: J.Murray, 1874), pp. 46, 133, 138, 140. For more
guotes see Dino de Paoli, “The Real Darwin,” 21st Century Science & Tech-
nology, Fall 1997.
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“If the specified checks . . . do not prevent the reckless
... and other inferior members of society from increasing at
a quicker rate than the better class of men, the nation will
retrograde, as hastoo often occurred.”

Darwin, like Smith and Malthus, seems to be less con-
cerned about the environment than about conserving the
power of the aristocracy, which was notoriously inbred.

But itissuch reflectionswhich directly shaped theaxioms
of the “science of ecology,” which was then founded. It is
Ernst Haeckel, a German biologist and, later, Nazi sympa-
thizer, whoin 1869introduced theterm Ecology as. “thestudy
of the economy . .. of animal organisms. This includes the
relationships of animalswith the inorganic and organic envi-
ronments, above all the beneficia and inimical relations
Darwin referred to as the conditions for the struggle of exis-
tence.”

Haeckel’ s ecology, and modern ecology thereafter, fully
incorporated the fundamental axiom of Darwinism: Natural
evolution does not recognize any notion of “ progress,” but
onlyof “ variation,” thatis, only quantitativedifferentiations.
Thismeansthat scienceisnot allowed to attribute any special
status to man. Therefore, human beings operate “naturally”
only whenthey operatelikeanimals, and any divergencefrom
this “natural” behavior must be considered a danger for the
natural environment and the equilibrium of nature. For exam-
ple, if medicine helps the weak to survive, thisis an action
against natural law. If technology allows more people to eat,
thisalsoisagainst natural law.

Neo-Social Darwinism

Now | want to jump to the period after the Second World
War, to see theimplications of this hatred of man’s* specific-
ity.” Malthus' argument about the declinein natural land fer-
tility was proven to be wrong—especialy in the U.S.A.—
through the introduction of fertilizers by Justus Liebig, and
the use of mechanization. As a result, Malthusianism was
reformulated approximately in the following way: Techno-
logical progress can momentarily increase natural fertility
and therefore can allow for population increase. But, in the
longrun, industrialization, by increasing the transformations
of energy-matter, will accelerate the overall entropy or the
overall degradation of the environment and the exhaustion of
resour ces. Therefore, population growth must be controlled,
and this can be done only with the old ideas of Smith-
Malthus-Darwin.

Two very famous people associated with this reformula-
tion of Malthusianism are worth mentioning here. Thefirstis
Bertrand Russell, who, in 1951, wrote against technological
progress, saying that he hoped that mass starvations and fam-
inein the Third World could help solve the problem of over-
population.? That these were not abstract wishesinthe British
Commonwealth, has been reveal ed by recent declassification

8. Bertrand Russell, The Impact of Science on Society, 1951.
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of top-secret filesfrom the Na-
tional Archives of Australia,
which have revealed that the
Nobel Prize winner for bio-
technology, Sir Macfarlane
Burnet, recommended (in ase-
cret report for the Australian
Defense Department in 1947)
the spread of controlled infec-
tious diseases to target food
crops of other Asian countries,
to stop the over-population
which could threaten Aus
tralia

The second person isthe no lessfamous Norbert Wiener,
the founder of cybernetics, who, in 1950, in The Human Use
of Human Beings, attacked medicine for allowing too many

- people to reach old age, and
detailed how crucid it is to
eradicate the “myth” of prog-
ress, which causes only de-
struction of the environment,
and exhaustion of resourcesin
the following 50 years (more
than 50 years have passed!)
without being able to control
over-population.  Therefore,
the only functioning policy is
application of Malthus old
ideas of active population re-
duction. It is through Wiener
that ecology and sociology
were unified and transformed
into system analysis, that is, reduced to mathematical models
with emphasis on so-called cybernetic negative feedbacks,
i.e., policies able to counteract the perceived acceleration of
human activities.

The project to reduce industria output did not find much
resonance during the period of post-war reconstruction in
Europe, but it accelerated again in the 1960s.

In 1961, the World Wildlife Fund was founded by Britain
Royal Consort Prince Philip, who later said that hiswish was
to be reincarnated as a virus so as to be able to solve the
problem of over-population by killing human beings.® In
1967, the military organization of NATO itself started organ-
izing workshops on the issue of energy, environment, and
over-population. In 1968, the famous Club of Rome was
formed, with the explicit aim of lobbying for world policies
of zerogrowth and post-industrial or “technetronic” societies.
A technetronic society, in its essence, meant the following:
Africansdo not need to gothroughtheindustrialization phase,
instead we can give them the Internet; in this case, they will

Bertrand Russell

Norbert Wiener

9. Deutche Presse Agentur, August 1988.
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Prince Philip, who vowed that he would like to be reincarnated as
avirus so asto help solvethe“ over-population” problem.

not need to access any difficult know-how, but need only to
learn the use of akeyboard. In May 1969, the United Nations
published World Population, a Challenge to the United Na-
tionsand Its System of Agencies.

United States Adopts NSSM -200

Inthisclimate, in 1969 President Nixon sent to Congress
his “Special Message on Problems of Population Growth.”
Thus began the explicit commitment of the United States to
actively reduce the over-population of the Third World. In
1973, the so-called oil crises arrived conveniently to prove
that, indeed, resources are limited and that the Arabs would
abuse the power they had over fossil fuel. (Today we know a
bit more. The then-Minister of Oil of Saudi Arabia, stated in
an interview to the Observer of Jan. 14, 2001, that he knew
that Henry Kissinger had been pushing for an increasein oil
prices.) In 1974, Nixon's National Security Adviser, Henry
Kissinger, ordered the drafting of National Security Study
Memorandum 200, to determine the “Implications of World
Population Growth for U.S. Security and Overseas|nterests.”
This secret memorandum (which remained classified for 14
years) detailshow and why continued rapid world population
growth gravely threatens U.S. and global security.

Kissinger pursued the samepolicy under President Gerald
Ford who, according to National Security Adviser Brent
Scowcroft, “ believesthat United States|eadershipisessential
to combat population growth and to advance United States
security and overseas interests.” The same policy was fol-
lowed up with Zbigniew Brzezinski under Jimmy Carter in
1977, and expressed throughreportslike Project for the1980s
and Global 2000. With Brzezinski thereisastronger empha-
sisplaced on theissue of technetronics, the“ New Economy,”
etc.’® Since then, we have seen only an acceleration of the

10. Zbigniew Brzezinski had started suchrefl ectionsal ready in 1965, together
with Samuel P. Huntington (today famous for his Clash of Civilizations
thesis), under the project called “ Agendafor the Y ear 2000.”
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Henry Kissinger, with his National Security Study Memorandum 200, which denounced population growth in the Third World asa
“ national security threat” to the United Sates, and laid out a classified strategy for grabbing the raw materials of those nations, on behal f
of an English-speaking world empire.

policy of disinvestiment in R& D under the pretexts of ecolog-
ism, austerity, and fantasies about the “New Economy,”
while, inthe meantime, indeed the world popul ation has been
suffering famine, AIDS, lack of water management, etc.

| hope | have been able to make clear, with this partial
overview, that theissues of over-population and the“ danger”
of technological progress have been often used in the context
of asocial power struggle, more than for honest environmen-

Zbigniew tal concerns. The brutal paradox is that the implementation
Brzezinski in of such policies, diminishing scientific breakthroughsin the
1975, before last 50 years and sabotaging the technological development
?ﬁcnomg%rter,s of the Third World, is the rea cause behind much of the
Nati?rllaj environmental degradation and famines we observe today.
Security

Adviser.

Brzezinski 3. Some of the Axioms Must Be
continued the .
Malthusian Revised

policies

introduced by The reason why policies based on reducing the “ specific-
Henry Kissinger — . . . .
during the ity” of man and imposing zero technological growth, will
Nixon cause only irreparable damage, lies primarily in the fact that
Administration. the axiomatic base of Social Darwinismisfalse. Inredlity, far
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from reflecting universal laws of nature as it pretends to do,
Social Darwinism reflects an attempt to stop a basic law in
our universe, which can be so formulated: Conservation is
possible only by progress through creative evolution.

Let me briefly elaborate this point as my conclusion.
Thereisnodoubt that growth processesareawaysconfronted
with relative limits, and that degradation devel ops when one
tries to overcome such limits with the wrong means, or if a
population tries to use the same type of resource for too long
aperiod. But there is no absolute law of nature that supports
the theory that such limits cannot be overcome by creative
transformations, thus avoiding the struggle for survival over
limited resources.

Aswe have seen, Malthus and Darwin used threeimplicit
axioms, which are till the backbone for modern modeling of
relations between man and nature:

1. The natural energy flow, or natural productivity, con-
stantly degradesitself.

2. Lifeisaproduct of the degrading energy flow, although
it seemsto follow its own law of growth against such degra-
dation.

Any interrelation of life and energy using the above two
axioms creates a contradiction: If life is an effect of energy,
how itispossiblefor lifeto expressatendency toward organi-
zation instead of degradation? The usual answer is approxi-
mately the following: An organism is kept alive only by a
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constant supply of energy, without which it would rapidly
disintegrate, and, therefore, respond to the universal law of
degradation of energy and matter.

Buttoexplainlifeinthisway islikesaying: If anairplane
consumesits fuel, it will fall, and, therefore, this proves that
an airplaneisalso subjected to the law of gravity. Indeed, but
the interesting issue was to study how and why such a piece
of metal that wecall an airplane could betransforming energy
fluxes so asto be able to fly and go against the gravlty field.

Theinteresting issueto de-
bate is not whether adead cell
respondsto thelaw of entropy,
but why and how our universe
allows for the existence of
“living cells” of such new
possibility and state of energy
organizations. Why does the
universe make it possible not
only to fall, but also to fly?!
One should admit the possibil-
ity that a few scientists ap-
proached the issue from the
wrong side. In order to make a
long story very short, let me quote the great French biologist
L. Pasteur: “Y ou put matter before life, and you make matter
eternal. How do you know that the progress of science will
not forceyouto affirmthat lifeis eternal and not matter?Y ou
go from matter to life, because your present knowledge tells
you that you cannot understand thingsin adifferent way. . . .
Who assures me that in 10,000 yearswewill not say that itis
impossible not to go from life to matter?’

Louis Pasteur

Lifeand ‘Energy’

| think that Pasteur’ sapproach,
the same as P. Curie’'sor V.I.
Vernadsky’s, could help solve
an otherwise seemingly im-
penetrable contradiction
which is misdeading science
and which is being abused to
define wrong and dangerous
social palicies.

It is around the contradic-
tion about life and energy—
lifethat grows and energy that
diminishes in quality—that
the basic model of population
dynamics, as we aready ob-
served in Smith and Malthus, is constructed. The growth of
the population of living organismswill reachimpassablelim-
itsdefined by the slower cycles of matter and the degradation
of energy.

Indeed, thisseemsto hold truefor isolated animal species

Viadimir . Vernadsky

11. Louis Pasteur, Pages choisies (Paris: E. Sociaes, 1970), p. 56.
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inlocal ecosystems. But if we move our attention to the com-
plex evolution of thetotal biosphere; then, asV ernadsky elab-
orated, we observe a continuous change in the limiting fac-
tors: We observe the formation and transformation of the
composition of the atmosphere, of the oceans, of the climate,
of the biogeochemical flux, etc. We have to admit that living
processes are based on actively adapting or transforming the
geochemical environment to their own biological needs.

Moreover,itiswrongto affirmthat lifeactslikeaparasite,
selfishly eating energy and minerals. | expect to see some
ecologist start protecting mineralsfrom the destructive activ-
ity of Lifel Living organisms, by transforming solar radiation
and producing organic material, not only construct the ele-
ments to sustain themselves and the next generation, but, in
so doing, they perform positive work for thewhole universe.

Itisknownthat aplanet without lifereflectssolar radiation
totally and therefore spreads out heat, which is considered
in physics to be an indication of the increase in entropy, or
progress toward the so-called “warm death of the universe.”
The Earth’ s biosphere incorporates some of the Sun’s radia-
tion into organic matter and, therefore, in a sense, “cools’
down the system, reduces entropy, and keeps the universe
aliveabit longer!

Therefore as long as the interaction between living and
inert matter remains an open question, we should at least
abstain from deriving socia policieswhich abuse conceptsas
the universal degradation or life“eating” energy.

3. The third axiom of the Social Darwinism can be so
summarized: Manisonly thelast and most powerful parasite
inthechain of beings, inside that complicated parasite called
the biosphere.

Platonic philosophy, and especially the three monotheis-
ticreligions, have no difficulty in stressing what is obviousto
each man: that human beings have something specific and
unique. Not only that, but that such aunique quality, although
it may bewrongly used, isagift of God and not of the devil.

Cognition and Life

Modern science, for sociol ogical and methodol ogical rea
sons, has found it easier either to exclude man from the uni-
verseit studies, or to include a man robbed of his nature, his
essential qualities. Again, to render along and complicated
issue in brief terms, | think that the same reproach Pasteur
made to the materialist concerning the issue of life, is valid
concerning the existence and functioning of creative cogni-
tioninrelation to life and matter. Aslong aswetry to reduce
life to matter, and reduce the mind to the brain, we will have
difficulties in explaining life and human cognition except as
aberrations, as parasitisms or even as diabolical forces.

If we try to approach the issue from a different perspec-
tive—that the human mind isalawful, causal force acting in
thisuniverse, inthe sameway that lifeis—it seemsto methat
many paradoxes disappear.

The human species cannot be studied as if it were just
another animal species; it has in itself the same quality of
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power that lifeinitstotality had. What lifedid by coupling the
higher transformation of energy flows with different genetic
species, reappears in human history as the coupling of in-
crease in energy flows with new genetic forms of technolog-
ies. In so doing, man is carrying life’' sintentions further, and
through man’ s action, total populations can be increased and
supported at levelsnever seen before.2 Therefore, the concept
of environment, when applied to man, becomes continuously
bigger and more complicated, tending to include more and
more the entire planetary system.

‘We Are Doomed To Be Creative

If we think back to biological life on Earth, it is obvious
that it encounters a couple of limits which are hard to over-
come: thefiniteness of our planet and the fact that the Sun, its
main source of energy, cannot be directly transformed by
biological organisms—it istoo hot and too far away. But itis
also obvious that such limits are easier to overcome if we
include man asthe carrier of cognitive creative powersinside
the biosphere. This tells us that the concepts of limit must
change again and again.

The power of mind allowslifeto transcend itsown limits,
not with the selfish aim of satisfying the greedy needs of
a few; on the contrary, human creative power is the “life
insurance” of the Biosphere, and by increasing the Bio-
sphere’ santi-entropic function, it allowsthe universeto con-
serve itself. In this sense, science should not reject a priori
what religion says: that “human labor isaparticipationin the
creative activity of God . . . in the process of transformation
of the created.”®

Usually, the ultimate defense of the environmentalist is
to ask, “But, does man have the moral power to sustain his
intellectual power? What is the guarantee that he will not
abuseit?

| have no easy answer to such aquestion, but | know that
any serious team leader, if faced with the choice between a
road leading to a sure death, and arisky road which can lead
to survival, would take the second one. While in the case of
biological evolution, we can visualize some kind of inner
necessity; inthe case of man, therecognition of such necessity
ismoredifficult. Man hasafreewill, hecanawaysfall prey to
“thefearsthat heoften hasof hisown scientific discoveries.” *?
And a culture of death and existentialism is there, ready to
manipulate such fears, by insisting that we should be a bit
more animal and abit less man.

Therefore, scienceisnot apurely analytical debate, but it
isahard fight, afight for truth even when amajority seemsto
think differently: a struggle to go back to our responsibility
and to move out in the open frontiers of our cosmos.

12. Inthis section, | am using essential conceptsfrom Lyndon H. LaRouche
Jr.’ snotion of physical economy, elaborated for thisconference by Dr. Jona-
than Tennenbaum.

13. From the speech of Pope John Paul 11, “ Science Must Serve Men,” 1991.
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For Citizens Who Enjoy Thinking:
Why My Candidacy Is Unique

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Thisstatement wasissued by theLaRouchein 2004 Presiden-  give ustime and freedom to attack the remainder of the imme-

tial campaign committee. diate issues.
It is for good reasons, that such circles are now looking,
August 5, 2002 increasingly, in my direction. The most important subject of

today, issolutions. For example, one should wonder whether
The once-popular expression was, “It's an ill wind that blowssome value between $800 and $1,000, or higher, at this time,
nobody good.” The shock of the collapse of such popular  would be the right price for gold, within that fixed-rate, gold-
delusions of the 1990s as the “the new economy” hoax, haseserve system, which must now, suddenly, replace the self-
caused a good deal of widespread awakening from whathad = doomed floating-exchange-rate monetary system. Howev
become our students’ and citizens’ prevalent habit, the habiefining solutions requires that we define the sickness to
of preferring to react impulsively, as if by conditioned reflex, which the remedy is to be applied.
rather than actually think. During more than thirty-five years to date, | had gone on
Today, the typical problem for those people, is that actu-  the public record with what became widely circulated series
allythinking aboutthe economy today, is like being awakenedflong-range economic forecasts. The outcome of those fore-
from a silly dream, to discover that they are living inareal-  casts would have been a stunning success for any leadin
life nightmare. For many, the end of the hours of dreamyprofessional in any field of science. Events have proven, re-
denial of the reality of a financial debacle, comes as it does to peatedly and consistently, that my published forecasts ha
the man hiding from reality by cowering in his foxhole, into never been mistaken. Although | am widely known, and my
which a grenade has just been dropped. Some have described  work discussed, and often hotly debated, among leading
their experience in words to the effect, “| know you told me cles in most parts of the world, no critic has competently
to get out of the markets, but | needed the profits. Now, | have refuted any of those forecasts, even when most have no
lost everything.” | did warn them, early and often. Are they been fulfilled.
prepared to do what must be done now? More and more of The essential basis for my success has been, that | ne
them are now doing some serious thinking; and, that is goodorecast any development which was not already in progress.
More and more people, both ordinary citizens and institu- ~ As | shall explain in these pages, my success illustrates th
tional figures, from around the world, are now looking to memost elementary principle of scientific method, that a set of
for guidance on dealing with problems for which they can  wrong policies of a nation, form a system, which, once putinto
offer no clear solution. Fortunately, | know enough of the practice, may define a trajectory of one or several decades’
answer to such questions, to show how we can survive the duration, or longer, leading toward the inevitable, system
present monetary-financial collapse. | do not have completeatastrophe which waits, fatefully, like death, at the end of
answers, but enough to get us through the emergency, and  that track. Unless that nation gets off that track, unless thc
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errant, but popular policies are scrapped, the catastrophe will
be as inevitable as the reappearance of Halley’s Comet. The
included function of long-rangeforecasting, istowarn society
to abandon its popular, but blundering opinions, in time to
avoid the already lurking systemic disaster ahead.

Now, a terrible, global monetary-financial disaster has
struck. It will soon be clear to nearly all persons around the
world, that the kind of monetary-financial system associated
with the present IMF and World Bank, is dead, and soon
buried, one way or another. No one could save that system
now; only a man driven to lunacy out of desperation would
try. Theworld hasreached the end of that track. All theworld
could do now, is to adopt a new system of the type | have
defined. If that latter choiceisnot made very soon, the planet
will be plunged into a new dark age of incalculably vast di-
mensions and duration.

Therefore, everything | had forecast could have beenveri-
fied by any competent economist. However, with very few
exceptions, virtually all known leading economists, and gov-
ernments, have been terribly, repeatedly wrong on these is-
sues, during the sweep of the past thirty-five-odd years. They
have clung faithfully and tenaciously to the anchor of the
doomed ship, sometimes in prayerful admiration of foolish
Captain Alan Greenspan and hiscrew. For chiefly that reason,
all of the leading U.S. political parties, and their Presidents
havebeenintellectually bankrupt intheir economicand social
policies, intellectually and programmatically, throughout the
past thirty-five years. Before August 15, 1971, and after-
wards, the overwhelming majority of the academically cen-
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Not your usual sort of Presidential candidate: Lyndon LaRouche (center) tours the
Vernadsky Sate Geological Museum in Moscow, in 2001, with hiswife, Helga. Dr.
G.V. Naumov briefs his guests on the work of the great Ukrainian-Russian scientist V.I.
Vernadsky (1863-1945), whose concepts of the Biosphere and Nodsphere are resonant
with LaRouche's own thinking. On the left, museum exhibits on the Solar System,
geology, and magnetism.

tered university and think-tank specialists, and their text-
books, have been systemically incompetent in what they
claimed as their profession. This is most emphaticaly the
case for most of the professionals who entered universities
during, or after the mid-1960s.

It is true that those Presidents were voted in, more or
lessdemocratically, and perhapsincreasingly less, rather than
more. That was foolish behavior, especially since at least
oneavailablePresidential candidatewasqualified for dealing
with the ongoing world crisis; but, like the ancient Roman
Empire, bad systems rely on support, or, at least, tolerance
from popular opinion for their existence.

Thisfailure of economists, bankers, political parties, and
governments, was possible only because of a widespread,
popular habit, of not thinking seriously about systemically
significant policies and practices. People generally preferred
“bite-sized” answers of the type the TV talk-shop hosts de-
mand, answers which exclude the possibility of actually
thinking; atypical such answer isthesilly, “Yes, | believein
freetrade.” Even after the surge of present global “crash” of
the 1990s took over, beginning in 1997, professional s gener-
aly have clung hysterically to assumptions and formulas
which, in fact, had no scientific basis.

Now, that could change, rapidly. That must be consid-
ered good.

TheProblem Wasthe System
Now, as | forecast the fate of the incoming George W.
Bush Presidency, shortly before that President’s inaugura-
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LaRouche’s Campaigns
for the U.S. Presidency

In every election since
1976, “ at least one
available Presidential
candidate was qualified for
dealing with the ongoing
world crigis; but, like the
ancient Roman Empire,
bad systems rely on
support, or, at leadt,
tolerance from popular
opinion for their existence.”
—Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

1976

Jimmy Carter,
campaigning in New
York City, meets up
with supporters of
LaRouche's
Presidential bid.

1980

LaRouche and Ronald
Reagan at a Presidential
candidates’ debatein
New Hampshire.

s — Ilanll.ii |

1984

LaRouche’s campaign for the Democratic Presidential nomination
stressed the need for a national emergency defense-industrial
mobilization, in the context of the Strategic Defense Initiative.

LaRouche Democrats protest vote fraud in Baltimore
againgt their candidate.
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1988

LaRouche organizers
campaign in the New

Hampshire primary. One
year |ater, LaRouche
JII['.,‘JLJ'L,HE- 1 DFI!{" became a political prisoner

of the George H.W. Bush

= Administration, the result of
L -D A TIME .4 ! a years-long effort by a

= “ Get LaRouche” task force
that spent millions of dollars

in an effort to shut him up.

What thwes
LETT AT T LavRoan

Whelnke of I e

Newtal Heaty - 1992

' - Bill Clinton, campaigning
in the New Hampshire
primary, is greeted by
LaRouche supporters, who
hand him a pamphlet
calling for LaRouche's
exoneration. LaRouche
spent five yearsin prison,
but campaigned for the
Presidency and the
Congress from there.

A pamphlet
circulated by

“ Democrats for
Economic
Recovery. LaRouchein’92.”

1996

LaRouche gives a press
conference in Norfolk, Virginia,
March 29, 1996.

2000

LaRouche supportersin Albany, New York, file 50,000
signatures gathered in the dead of Winter, to Qet their
candidate on the ballot for the Democratic pri mary
The Al Gore crowd in
the Democratic Party,
in violation of the 1965
\oting Rights Act,
excluded LaRouche
wherever possible, and
stole his legally-
elected delegates to the
national nominating
convention.
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tion, the present world monetary-financial system has passed
over from crises, to disintegration. The phase has been
reached, at which nothing could save that system in its
present form, the form associated with the intellectually
bankrupt International Monetary Fund and World Bank. It
is now the end-times for the existing monetary-financia
system, a time when survival demands a profound change
in thinking of ordinary citizens, asmuch as by leading politi-
ca figures.

To definethe presently disintegrating monetary-financial
system asasystem, we must focus upon fundamental changes
inthe character of theU.S.A.’ sand rel evant other economies,
fromthe system devel oped by U.S. President Franklin Roose-
velt's leadership, 1933-1945, to the modified post-war ver-
sion of Roosevelt's design, 1945-1964, and the contrast of
both with the present, failed system, which took over during
theinterval of the U.S. 1964-1972 Indo-ChinaWar.

The 1945-1964 post-war system, featured included injus-
tices and other faults, but it was, overall, a net success as
mesasured in terms of physical results for the economies and
their people as awhole. The presently doomed world mone-
tary-financial system, that of the present IMF and World
Bank, has been aglobal catastrophe. The Roosevelt recovery
and the 1945-1964 Bretton Woods System, are characterized
by great build-up of basic economic infrastructure, including
health-care systems, and per-capitaincrease of the net physi-
cal productive powers of labor in agriculture and industry.
Thecharacteristic of theevolution of thepresent system, since
the 1960s, has been a shift from a productive society, to what
hasbeencalled, alternately, a“ post-industrial” or “consumer”
society. That shift must now be reversed. Admittedly, that
needed reversal will not be simply acarbon copy of the 1945-
1964 Bretton Woods System, but it will be a system with
similar characteristics.

So, the sick world monetary-financia system which was
formally installed by President Richard Nixon, on August 15,
1971, crafted under National Security AdvisersKissinger and
Brzezinski, and which has been ruled since October 1979 by
Federal Reserve Chairmen Paul V ol cker and Alan Greenspan,
is the chief cause for the presently accelerating collapse of
the physical economy, throughout the Americas and Europe,
aswell asAfrica. The U.S. economy, likethat of Europe, has
now entered a bottomless collapse which, unless stopped,
will be far worse than 1929-1933. Unless we put the present
monetary-financial system through drastic bankruptcy-reor-
ganization, suddenly either wiping hundreds of trillions of
dollars equivalent of purely fictitious values from the books,
or freezing them for the time being, thereis no future for any
part of the Americas, Europe, and Japan at thisjuncture.

Although most U.S. citizens have not yet faced the full
reality of our present situation, eyes and minds are opening
to a degree we have not seen in the U.S.A. during approxi-
mately two decades. The Rip Van Winkles of our popular
opinion have been sleeping for no lessthan ageneration. Itis
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therelentlessthunder of the presently rising economic storm,
which has, finally, disturbed their ideol ogical s umbers. Inthe
fina analysis, “It's an ill wind, that blows nobody good.”
Leibniz insisted, therefore, that oursisthe best of all possible
worlds; itisaworld in which thegood will ultimately prevail.
Therefore, why wait; why not seize the existing opportunity
now?

In such amanner, you and | have entered into one of those
tumultuoustimes, when, asHeraclituswrote, “Nothing isper-
manent but change.” It istime to understand the changes, for
worse, for better, and for worse, which have come over the
U.S.A. since 1929-33. More and more among you must now
accept thereality of theidea of change.

Stop merely reacting to what you see, hear, and feel from
moment to moment. As the discoverer of universal gravita-
tion, JohannesK epler, demonstrated, you could not determine
the future position of aplanet from its past and present posi-
tions; you must, first, discover the long-range orbit which
controls the planet’s motion. You must see economic pro-
cesses as systems, in the sense that we describe Kepler' sdis-
covery as defining a system. Y ou might imagine yourself in
Heaven, looking down upon the past 2,500 years of European
civilization's history. See yoursdlf, as if from Heaven. Ask,
what doesthe experienceof history teach us, about the orbital -
liketrajectory whichismovingthe U.S.A. toitsdestiny inthe
near future?

| invite you to think. Forget the popular opinion which
misled you into the trap. Think! | give you the following
essential clues to the reasons for my unique success as an
economist, and, therefore, my unique qualifications as a can-
didatefor the U.S. Presidency under conditions of the kind of
systemic, global economic crisis| describe here.

1. History As Systemic Real-Life
Drama

A comparative study of Classical tragedy, against the
backdrop of actual history, shows us that al true rea-life
tragedy has been brought upon a people by a prevalent, sys-
temictraditionwhich controlled both relevant | eading popul ar
opinion and the leadership of authoritative institutions.

When the society steers the trajectory of society’s flight
into directions contrary to the laws of nature, as the U.S.
has drifted over the recent thirty-five years, that society is
impelling itself toward its self-destruction. The Classical
stage, as devel oped from benchmark cases, from Sophocles,
Aeschylus, and Plato’ sdial ogues, through Shakespeare, Les-
sing, and Friedrich Schiller, has earned the distinction of
exposing, prophetically, the self-doom of once powerful na-
tionsand cultures, such asHapsburg Spain, by thelong-range
impact of pathetic ruling beliefs, beliefsno sanepersonwould
wish to repeat today. The great works of the Classical stage,
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well performed, are the most efficient instrument yet devel-
oped for producing audienceswhich, as Schiller emphasized,
leave the theater wiser and better people than those who had
entered it.

It is, thus, by the will of their adopted false gods, that a
peopleisself-destroyed, such asthe Greek cultureof thelliad,
asthe culture of the House of Atreuswas. So, those who seek
toplay theroleof such false gods, arealso ultimately doomed
themselves, as Aeschyluswarnsin his Prometheus Bound.

That is precisely what has happened to the U.S.A. and
its people during the recent thirty-five-odd years since the
beginning of the U.S. war in Indo-China.

As aresult of changes which coincided, approximately,
with the outbreak and continuation of that needless war, the
U.S.A.iscurrently at the brink of its self-destruction, that in
away no different than what is described in the great Classi-
cal tragedies.

Tragedy is not a matter of inevitable outcomes. The hu-
man will isfree to choose alternate trajectories for its course
of action. Our ability to forecast the likely future of anation,
islimited to our knowledge of the trajectory which has been
implicitly chosen. True prophets do not predict history; they,
as The Bible describes Jonah, warn against the ruin which
must occur if presently ruling opinion prevails. Do not blame
the prophet for the catastrophe; blame the people who do not
heed the evidence of their own folly.

In this universe, there are no absolutely predetermined
events. God's Will, if not ours, could always intervene to
change destiny. Yes, the universe is pervasively lawful, but
man’ sfreewill isableto discover new laws, such asuniversal
physical laws, and to apply them, to change man’s destiny.
Man is also able to discover the errorsin his beliefs, and to
free himself from the doom those errors will cause. There
exists aways the possibility of a culture’ s escape from such
self-imposed doom, the possibility that a culture might be
induced to change itself in ways which would enable it to
survive. But, it is not free to make arbitrary choices; it must
accept the reality of those conditions.

Admittedly, every known culture of pre-modern times
has been entirely, or partially self-destroyed. More recently,
Europe, during the course of the Twentieth Century, reduced
itself toamuch lowered statusin theworld at large, by plung-
ing foolishly into two general wars. These warswere brought
upon Europe by nothing but European peoples’ folly, their
failureto abandon what werefairly described metaphorically

To reach us on the Web:
www.larouchepub.com
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asitsassortment of cultural childhood diseases: the Romantic
legacies of its imperial, monarchical, and Napoleonic tradi-
tions, for example. Therewere no need for Germany, Austro-
Hungary, Russia, France, and the United Kingdom to have
plunged into those so-called “ geopolitical” wars. In the first
case, it was two silly Kaisers, a silly Czar, and a mad Cle-
menceau, who drowned their own nationsin the mutual ruin,
by allowing themselves to be duped by the greatest fool of
them all, England’ s Imperial Edward V1.

S0, just asthosewho murdered Wallenstein, out of loyalty
to afoolish monarch, doomed Europe to the continuation of
the Thirty Y ears War. So, Europe plunged itself into the two
so-called World Wars of the past century.!

The European heads of state who led their nations into
World War |, boreimmediate, personal responsibility for the
war, but, as Shakespeare emphasizesin the final scene of the
tragedy, it was not Hamlet who doomed ancient Denmark; it
was the culture of the people of Denmark at that time: It was
the system. It was the customs of Venice's puppets, such as
the Hapsburg and Hapsburg house, which bear the principal
guilt for that holocaust. So, it was the customs of the Greece
of the House of Atreus which doomed itself. They cling to
their failed traditions, as did the self-doomed passengerswho
refused to abandon a sinking ship.

The cause for the relative powerlessness of a wrecked
Europe today, relative to the power of aU.S.A., now itself in
the process of panic-stricken self-destruction, lies, till, in
those continuing cultural traits of Europe, which expressthe
continued influence of thefolly whichled into those two gen-
eral wars of the last century. Nations which regject their true
prophets bring ruin upon themselves. A culturewhich rejects
atrue prophet doomsitself as morally unfit to survive. So, a
doomed culture must say to itself: “The fault lay not in our
stars, butinourselves.” That people, boththosewiel ding great
power, and others, were of little minds, little minds so filled
with aRomantic’ straditions, that no space remained for seri-
ousthinking.

Inthisway, earlier, each of the ancient empires of Meso-
potamia, brought their own destruction upon themselves, as
empires which lacked the essential cultural qualities of fit-
ness to survive. Athens destroyed itself with the folly of
launching the Peloponnesian War. Rome’'s moral unfitness
to survive, led to its own self-imposed doom, as the same
Romantic tradition doomed the Byzantine Empire, as it
doomed both the fraudulent ultra-montane system of theo-
logical imperialism in feuda Europe, and the imperial mari-
time power of Venice.

Y et, although all known cultures have undergone either
temporary or permanent self-destruction in such ways, the

1. Wallenstein was as Schiller portrays the situation, a truly tragic figure,
who only dallied with possible escape from the war, but it was those who
murdered him and condoned that action who bear responsibility for the con-
tinuation of that religious warfare.
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paradoxical evidence is, that mankind has progressed.
Whereas, no variety of higher ape could have ever achieved
alevel of current population above the order of millions of
living individuals, mankind today numbers in the hillions,
most of therate of increasewasmade possibleby theradiating
impact of Europe’'s Fifteenth-Century Renaissance. It was
that Renai ssancewhichrevived the best of the Classical Greek
heritage, to craft theprinciplesusedto establish thefirst sover-
eign nation-state republics, in Louis XI's France and Henry
VII's England, and to launch modern experimental physical
science.

Likeall true, ontological paradoxes, the existence of that
paradox begs the recognition of an efficient universal prin-
ciple.

Whereas al poor beasts are traditionalists, man’s good-
nessliesinthosequalitieswhich defineoursasanintrinsically
revolutionary species. “Free will” is not arbitrary freedom,
not mere opinion; truefreewill iswhat istypified by Kepler's
uniquely original discovery of universal gravitation: the dis-
covery for use of what isdemonstrated, experimentally, to be
auniversal physical principle. Inthe practice of the Classical
artistic tradition, as distinct from the axiomatically irrational
practice of Romanticism and modernism, this same revolu-
tionary quality, which sets the human individual and society
absolutely above the apes, is often identified in the English
expression of Classica culture as the principle of “the
Sublime.”

Economicsasthe Sublime Science

Now, think again. Have somereal fun!

Economics did not exist as a scientifically rational form
of knowledge, prior to the Italy-centered, Fifteenth-Century,
anti-Romantic, Classica Renaissance. Economics, so de-
fined, has two aspects. It is the interactive combination of
thosetwo aspects, whi ch definestheonly competent approach
to defining the systemically characteristic featuresof all glob-
ally extended, modern European civilization.

The first aspect, is the essential distinction between a
normal human individual and any beast. The power of
“free will,” is the power to generate an hypothesis, in
Plato’' s sense of that term. Thisis an hypothesis which
can beproven experimentally to beauniversal physical
principle, as Kepler, Leibniz, Gauss, Riemann,
Vernadsky, et a., have defined the standard for a uni-
versal physical principle.

The second aspect, isthe transmission of such dis-
coveries of universal principle, by replication of an
original act of discovery within the mental processes of
another individual. It is that latter, social feature spe-
cific to human relations, the uniquely human power
to transmit ideas of valid universal principle, which
defines human society asdistinct from abestial heap of
biological individuals.
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That combination of thetwo distinctions| have just sum-
marized, is, as | shall show here, the precondition for any
competent understanding of economics.

When a society discovers and adopts an experimentally
valid universal physical principle, the human species power
inand over theuniverseisincreased, not merely in degree, but
qualitatively. Whereas, among animalss, the potential relative
population-density of the speciesis limited genetically, the
human species’ power to discover the employment of univer-
sal physical principlescausesanincreasein mankind’ s poten-
tial relative population-density, aphysical effect which could
occur among lower forms of life only through upward-di-
rected biological evolution.

Many cultures, such as the best periods of ancient Egypt
and Classical Greek culture, most notably, made great steps

A ‘Culture’ of Predators:
Locke, Elliott, Kissinger

At thefounding of the United States, there was adebate as
to whether or not the Preambl e to the Constitution should
bethe Lockean “Life, Liberty, and Pursuit of Property” or
the Leibnizian “Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happi-
ness.” Happily, the influence of the great philosopher and
scientist Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, whose writings had
informed the Founding Fathers, won out in favor of the
latter.

However, efforts to reverse this “American Heresy”
have been unceasing since the Constitution was ratified.
After the Confederate insurrection was laid to rest, that
cause was spearheaded by aband of emulators of the“lost
cause” of the Confederacy and Ku Klux Klan, known as
the“Nashville Agrarians,” who emergedin 1915.! Among
their leaderswasthe Oxford-trained head of Harvard Uni-
versity’s Government Department, William Yandell El-
liott, who wasalso the creator of two defacto “ Presidents’
during the Nixon and Carter Administrations, respectively
(Sir) Henry Kissinger and Zbigniew Brzezinski.

Much of the Nashville Agrarians' pro-Confederate
ideology—particularly on the question of “property”—
was drawn from Lord Shaftesbury’s agent John Locke
(1632-1704), propagandist for the feudalist rentier-finan-
cier oligarchy. Lockejustified an anti-L eibnizian imperial
concept whereby a small handful might own almost all

1. Stanley Ezrol, “ Seduced From Victory: How the Lost Corpse Subverts
the American Intellectua Tradition,” EIR, Aug. 3, 2001.
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of scientific progress, both in physical science and in what
wererecogni zed by the Fifteenth-Century Renai ssanceof Fil-
ippo Brunelleschi, Leonardo da Vinci, and Raphael Sanzio,
as Classical forms of artistic composition. However, prior to
that Renaissance’ s introduction of the notion of a sovereign
republic based on the principle of the genera welfare, the
social sideof scientific practicewasacrippled, morally defec-
tiveone.

The characteristic feature of the revolutionary changein
European culture, sought by Dante Alighieri, and defined by
Nicholas of Cusaand Jeanne d’ Arc, was that no government
possessed the moral authority to rule, except as it was effi-
ciently committed to the promotion of the general welfare of
not only al of the living, but of posterity. Such are the three
fundamental, universal principles (sovereignty, general wel-

fare, and posterity) upon which the legitimate expression of
the U.S. Federal Congtitution is unconditionally premised.

Before that Renaissance, human beings were divided po-
litically among rulers and their henchmen, on the one side,
and classes of persons treated as human cattle, on the other.
The cattle were subdivided between herded and wild cattle.
Evenintoday’sU.S.A., thereare morally degenerate citizens
who, asutilitariansinthe Jeremy Benthamtradition, still insist
that children and youth should not be educated “above their
predestined social station in life.” Those utilitarian degener-
ates are thus included among those who regard people as
“human cattle,” as virtually a form of property. On account
of such opinions about education, even some of today’sU.S.
parents regard their own children as property in fact of prac-
tice, asthey do the progeny of the neighbors.

land, raw materials, and manufactories, while holding the
rest asserfsor slaves. It wasL ocke—whom somewrongly
taketo bethe mentor of the American Founding Fathers—
who wrote the “Fundamental Constitutions for the Gov-
ernment of Carolina” in 1669, upholding black chattel
slavery.?

In his Essay Concerning Human Understanding,
Locke argued that man could not, through scientific dis-
covery, come to more perfectly understand God and his
creation, through cognitive processes. Therefore, asLyn-
don LaRouche has characterized Locke's system, the
power of the rentier-financier oligarchy was upheld by
popular belief in the “magic of the marketplace,” run by
“little green men” under the floorboards of the universe.

Elliott sought to recreate a “New British Empire” or
PaxBritannica, arguingin The City of Man: ADeclaration
of World Democracy: “England [is] where modern man
firstrosetohisdignity. . . . Universal peace can befounded
only on the unity of man under one law and government.
... Therefore the City of Man must be much more than a
League of Nations or a coal escence of continents. It must
be the Nation of Man embodied in the Universal State, the
State of States.” Elliott’s discussion of this “democratic
State of States” isreminiscent of the Athenian democracy
that murdered Socrateson the basi s of vox populi, or popu-
lar opinion (populi deriving from the Latin word for
“predator”).

Although Elliott never names the oligarchic agents
H.G. Wdlls and Lord Bertrand Russell, his 1949 essay,
“CanWeOrganizeaFreeWorld, Under Law?’ issuffused
with their doctrines about the rule of aone-world govern-
ment. “If humanity is bent on extinction by the tens of

2. Philip Vaenti, “The Anti-Newtonian Roots of the American Revolu-
tion,” EIR, Dec. 1, 1995.

millions in al the main centers of population,” he wrote,
“conceivably a Dark Ages might descend once more and
insects might have their innings at trying to develop
ahigher form of life. . .. What isreally in question is how
a future world order is going to be created that will suc-
ceed nationalism.”

Inthe sameessay, Elliott hailsthe Roman legions—the
model for the utopian army today invoked by Harvard's
Samuel Huntington and the Pentagon’ s Paul Wolfowitz—
arguing that “it was, after all, the Roman legions, Roman
roadsand Roman engineering skill, which laid theground-
work for that acceptance and which, the thefirst instance,
imposed the will of SPQR [the Roman Senate and populi]
by force.”

The future “Sir” Henry Kissinger proved to be an apt
pupil of this fascist imperialist. National Security Study
Memorandum 200 (NSSM-200), entitled “ Impli cations of
Worldwide Population Growth for U.S. Security and
Overseas Interests,” produced in 1974 under Kissinger's
auspices, argued that capital would not be allocated for
development of the Third World, which would be con-
demned to permanent poverty, disease, manipulated civil,
ethnic, and religious wars, all aimed at population reduc-
tion. The growth of population in those nations was de-
scribed asa* national security” threat to the United States.
Those countries targetted were: India, Bangladesh, Paki-
stan, Nigeria, Mexico, Indonesia, Brazil, the Philippines,
Thailand, Egypt, Turkey, Ethipia, and Colombia. NSSM-
200 remained the official policy of the Carter Administra-
tion, both through Federal Reserve Chairman Paul
Volcker—who usuriously exploded the indebtedness of
such nations to force genocidal austerity—and through
the geopolitical manipulations Elliott’s second epigone,
Zbigniew Brzezinski.

—Scott Thompson
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The intrinsically Sublime nature of humanity, is rightly
conceived, as composed of sovereign individual personali-
ties, endowed with the intellectual potential of generating
valid hypotheses which serve as universal principles. This
requires that social relations be premised on the expression
of that Sublime quality.

Wemust educate al younginthedirection of encompass-
ing within themselvesthefinest fruits of human scientific and
Classical-artistic progress to date. We must educate them as
human beings, not astrained beasts of thefield and barn. It is
that transmission of an upward evolving culture, from one
generation to the next, which defines sane human relations, a
sane society. It isthe fostering of the creative potential of all
persons, the potential to replicate origina acts of discovery
of hypotheses which prove to be universal principles, on
which any guarantee of a durably, systemically successful
economy depends.

The characteristic feature of all known cases of failed
cultures, is that they are either simply predatory cultures,
whose members share the benefits of looting the people of
other cultures, or they are composed of those who rule by
whim over those who serve them in the capacity of herded
human cattle. The latter was the system of Physiocrats such
as Quesnay. The British monarchy combined both odious
features—brutishnessat home, and “invisibleearnings’ from
abroad—under the utilitarian doctrines espoused by Jeremy
Bentham. The doctrine of John Locke, which defined people
as“property,” the moreradical version of Locke, Justice An-
tonin Scalia' s dictionary-nominalist dogma of “shareholder
value,” and the predatory doctrinesof Harvard Professor Wil-
liam Yandell Elliott echoed in National Security Adviser
Henry A. Kissinger's NSSM-200, are examples of philoso-
phiesof practicewhich definefailed culturesof an essentially
predatory type.

The needed, systemic conception of humanity asawhole
did not exist in the practice of any presently known culture,
prior to Nicholas of Cusa’s revolutionary works, as typified
by his Concordantia Catholica, setting the stage of a com-
munity of principle among sovereign nation-state republics,
and his De Docta Ignorantia, the book which launched al
valid currents of modern physical science. This conception
of humanity is most quickly recognized by proceeding from
the standpoint of my original contributions to the science of
physical economy.

Economic scienceiis, as Leibniz was the first to define a
science of political economy, in his related writings of the
1671-1716interval. My own original, 1948-1953 discoveries
in the science of physical economy, were rooted centrally in
my 1936-1940, adolescent adoption of the essentially Pla-
tonic standpoint of Gottfried Leibniz, in opposition to such
representatives of the British, French, and German “ Enlight-
enment” and its empiricist predecessors, as Francis Bacon,
Thomas Hobbes, John L ocke, René Descartes, David Hume,
and Immanuel Kant. The significance of that youthful educa-
tion, and its later role in my discoveries as a physical econo-
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migt, is, | think, made most readily clear, pedagogically, by a
comparison of theorigin and devel opment of my own original
discoverieswith Vladimir Vernadsky’ s definition of the Noo-
sphere.?

The Noosphere

Since the discovery of the Noosphere, by Russia’s bio-
geochemist VIadimir Vernadsky, no competent modern sci-
entist actually believes in the utopian superstition currently
popularized under the name of “ecology.”® As | shall show,
in summary, | cameto conclusions during 1948-1953, which
largely paralel much of Vernadsky’s definition of the Noo-
sphere, but from a different starting-point, and with some
significantly different results. My discoveries in the branch
of science known as physical economy, are based on the con-
clusions reached during that 1948-1953 interval. My unique
success as along-range forecaster depends essentially on the
€l aboration of thosediscoveries. My distinctivequalifications
for defining solutions to the present crisis, are the fruit of
decades of application and refinement of those discoveries.

From my standpoint, there are, as | shall explain, two
crucial, categorical omissions in Vernadsky’s work. How-
ever, looking at Vernadsky’ s unigque accomplishments from
thevantage-point of my own discoveries, isprobably themost
efficient approach to teaching aquality of economicsrelevant
for dealing with the global crisis wracking the world at this
time.

| explain this and its relevance to U.S. economic policy-
making today.

For pedagogical reasons which | need not detail here, |
propose that the student, presumably at the level of a bright
collegeundergraduate or graduate student, keep thefollowing
points of historical referencein sight.

Thefundamental differenceof principle, betweentheeco-
nomic science of Leibniz and the then contemporary camera-
lists, has its concentrated expression in his employment the
German term Kraft. This signifies power in the same sense
that Plato defined power asthe quality which placesasurface
on ahigher order of physical existencethan aline, and asolid
asahigher order of physical existence than a surface.

The same physical principle which Leibniz associates
with that use of Kraft, isthe central feature of Gauss's 1799
paper announcing hisfundamental theorem of algebra. Gauss
defines the physical-geometric meaning of the complex do-
main, by exposing the blunders of D’ Alembert, Euler, and

2.LyndonH. LaRouche, Jr., The Economics of the Noosphere (Washington,
D.C.: EIR News Service, 2001).

3. Forreasonsrel ated to thepathol ogical practicesometimescalled“ company
manners’ or “politeness,” what people say that they believe, often differs
fromwhat they actually believe. For example, even somebrilliant physicists,
whose achievements were effected in defiance of generally accepted peer-
review standards, will cringe piteously before the pagan gods of generally
accepted classroom mathematics. Excepting pathetic FBI cases such as the
celebrated “Unabomber,” the widespread lip-service to “ecology” has more
todowith Federal and foundation grantsthan any actually scientific evidence.
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Lagrange. The notion of powers, in Gauss' s definition of the
complex domain, hasthe sameontological significanceasthe
notion of powers in Plato’s work, and Leibniz's notion of
Kraft asan economic principle.

The same concept of Kraft is central to Riemann’s cele-
brated 1854 habilitation dissertation, which builds chiefly
upon the preceding work of Gauss. Riemann definesapurely
physical, anti-Euclidean geometry,* one without the patho-
logical features inherent in any a priori geometry, such as
Euclid's® In Riemann, the idea of an a priori dimensional
space-time, is replaced by a geometry whose “ dimensions’
are experimentally proven universal physical principles.

In Plato, Leibniz, Gauss, and Riemann, for example, to
gofromalineto asurface requiresaform of physical action,
a potential for action which is non-existent within the line,
an action, ontologically outside that line, which generates a
higher order of power, the surface.® So, a specific physical
actionisrequired for generating asolid from asurface. Thus,
thesetransfor mations, these physical actions, arereflected as
shadows cast upon naive geometries.’

Take any experimentally valid universal physical princi-
ple, such as Kepler's unique discovery of gravitation. Can

4. Thefirst modern scientist to makethisdistinction between anon-Euclidean
and an anti-Euclidean geometry was Abraham G. Kastner, a leading Eigh-
teenth-Century scientific figure, the crucial teacher of Lessing and, later, of
Carl Gauss, and an insightful, feared, and hated opponent of the destructive
rampage of the Romanticivory-tower scienceof that century. Non-Euclidean
geometries, such asthose of Lobatchevsky and young Bolyai, make signifi-
cantinsertionsof anaxiomatic quality into Euclidean geometry. Anti-Euclid-
ean geometries, as proposed by Kastner, scrap the system of definitions,
axioms, and postulates of customary classroom Euclidean geometry, asRie-
manndid, and asl| follow Riemanninthis. Gauss santi-Euclidean standpoint,
reflected in such locations as the 1799 documentation of the fundamental
theorem of algebra, was, as Gauss explained | ater, suppressed in most of his
later work, because of an aversive political environment maintained by the
Romantic circles of Lagrange, Laplace, Cauchy, G.W.F. Hegel, and others.
Gauss' s continued anti-Euclidean standpoint ismost clearly reflected in Rie-
mann’ s 1854 habilitation dissertation, which was premised essentially onthe
foundations defined by Gauss.

5. Excepting the Xth through XI11th books of The Elements.

6. Similarly ontologically absurd is the wildly reductionist, “a line is the
shortest distance between two points.” A line is properly defined as the
pathway of the quickest distance within physical space-time. as Fermat,
Christian Huyghens, Leibniz, and Jean Bernouilli successively defined this
notion. E.g., the principle of the catenary. The catenary, or “hanging chain”
principle, which exists, functionally, only within the complex domain as
defined by Gauss's 1799 attack on the axiomatic blunders of D’ Alembert,
Euler, and Lagrange, is, for today’ s classroom in elementary secondary and
university undergraduate mathematics, the proof that no real-world geometry
but physical geometry exists, that in the sense the relevant work of Kepler-
Fermat-L eibniz-Bernouilli-Gauss-Riemann on the subject of the principle of
universal least action attests.

7. Thissignifies, asafirst stepinremoving rubbishfromteaching of Euclidean
geometry, that spaceis not definable in three linear senses of direction con-
nectable by simple rotation. Rather it reflects, as Classical scientists from
Archytas and Plato through Eratosthenes, already knew, both the difference
in power between line and surface, and between surface and solid. Gauss's
1799 proof of the efficiently real existence of the complex domain, isthere-
foreapivotal feature, the virtual ABC, of al competent modern science.
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you see, hear, smell, or touch gravitation? Y et it exists quite
efficiently. What we see, hear, smell, andtouch, isnot gravita-
tion, but, rather, the effects of gravitation on theworld of our
sense-perceptions. Thus, we must distinguish between what
our senses portray, sense-perceptionswhich are merely shad-
owsof thereal universe, and the efficient universal principles
whose control over thereal universeisreflected to the skilled
experimenter’s demonstration of the efficient existence of
principles not directly represented by sense-perception.

Suchisthe central lessonto belearned from Gauss s1799
proof that what ivory-tower mathematicianssuch asEuler and
Lagrangeonly imaginedtobe“imaginary” numbers, reflected
the existence of efficient physical principles, existing outside
sense-perception, but efficiently controlling the action re-
flected as the shadow-like effects registered as sense-percep-
tions. The complex domain of Gauss, Riemann, et a., isthe
physical domain.®

That principle of reality is crucia for understanding
Vernadsky’ s achievements.

The Riemannian view, so situated historically, isintrinsi-
caly indispensable for any competent form of economics
teaching and practice today. Since man’s power in and over
nature, per capitaand per square kilometer, depends upon the
discovery and application of experimentaly verifiable uni-
versal physical principles, the study of economic processes
requires, that we view physical-economic space as defined
by an expanding number of dimensions, each of which are
experimentally validated universal physical principles. It is
the process of discovery and application of those principles,
whichisthesourceof society’ sincrease of itspowersover the
universe, the primary sourceof al increasesinthe productive
powers of labor.

Vernadsky, using the same principle of experimental
proof employed by Kepler, defined the universe as composed
of what are, from the standpoint of Riemann, three multiply-
connected, but nonetheless functionally distinct universal
phase spaces. the abiotic; the living and its fossils; and, the
physically efficient creative powers of the individual mind.
My ownwork acknowledges Vernadsky’ s accomplishments,
as far as he goes, but my discoveries in physical economy
depend upon two added considerations lacking in
Vernadsky’ s known work:

Although Vernadsky states his intention to study Rie-
mann’ swork, there is no evidence in relevant available texts
that that study was conducted to any significant effect. Rie-
mann’s conception of a multiply-connected, anti-Euclidean
geometry, is indispensable for carrying Vernadsky’s clearly
intended objectivesto a successful outcome.

8. Euler’sand Lagrange' s blunder, in relegating the complex (physical) do-
maintotherealm of merefantasy (“imaginary numbers”), wasal so expressed
by Euler’ senraged attack, in his Lettersto a German Princess, on Leibniz's
definition of theinfinitesimal calculus. Leibniz's mathematical definition of
the infinitesimal calculus is found in his collaboration of Jean Bernouilli,
defining the catenary-tractrix relationship as reflecting the principle of a
pathway of universal least action.
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V ernadsky’ sdefinition of thedistinction betweentheBio-
sphere and Nodsphere, which heidentifies as the noétic prin-
cipleof theindividual human mind, isvalid, but Vernadsky’s
writings missthe crucial social aspect of the noétic (creative,
cognitive) processes. He is right as to the function of the
individual creativeintellect, but missesthe crucial role of the
social process of specifically cognitive transmission of the
experience of replicating origina discoveries of universal
principle. My own 1948-1953 discoveries in physical econ-
omy were premised on precisely those two considerations
absent in the known work of Vernadsky.

Although | came to conclusions paralleling Vernadsky’s
distinction among the abiotic, the Biosphere, and the Nod-
sphere, my own point of departure was chiefly the Platonic
(Socratic) principleof cognition, asthispermeatesthemethod
and conceptions of Leibniz. Otherwise, | was influenced, as
Vernadsky and many others were, by the principled distinc-
tion between abiotic and living processes spread widely by
theinfluence of Louis Pasteur and hiscircles.

My point of departurewas my commitment, since adoles-
cence, to defining Leibniz's notion of cognition against
Kant’s Critiques. Professor Norbert Wiener’s “information
theory” hoax, iswhat set me, from 1948 onward, on the track
of showing the relationship between “voluntaristic” discov-
ery of universal physical principlesand systemicincreases of
the physical-productive powers of labor.

| went further. My fascination with the gap of nearly two
millennia between the Classical scientific culture of Greece
and the revival of that knowledge by the modern European
culture, impelled me to compare the function of Classical
forms of irony in poetry and drama, with the reenactment of
original discoveries of physical principle after an interval as
long as that between the death of Archimedesand therenais-
sance of scientific method and knowledge by such figures as
Leonardo da Vinci and Johannes Kepler. | focussed upon
certain figures whom early Twentieth-Century opinion
falsely identified as “Romantics,” including Keats, Shelley,
Goethe, and Heine, and worked through my own critical as-
sessment of William Empson’s Seven Types of Ambiguity®
asapoint of referencefor my work of the 1948-1953 interval.

Thisled meto conclusionswhich | later adopted, during
the late 1950s through early 1970s, and my own version of
Vernadsky's concept of the Noodsphere. Although all the es-
sential features of my own discoveries were established be-
foremy attentionturned to Vernadsky’ swork, my own views
were greatly enriched by thelatter encounter. For that reason,
among others, | heartily recommend study of Vernadsky asa
mandatory feature of any competent secondary and university
undergraduate education in economy today. That said, | need
spend no more time on the certain differences between our
conceptions, and may freely treat the combination asaunified
pedagogical experience for the thinking student.

9. William Empson, Seven Types of Ambiguity (Middlesex: Penguin
Books, 1961).
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My View of the Noosphere

The pivotal issue of all scientific work, isthe elementary
difference between what is merely learned sense-perception,
in which the lower forms of life often surpass us in perfor-
mance, and knowledge, which is uniquely the province of
both the Creator and the human beingswhose essential self is
made in His species-likeness. The best known pedagogical
paradigm for conceptualizing this distinction, isthe allegory
of Plato’s Cave.

Plato, as echoed by the Apostle Paul, in I Corinthians
13, warns that what our sense-perceptions present to us, are,
at their best, merely shadows of the reality by which those
shadows are prompted. Plato compares these to shadows on
theirregular surfaceof thewallsof adimly firelit cave. Intheir
best performance, perception presents us with those sense-
organs reactiontoareal, but unseen stimulus. Aswelearnto
distinguish, and correlate similarities and differences among
sundry such experiences, welearn to perceive asif by radar.

Knowledge of the objects which prompt the shadows of
sense-perception, is adifferent matter. Knowledge begins as
areaction to some evidence that sense-perception, taken for
itself, is an unreliable guide to reacting to the universe. This
evidence has the characteristic which the relevant formalism
terms an ontological paradox. In Classical artistic composi-
tion, an ontological paradox is typified by a valid metaphor,
a metaphor which expresses a stubbornly actual self-contra-
dictionintheostensiblyliteral evidenceafforded by simplistic
sense-perception. In al cases, physical science or Classical
artistic composition, for exampl e, the method for overcoming
these ambiguities of meaning, these ontological paradoxes, is
the Socratic method, the method of Plato’ s Socratic dialogues
taken asasingle, multiphased spiritual exercise, asamethod
of training the mind in the science of knowledge.

The first step, at that point, is to define what we must
understand as the meaning of the term universal physical
principle.

Takethree examplesfrom physical science. First, thedis-
covery of the principle of universal gravitation, exclusively
by Kepler. Second, the discovery of the calculus, accom-
plished uniquely by L eibniz, but brought toinitial completion,
asexpressing auniversal principle of least action, in collabo-
ration with Jean Bernouilli. Third, Gauss's discovery of the
complex domain. All three involve the discovery and proof
of efficient existence of a universal physical principle, one
which is proven to control the behavior of sense-experience,
but onenot found asan object of perception withinthe bounds
of sense-perception.

Vernadsky’ s work within the field he defined as geobio-
chemistry, applied Kepler' smethods for defining a universal
physical principle of mathematical physics.*! These methods

10. Plato: The Republic, Loeb Classical Library, Vols. | and Il (Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1963).

11. Kepler himself explicitly attributesthismethod to Nicholasof Cusa, Luca
Pacioli, and Leonardo da Vinci, as his predecessors in scientific method.
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as developed by Kepler's followers, Fermat, Huyghens,
Leibniz, Gauss, et al ., wereemployedto proveexperimentally
that there exist three respectively distinct classes of efficient
physical actionintheknown universe. All competent practice
of economicsfor today’ sworld dependsupon comprehension
of that fact and its specific significance for genera appli-
cation.

In scientific method, there must be a true ontol ogical par-
adox in the relevant persistent experience of learned sense-
perception. Theevidencethat theMarsorbitisvirtually elip-
tical, not circular, was Kepler'sinitial definition of precisely
such a paradox of regular, but non-uniform motion. Thisre-
quired the discovery of some efficient intention, acting upon
the Solar system. Thefact that the planetary orbitsare approx-
imately eliptical, and, more remarkably, that the Sun islo-
cated at one of the foci of the ellipse, produced the proof of
principle which I saac Newton bowdlerized from his reading
of Kepler's published work as the so-called “three laws.” 2
That role of the Sun, and the harmonic characteristics of each
of the orbits and their relations within the Solar system, led
Kepler to defining the universal principle of gravitation. That
discovery was the central event in the birth, by midwife
Kepler, of competent formsof modern mathematical physics.

Vernadsky used the same modern method in defining on-
tologically paradoxical distinctions among three classes of
universal physical evidence: first, what are the ostensibly en-
tropic abiotic processes; second, the characteristically anti-
entropicliving processes, andtheir fossils; and, third, theanti-
entropic actions of the noétic processes existing uniquely in
man.®® AsPasteur’ swork on beer and wineunderscored, there

Cusa's De Docta Ignorantia was the first introduction of the method of
modern experimental physical science.

12. It was broadly known that Hooke was the probable source for Newton's
plagiarismof Kepler’ swork. Recently, an associatefound alocationinwhich
Newton himself writes areference to his copying from Kepler.

13. Prior to the hoaxes of two utopian devotees of Bertrand Russell, “ivory
tower” mathematiciansNorbert Wiener (“information theory”) and Johnvon
Neumann (“systems analysis,” “ artificial intelligence”), the term “negative
entropy” (“negentropy”) was commonly used to identify an experimental
principle which distinguished living from non-living processes. The clever,
but doubtful speculations of former Ludwig Boltzmann student Erwin
Schrodinger and the outright hoaxes by Wiener, von Neumann, and their
dupes, obliged me to adopt the term anti-entropy, to avoid confusion with
the pack of popularized ivory-tower speculations associated with Wiener et
al. The relevant concoctions of Wiener and von Neumann were rooted in
the earlier, wild assumptions of the wild reading of the work of the Ecole
Polytechnique' s Sadi Carnot, by the collaborators Clausius, Grassmann, and
Kelvin, and the reductionist dogma of “three laws of thermodynamics.”
These reductionist conceptions of those collaboratorswere bad enough, until
the positivist fanatics associated with Ernst Mach and Boltzmann made mat-
tersworse, especially after thehideousfraudsperpetrated against Max Planck
by the Machians. Wiener and von Neumann are reflections of Bertrand Rus-
sell’s association with the radical-positivist circles of the Machians. The
common epistemological characteristic of all these ivory-tower mathemati-
cians, Boltzmann notably included, is that they are radical reductionists of
the type which demand that nothing be allowed to exist outside of a purely
mechanistic Euclidean space. Thus, Wiener defined “ negative entropy” asa
statistical event within the type of abiotic universe in which no human being
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aredeterminationsof alawful character, which occur inliving
processes, but which are absent in non-living forms. As my
work has emphasized, the willful increase of the human spe-
cies’ potentia relative population-density, through applica-
tion of discoveries of universal physical principles, isaphe-
nomenon which does not exist in lower forms of life. Thus,
distinctions of this type, once proven by the experimental
standardsrequired for defining auniversal physical principle,
dividetheuniverseamong threedistinct, but efficiently multi-
ply-connected phase-spaces.

The nature of that multiple-connectednessisitself of cru-
cia significance. The implications have two categorical
relevancies.

First, as Vernadsky’s work in geobiochemistry showed,
thecumulativeincrease of the Earth-ball’ sration of combined
living processesand their fossils, including fossilssuch asthe
atmosphere and water, showstheintention of lifeto dominate
non-life increasingly. “In the long run,” the principle of life
ismore powerful.

The second implication is more profound, both for the
scientist and thetheol ogian. Weare confronted with evidence
supporting aproposition which | posed to our Fusion Energy
Foundation during the early 1980s, a proposition which we
presented to Lawrence Livermore Laboratories. Where did
the planets, with their orbits, come from? If the Solar system
is“Keplerian,” rather than “Newtonian,” and if the universe
is organized as a system of multiply-connected, abiotic, liv-
ing, and cognitive phase-spaces, consider propositions of the
followingtype. Therewasconsiderabledebateand discussion
of thisamong the senior physicistsand others associated with
our Foundation, among whom the most notable figure was
Professor Robert Moon. The corollary topic was: Are we
willingtodiscardtoday’ sgenerally accepted classroom math-
ematicswhen it conflictswith the physical evidence? Profes-
sor Moon was among those who were willing to support and
explorethat proposition; some other distinguished physicists
among us, were not.

Broadly, the implication of Kepler's work for modern
astrophysics, isthe presumption that the Sun was once afast-
spinning “ball,” shedding much of its material initsrotation.
However, if we assume the kind of thermonuclear fusion we
attribute to that Sun, how do we account for the known peri-
odictableof elementsof today’ splanetary system?lron?Y es;
but, what of the higher region of table? | posed the question:
Would the material spun off in the early phase not tend to be
“polarized,” and hit with such radiation from the Sun that
polarized fusion could be induced in the generated envel ope?
Would this be sufficient to account for the known “natural”
periodic table of the Solar system? The expert estimation was
that it would be sufficient.

is alowed, mathematically, to exist. Not merely incidentally, active wits
might pose philosophical doubts of the real-world existence of Wiener and
von Neumann. The appropriate term for real-world use, in which human
beings exist, istherefore “anti-entropy.”
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If those propositions could be adopted, then the Solar
system would be generated by the Sun through a kind of
“fractional digtillation.” AccordingtoKepler’ sprinciple, ma-
terial fallinginto Keplerian orbital pathwayswould condense
into planets and associated moons, such that the orbitting
body would have the Keplerian orbital characteristics of the
plasma distributed along the orbit asawhole.

That hypothesisisonly partially proven, but | citeit, none-
theless, only asaconvenient way of illustrating acrucial point
which will otherwise be a startling contention for most
readers.

In a universe composed of multiply-connected phase-
spaces, asl recast V ernadsky’ sNodsphere, thefollowing con-
ditions prevail.

First. The term “universe” can be used only to define
existences within the scope of what are experimentally vali-
dated as universal physical principles. Nothing exists “be-
fore,” “ outside,” or “after” that universe.

Second. By virtue of the nature of mankind as a cogni-
tively creativebeing, contrary to | saac Newton and |mmanuel
Kant, for example, a universally efficient God is proven to
exist throughout the scope of that universe, as an object of
scientific certainty, as acognitive being.**

14. Respecting the relevant aspects of the nature of man: Cf. Plato, Phaedo,
and Moses Mendel ssohn, Phaedon. Also compare Philo Judaeus of Alexan-
dria on the subject of the soul. Cognitive action, the act of discovery, or
cognitive transmission of a universal principle, requires a notion of time
which isdistinct from action located axiomatically within sense-perception.
Theindividual so acting lives efficiently in a physical-space-time, in which
ordering persists, but clock-time is only a shadowy reflection of sequence.
The cognitive individual lives forever in his or her “place” in the universal
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Thelate Dr. Robert Moon,
of the Fusion Energy
Foundation, was one of the
few distinguished physicists
in dialogue with LaRouche
during the early 1980s, who
werewilling to support and
explore LaRouche's
proposition that generally
accepted classroom
mathematics should be
discarded, when it comes
into conflict with physical
reality. Here, Dr. Moon
addresses a meeting of the
Club of Lifein Chicago in
1983, with a proposal for
revitalizing the city.

Third. Theprincipleof actionwithinthat universeisof the
characteristics reflected by mankind's own progress through
discovery and application of universal physical principles.

Fourth. The characteristics of al three phase-spaces are
acting jointly in every aspect of the universe as a whole, to
such an effect of that anti-entropy typical of life, and also that
typical of human cognition.

Fifth. God’'s manifest purpose, is the redemption of man
as made in the image of the living Creator of the universe.
Thisisotherwise stated asthe principle of agape, asidentified
by Plato, and as reflected in the Gospel of John and
I Corinthians 13. This notion of agape is otherwise known
as the principle of the general welfare, or common good, on
which the existence of the sovereign form of modern nation-
state republic was premised from the Fifteenth-Century Re-
naissance on, asinthework of Nicholasof Cusa. The purpose
of theindividual isto do good, as Cotton Mather and Benja-
min Franklinemphasized intheir leading rolesin the building
of the sovereign U.S. constitutional republic.

Isthiseconomics!!!?Itisreal economics, asl shall explain
the most crucial features of the basisfor my unique record of
success as a long-range forecaster. My recognition of the
indispensable function of Riemann’s discoveriesisitself an
essential advantage over Vernadsky’s approach, in dealing
with the relationship between the individual discovery of a
physical principle and economic progress; but, by itself, it
wouldfail to addressthe decisive nature of the challengewith

eternity of cognitively ordered physical space-time. So, if we relivethe acts
of discovery by Plato or Archimedes, their discovery lives within us, and
they are acting, still today, upon us, over the span of intervening time.
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whicheconomy confrontssoci ety. Onthelatter account, those
five epistemological issues of theology which | have just de-
scribed, are crucial.

It isthe cognitive mode of transmission of formally Clas-
sical ideas of physical science and artistic composition, as
typified by Plato’s Socratic dialogues, which defines the
“mechanisms’ by which the transmission of knowledge of
true principlesis effected. It is the way in which socia pro-
cesses, including general education, operate, to foster or im-
pede such cognitive forms of transmission, which predeter-
mine the likely outcome of the behavior of the present adult
generation for society two generations|ater.

2. Conclusion: Us As Tragedy

So, the catastrophic failures of the U.S.A. since 1964,
have produced the sheer awfulness of the global economic-
strategic situation today. If the adult generation of child-rear-
erstoday failsto meet its obligation to do as Cotton Mather
and Benjamin Franklin prescribed, the obligation to do good,
itistheir grandchildren and great-grandchildren who, asnow,
are likely to reap the resulting catastrophe, even, as now, an
imminent global catastrophe brought about chiefly through
the corruption of the generation entering universities during
themiddletolate 1960s, and their corruption of thegeneration
which they, in turn, reared.

Liketheorbit of aplanet of the Solar system’ souter rings,
the completion of a cycle of history is not a matter of mere
years, but sometimes generations. Just as knowledge of the
laws of the Solar system demands attention to the compl eted
orbit, rather than assumptions based on mere recent experi-
ence, so “my experience” of ageneration isamost worthless
as evidence of aprinciple, except as we are able to show the
conseguencesof that generation’ sactivity several generations
later, at least implicitly so.

For precisely that reason, no economicteachingiscompe-
tent, except asit isbased onlong-rangeforecasting of thetype
which| havepracticed. To haveacompetent grasp of anything
important respecting an economy, it is essential to treat the
economic processasamulti-generational social-physical sys-
tem, as| have done.

For example, even the simplest form of financing of mod-
ern large-scale investmentsin basic economic infrastructure,
requiresthat the capital outlays required be offset by income
and repairs conducted over approximately aquarter-century:
acontemporary generation; and that the further impact of that
improvement be assessed over a cycle of not less than two
generations. acontemporary, brief interval of ahalf-century.
We must measure such effects for not only the investments
wemake, but alsofor theinjury to future society by theinvest-
mentswe failed to make. (Do not be like thefool who died of
a grenade explosion because he insisted, “1 am not leaving
thisfoxhole until | know that the war isover.”)
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All such and related matters considered, the power of
society to survive and prosper, depends upon the quality and
extent of the development of the cognitive qualities of the
individual membersof society. Towhat degree can they think
scientifically, for example? Even moreimportant than physi-
cal science, isthe development of the moral potential of the
individual through acquired self-disciplineinthose principles
of Classical artistic composition which coincide with Plato’s
Socratic method. It is the combined cognitive development
of theyoung individual in the cognitive side of both physical
science so-called, and also Classical artistic principlesin po-
etry, drama, plastic art, and music, which nurtures the moral
potential of the future adult.

Thismoral potential isexpressed by the student’scoming
to embody within his, or her cognitive being, a cognitive
reexperiencing of the discoveries of principle effected by in-
dividual mindsof the past, including such distant past sources
as figures of Classical Greek culture. The study of human
history from the standpoint of that reexperiencing of the his-
tory of contributions of cognitive ideas, is the only way in
which toinduce efficiently atrue moral senseto the maturing
young individual, the method sometimes described asaClas-
sical humanist education.

All failures of al known societies before our time, have
been the fruit of an inadequate emphasis on, or even lack of,
such aClassical humanist approach to fostering the cognitive
powers of the individual mind.

The combination of valid and absurd ideas, which are
implicitly embodied as principlesfor practice within a popu-
lationanditsinstitutions, formsasystem, inwhichtheseideas
serve as an aggregation of interacting definitions, axioms,
and postulates of that system. The discrepancy between that
aggregation and the principles of a durably successful form
of society, are the essence of the tragic factor in al known
culturesto date, including the U.S.A. today.

Theidiot racing toward self-destruction today, isthe per-
son who denies the existence of truth, lest it interfere with
his commitment to that irrationally composed mere opinion
which is guiding our nation toward self-destruction.

It is thus by our nation’s popular opinion, and it now
hoverson the brink of awaiting self-destruction. Itisthefool
who refusesto think, since he has aready made up his mind,
who lurches like a legendary lemming, over the cliff’s edge
of generally accepted popular opinion, to the waiting tragedy
on therocks below.

[0 LAROUCHE IN 2004 [J
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Perle War Party Reeling
From Murawiec Exposé

by Jeffrey Steinberg

The Richard Perle-Paul Wolfowitz “cabal” inside the Bush Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld immediately declarec
Administration, which has been pressing for war against Iradhat the views expressed did not reflect the policy of the Ad-
and other imperialist adventures, is reeling from a torrent  ministration. Privately, sources report, Rumsfeld was furious
of international reactions against the July 10, 2002 Defensatthe revelations, because they made him personally look like
Policy Board (DPB) session, where Rand Corporation“senior  a fool for allowing such anti-Saudi diatribes to be presente
analyst” Laurent Murawiec delivered a lunatic diatribe, call-at a Pentagon forum, and then find their way onto the front
ing for the United States to place Saudi Arabia atop the listof ~ page &fake
“axis of evil” states targetted for American aggression. For more far-reaching reasons, Secretary of State Colin
Murawiec, a long-ago defector from the staff BIR's Powellwas even more angry. Powellimmediately phoned the
European office, was brought into the Defense Policy Boardaudi Foreign Minister, Prince Saud al Faisal, to assure him
session, apparently at the invitation of the Board’s chairman  that the Murawiec presentation did not “reflect the views of
and long-suspected Israeli spy, Richard Perle. (Perle hatthe President of the United States or of the U.S. government,”
hosted Murawiec at an American Enterprise Institute forum according to State Department spokesman Philip T. Reeke
several years back.) His 24 power-point presentation ata Peithe Rand Corp. issued its own repudiation of its analyst.
tagon auditorium, in which he accused the Saudi government David Enger, director of external communications for the
of sponsoring the al-Qaeda terror apparatus—and demand&anta Monica, California think-tank, issued an official state-
U.S. action against Saudi assets abroad, and possible military ~ ment, widely circulated by e-mail, stressing that Murawiec
occupation of the Saudi oil fields—was leaked in an Aug. 6briefing “was not a Rand research product.”
Washington Posgtory. Earlier, its writer, Thomas Ricks, had Among the proponents of the “war on Saudi Arabia” pol-
reported that the same session of the Defense Policy Boaidy, there was a desperate attempt to “change the subject,” by
had called for “heads to roll” among the senior American trying to link Murawiec’s rabid views to his former associate,
military officers who oppose Perle’s faction’s wild utopian Lyndon LaRouche. On Aug. Slate magazine, an online
war schemes against Irag. publication, ran an article by Jack Shafer, attempting to impli-
The concluding power-point slide shown by Murawiec, cate LaRouche in Murawiec’s Saudi-bashing. The piece, ti-
as reported in th€ost,declared, “The Saudis are active at  tled “Saudi-Bashing: Perle to Murawiecto LaRouche?” noted
every level of the terror chain, from planners to financiers Murawiec’s 1980s association witBIR in Europe, and

from cadre to foot-soldier, from ideologist to cheerleader. . . . launched into the typical media name-calling against

Saudi Arabia supports our enemies and attacks our allies. . LaRouche.

[Itis] the kernel of evil, the prime mover, the most danger- Indicative of the malice involve&|l#tepiece linked

ous opponent.” to the American Family Foundation website, and to slanders
against LaRouche coming from Dennis King, whose book-

TheLaRoucheBacklash length anti-LaRouche slander was financed by the Smith-

Within moments of the publication of the Ricks Aug. 6 Richardson Foundation. Smith-Richardson money supports
report on the Murawiec presentation, key Bush Administrathe American Enterprise Institute, the Hudson Institute and
tion figures scrambled to disavow the deranged accusations. the Middle East Forum, which all promote the same an
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Saudi, Clash of Civilizations policy espoused by
Murawiec at the Pentagon auditorium.

But this attempt to damage-control the exposé
of the Perle-Wolfowitz cabal, backfired internation-
ally. EIRbegan widespread circulation of acompre-
hensive dossier on Murawiec, detailing his mid-
1980s break with LaRouche. (Murawiec was com-
pelled to lie and be evasive concerning this, in an
Aug. 12 Le Mondeinterview on the events.) The
break followed EIR' s publication of aspecial report
exposing Ariel Sharon and the Israeli mafiaties to
the Jonathan Pollard spy affair, and the attempts by
Likud Party founder Vladimir Jabotinsky’s heirsin
Israel to provoke areligious war by blowing up the
Islamic holy sites on the Temple Mount.

TheLaRouchecampaign had already, beforethe
“Pentagon briefing” fl ap broke, distributed several
million leaflets in the United States, exposing the
role of Senators Joe Lieberman and John McCainin
theefforttoblackmail President Bushintolaunching
the Iraq war, to provoke the Clash of Civilizations.
And EIR had circulated tens of thousands of more
comprehensive reports on the whole scheme to blow up the
Middle East, including a detailed account of the campaign to
break the strategic partnership between the United States and
Saudi Arabia.

Saudi Counter -Attack

The damage control effort finally blew up when, in an
Aug. 12 National Public Radio interview with Saudi Foreign
Minister Prince Saud al Faisal, the Prince cited Lyndon
LaRouche in debunking the briefing’s content (see article
following). He objected pointedly to its sponsorship: “The
only interesting fact is that it was brought to the attention
of so high a committee as the Advisory Committee for the
Department of Defense. That is the only curious thing about
the affair.”

The Saudi media, in addition to high-profile, favorable
news coverage of Lyndon LaRouche during that time,
opened a second flank. On Aug. 9, the leading Saudi daily
newspaper Al Watannoted that “Christian fundamentalism
is no less dangerous to international peace and security than
extremists in other religions. Rather it is more dangerous,
especialy if it controls the policy of the United States.” The
Saudi Gazettecontinued the same theme: “The Christian
fundamentalists are encouraging American militantsto raise
adust of hatred about Saudi Arabia, which has been main-
taining an exemplary relationship with the United States.”
Citing the July 10 DPB session, the paper warned, “The
Saudis value their friendship with the U.S., but they do not
accept such trash.”

TheReal War Motives Revealed
Sources close to the Bush Administration report that the
Perle backlash has badly damaged the neo-conservative
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President Bush and his Cabinet were drawn into public opposition to the
Richard Perle’s “secret Pentagon briefing” targetting Saudi Arabia. That
backlash, combined with LaRouche’s nationwide leafletting mobilization,
has opened up the fight against an Iraq war as well, and against the entire
“perpetual war” faction.

“molehill” inside the Bush Administration. Senior State De-
partment officials have jJumped more aggressively into the
fight inside the Administration, backing Secretary of State
Powell, who has been fighting other Cabinet and lower-level
officialsover thelraq war, the | srael-Pal estine peace process,
and other vital policy issues centered on the Middle East.

Outsidethe Administration, acircle of close associates of
former President George H.W. Bush have also become more
outspoken against thewarmongers. On Aug. 15, former Bush
Sr. National Security Adviser and political confidant Gen.
Brent Scowcroft, penned an op-ed in the Wall Street Journal,
strongly opposing awar against Irag. Scowcroft warned that
an invasion of Irag would completely wreck the President’s
war on terror, which, he said, remained the number-one for-
eign policy priority.

The Murawiec rant had served a useful purpose, in that
it exposed for al to see that the Wolfowitz-Perle faction's
objectivesarethetotal breakup of Americantiestothemoder-
ate Arabs, in favor of an Anglo-American-1sraeli imperial
policy. Thisinvolves potential takeovers of all Persian Gulf
oil fields—starting with Iraq, but rapidly extending to the
Eastern Province of Saudi Arabia, and then the rest of the
Persian Gulf and Caspian Basin.

Thefight to unseat the Sharon-itesfrom the Bush Admin-
istration has gone from a behind-the-scenes bureaucratic war
to apublic policy debate. And some fundamental questions
have been raised. Why has Richard Perle not yet been fired
from his post as chairman of the Defense Policy Board? Until
Perleisousted, and his alliesin the Pentagon similarly given
their walking papers, the world will, justifiably, continue to
view the Bush Administration with grave doubts.

As the Saudi Foreign Minister aptly observed, what will
be done about the dogs that didn’t bark?
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Saudi Diplomat Rejects Iraq War,
Ridicules Rand Corp. Provocation

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

It is widely known that extensive plans are on the drawing
boards of geopalitical strategistsin Washington, for redraw-
ing the map of the Persian Gulf and Middle East. Numerous
scenarios for the upcoming Iraq war, replete with maps of
invading armies, have been floated in the press; President
Bush has recently announced that heis for “regime change”
in Tehran, as well as Baghdad; and Saudi Arabia, once the
staunchest Arab ally of the United States, has been labelled
“the enemy” by aRand Corp. analyst at a Pentagon briefing.

If chaos and destablization are the name of the game,
important players in the Middle East have announced that
they will not play. Recent developments point in a diametri-
cally opposite direction: Powerful regiona forces, such as
Saudi Arabiaand Iran, aswell asthe Arab League, aretaking
all possible stepsto thwart the war.

Opposition to a U.S. attack against Irag, which has been
growing in the region, reached a highpoint on Aug. 4, when
Saudi Foreign Minister Prince Saud al-Faisal travelledto Te-
hran, and there issued a joint statement with the Iranians
against any attack.

In an interview with Associated Press on Aug. 7, Prince
Saud explicitly ruled out the use of Saudi territory for the
planned war: “We have told them we don’t [want] them to
use Saudi ground. We are against any attack on Iraq because
webelieveitisnot needed, especially now that Iragismoving
toimplement United Nationsresolutions.” Infollowing days,
he reiterated this stance several times.

On Aug. 13, the Secretary Genera of the Arab League,
Amr Moussa, stated in Morocco that every member of the
Arab League opposed any military action against Irag, and
that the organization, representing 22 countries, was launch-
ing aninitiativeto arrangeaformulafor returning UN inspec-
torsto Irag, to eliminate the pretext for war.

The Special Case of Saudi Opposition

The Tehran Saudi-lranian meeting occurred on Aug. 4.
Two dayslater, the Washington Post published awidely cir-
culated leak, of a briefing presented to Richard Perle’s De-
fense Policy Board, which defined Saudi Arabia as “the en-
emy.” Thebriefing had taken place July 10, almost one month
earlier. Why did the leak occur on Aug. 6? Among others, a
L ebanese paper, Al Mustagbal, mooted that it was a direct
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response to the Saudi-Iranian joint commitment against the
war, and, more broadly, to the shift in the direction of avast
regional opposition.

The Saudi response to this Pentagon briefing came in a
barrage of press articles, which pointed an accusing finger,
surprisingly, at “growing Christian fundamentalism” inside
the United States. Al-Watan wrote: “ Christian fundamental -
ism is no less dangerous to international peace and security
than extremistsin other religions. Rather itismoredangerous,
especialy if it controls the policy of the United States.” The
Saudi Gazette stated: “ The Christian fundamentalists are en-
couraging American militants to raise a dust of hatred about
Saudi Arabia that has been maintaining an exemplary rela-
tionship with the United States.” And, with reference to the
Defense Policy Board briefing per se, the Gazettewrote: “ The
Saudis value their friendship with the U.S., but they do not
accept such trash.”

Prince Saud al-Faisal dismissed the briefing, given by
Laurent Murawiec (who had once been a member of the
LaRouchemovement, but dropped out in 1990; see preceding
article), as“ridiculous.” In aninterview with Sam Donaldson
and Cokie Roberts on ABC News on Aug. 11, Prince Saud
made three decisive points, each of which destabilizes those
hankering for war. First, he confirmed that Saudi Arabiahad
received 16 al-Qaeda suspects, who had sought refugein Iran,
been identified by the Iranian authorites, and turned over to
the Saudi government in Riyadh on request. Heexplained that
the suspects were in jail, being interrogated, and would be
freed if innocent; jailed, if not. Asked what the point was,
Prince Saud responded: “1’m not trying to make any point. |
am just explaining the facts that exist here, that Iran cooper-
ated with usin handling these prisoners.” Whether or not this
would lead to a softening of the U.S. stance on Iran, he said,
that wasamatter of bilateral relationsbetweenthetwo. “But,”
he added, “it seems to me [Iran’s] cooperation with us has
been very important and very significant in fighting this ter-
rorism.”

The second point dealt with the war against Irag. Roberts
asked: “And in talking about cooperation with Saudi Arabia,
of course one of the areas that is foremost in the minds of
many Americans is the question of attacking Irag. And you
have been quoted as saying that you don’t want U.S. troops
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using Saudi soil to stagetheir attackson Iraqg. | sthat the case?’
And later, more bluntly, she asked, if the United States goes
to war, “can this country put troops on your soil ?’

To which the Saudi Foreign Minister responded, “Well,
under the present circumstances, and with no proof that there
isathreat imminent from Iraq, | don’t think Saudi Arabiawill
joinin. . .thewar. No, | don’t.” TheKingdownwill not allow
itsterritory to be the launching pad for aU.S. attack.

‘TheDog Who Didn’t Bark’

The third point raised related to the infamous Defense
Policy Board briefing itself. Roberts noted that although the
administration had disavowed the policy enunciated by
Rand’s Murawiec, many people in Washington were reas-
sessing U.S.-Saudi relations. The response of Prince Saud
was unexpected: “Well,” he started, “thisisareport made by
somebody who is considered even outlandish to Mr.
LaRouche. So | don’t assumethat what he said will be taken
seriously. The only interesting fact is that it was brought to
theattention of so high acommittee asthe Advisory Commit-
tee for the Department of Defense. That is the only curious
thing about the affair.”

When Roberts pressed that many institutes and publica-
tions had accused the Saudis of supporting suicide bombers,
etc., Prince Saud had recourse to ametaphor: “Isn’t it curious
that these facts, presumed facts, come from study groupsand
think-tanks, rather than from the administration? | think if
there is anything that the President has shown himself ada-
mantly againgt, it was these criminalswho areterrorizing the
international community including Saudi Arabia. How come
the administration is not accusing Saudi Arabia of these
things? Here it reminds me of a story of Sherlock Holmes
where ... he was constantly asking—Sherlock Holmes—
‘Thedogdidn’t bark? Thedog didn’t bark? And peoplewere
curious because, they said, people usualy ask, ‘Why is the
dog barking or not barking? Well, Mr. Laurent—I don’t
know what his second name is—has barked about these
things. What isworrying us, isthose dogsthat haven’t barked.
Andtheinterestinthe story of Sherlock Holmesis, of course,
[that] the dog didn’ t bark because the perpetrator of the crime
was inside the house, not outside the house.”

The interviewer gasped: “ And does that—what does that
mean? Does that mean the perpetrator of the crimeisinside
the White House? Inside the Saudi establishment? What does
that mean?’ Princereplied, “We're asking what Mr. Laurent
has said—has been giving to the committee—which wasthe
largest advisory committee to the Department of Defense.
But we only heard one voice from that committee, which was
Dr. Kissinger, who came out against this study. . . . But we
haven't heard fromtherest.”

Any intelligent viewer would grasp the importance of
Prince Saud’ s conversation. He undermined the credibility of
U.S. claims against Iran, while reconfirming his country’s
cooperation with Tehran; he again said no to thewar; and he
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raised the relevant question, provoked by the Defense Policy
Board story: Is this the policy of that committee? Who in
Washington adheresto it? Why haven’t they been fired?

TheLaRouche Factor

It cannot have goneunnoticed that Saud al-Faisal, brought
up Lyndon LaRouche, who had denounced Murawiec’ s non-
sense—the Prince knew what LaRouche had said, and what
his publicationshad printed on the matter (see EIR, Aug. 16).
LaRouche, not coincidentally, appeared in major Saudi press
organs in the days immediately thereafter. On Aug. 12, the
leading, internationally distributed Saudi daily, Asharq al-
Awsat, ran apiece by Igbal al-Qazwini, on LaRouche’s Eur-
asian Land-Bridge strategy; Al-Watan, one of the largest na
tional dailies inside Saudi Arabia, ran “ Conversations With
Lyndon LaRouche on the Most Dangerous Issues of the
World”; and Al-Watan published an EIR article on
LaRouche' s assessment of Defense Policy Board head Rich-
ard Perl€' sfrustrationswith those U.S. military layers oppos-
ing the Irag war.

No one in Washington or anywhere else could miss the
point of the extensive Saudi coverage of LaRouche, precisely
at that juncture. A senior foreign policy expert in Moscow
spoke to EIR about it on Aug. 14. The laudatory articlesin
the Saudi press, he said, reflect the Saudis' understanding
that LaRouche is an important factional opponent, inside the
United States, of the “war party” within the Bush Adminis-
tration.

“Thispositive coverage of Mr. and Mrs. LaRouche, hasa
lot to do with the growing tensions between the Saudis, and
powerful elements in the Bush Administration, typified by
Donald Rumsfeld,” hesaid. “ The Saudisknow very well what
Mr. LaRouche represents. | see this as a negative message to
Rumsfeld, and otherswho are supporting the attack on Irag.”
From this standpoint, he emphasi zed that the Saudis view the
Murawiec/Rand provocation as more afunction of “ongoing
fightsin the National Security Council and Pentagon,” than
as an immediate threat to the Saudi Kingdom.

TheRussian strategi st emphasi zed that the Saudisarenow
inthemidst of asignificant seriesof policy moves, reconciling
with both Irag and Iran, as part of abroader process of recon-
ciliation within the Arab and Islamic worlds. Further, “You
have to understand, there is a collapse of the foreign policy
of the American Administration, that is now ongoing. The
pricefor an attack on Irag is growing every day, and | really
wonder whether Bush will dare do it. Our information in
Moscow, isthat if the Americans strike at Irag, Colin Powell
will resign, and this will be a severe blow to the administra-
tion. Our reading is also, that Bush will never dare to attack
Irag, without the permission of the Congress, at atimewhen
the Democrats could well bevictoriousinthe November mid-
term elections.”

The word in Washington should be; “Back to the draw-
ing boards!”

International 47



Al-Qazwini also referred to the internal political-eco-
nomic paradox and the turmoil inside the United States, Brit-
ain, and Israel, the three imperial powers that want to wage a

Maj Or SaUdi Coverage war against the world. She emphasized that the Middle East

would be the pivot and a connecting point for all continents

ShOWS IaROUChe ROle on the new development road, if correct economic policies
are adopted. “What is special about LaRouche is his view of
the Arab-Israeli conflict, which is diametrically different from
any other views, because he denounces the fascist policies
of the Israeli army against the Palestinians.” Moreover, she
In the week following the Aug. BVashington Post exposeof ~ continued, “LaRouche, in his political work inside the U.S.,
secret Washington briefings in which Richard Perle’s warexposes not merely the Zionist lobby, but also those he calls
faction targetted Saudi Arabia as an “enemy of the United  the fanatic Christian Zionists. His institution also published a
States,” Saudi press carried much coverage of the “othdsook on the lies around Sept. 11 and their dangerous conse-
American leadership,” Lyndon LaRouche. guences. The authors of the book try to prove that powerful

The London-based Saudi daiksharq Al-Awsat, the  elements from within the U.S. government might be involved
world’s largest Arabic business daily, on Aug. 12 published in these events, considering these events an internal cou
acomprehensive review by Igbal Al-Qazwini (an Iraqi citizen d’état.”

by Hussein Askary

living in Germany) of LaRouche’s Eurasian Land-Bridge as The last part of the article is dedicated to Helga Zepp-
the strategy to save the world economy from the current crisid,aRouche’s German election campaign. “What remains to be
and on Helga Zepp-LaRouche's election campaign for Chan-  said, is that LaRouche’s ideas and those of his institutio

cellor in Germany as a turning point for that country’s politi- are the backbone of the political program of a German party
cal history. That same day, one of the largest national dailies calling itself ‘Citizens Rights Movement Solidarity.” This
inside Saudi Arabiall-Watan, published an op-ed, “Conver- party is preparing to participate in the coming elections. Itis
sations with Lyndon LaRouche onthe Most Dangerous Issues headed by Helga Zepp-LaRouche, the writer and politic:
of the World,” by Dr. Ahmed Al-Kedidi, former Tunisian activist, and also wife of the American economist. Mrs.
diplomat and current professor at the University of Qatar. LaRouche and her party are unique in dealing with the situa
And Al-Watan for Aug. 9 had featured an article ByR's tion in the Middle East with a truthfulness which German
Jeffrey Steinberg which anticipated on the immediate break-  citizens have not been used to—the German citizens wt
ing development noted by the Saudi foreign ministerin a U.Shave been told and reared since Germany lost the war to be
interview. Steinberg gave LaRouche’s assessment of Richard cautious, and even to be afraid of saying anything critic
Perle’s outlook toward the U.S. military as a “Night of the about anything Israeli or Jewish, lest they be called anti-

Long Knives.” Semites.”
' Al-Qazwini concluded her article: “If this party enters the
‘What I's Special About L aRouche German parliament, Germany will have passed a major stage

Igbal Al-Qazwini’s article, “The Eurasian Landbridge, a  in its post-World War 11 history, and would have to rise to a
Silk Road for New Development,” opens by saying: “Calls new and active role in shaping world politics. Today, the
for a new financial system have increased in recent years, in  world stands at a crossroads. Probably, these proposed €
order to face the economic and financial collapse around theomic projects could become the first material nucleus for a
world.” She cites examples of the “two-decades collapse of  dialogue among civilizations, which can pave the way upot
the American real economy.” which the human society could march towards true peace.
“One of the most prominent advocates of a new systemis  Arab and Islamic civilization, which has been acknowledgec
the economist and politician Lyndon LaRouche, a candidatand accredited in history as a bridge between the Greek civili-
for the 2004 Presidential elections. He believes that the solu-  zation and the European Renaissance, could, if it wanted 1
tion is to finance a gigantic project of building a land-bridge resume its prominent position and contribute to changing its
connecting Asia, Africa, and Europe, as a new Silk Road. current condition and build a future of dignity for its peoples.”
LaRouche’s ideas have come under greater light recently,
after the outbreak of the financial scandals and the bankruptcyl he M ost Danger ous | ssues
wave among major U.S. corporations,” she added. After re- Dr. Ahmed Kedidi described his “Conversations with
viewing features of the crisis in terms of LaRouche’s Triple LaRouche onthe Most Dangerous Issues,” in the first of three
Curve function, she added: “From a reading of the hard realarticles inAl-Watan. “I found my friend as | had left him” in
ity, which augurs catastrophe, LaRouche andixecutive 1984, Kedidi wrote, “lively, enthusiastic and with the same
Intelligence Review came to the idea of building a system of alertlooks, despite the 80 years of age which he will celebrate
Eurasian transport networks.” in September. | asked him about the drumbeats that have
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been sounding from the U.S. to attack Irag.” Theauthor cited
LaRouche's answers, from the collapse of the financial-eco-
nomic system, the financial oligarchy controlling the drum-
beat for war, and their plans for redrawing the whole map of
the Middle East; also Senators McCain and Lieberman’srole
as mouthpieces for the oligarchy; and finally the intellectual
ground for the Clash of Civilizations and war party as repre-
sented by Brzezinski, Kissinger, and Huntington.

Kedidi gave LaRouche’ sview of the objective behind the
Sept. 11 attacksas pushing the United Statesinto awar against
Idam, from Iraq to Iran, Syria, Lebanon, Saudi Arabia, and
soforth. “ Theresult of thesewars, according to thewar party,
would bethe destruction of thenew bridgesbeing built among
China, India, Russia, and Pakistan, and toisolate Central Asia
and reshape the Middle East.”

Kedidi citesLaRouche, “ The world today urgently needs
aninternational devel opment based onacommunity of princi-
ple, thewhich | have been fighting for for half acentury. The
world today is divided between developed and rich nations
withasmall population, and popul ated poor nations. . . thisis
a‘'molotov cocktail’ ready toexplode. . . . And, unfortunately,
those hawks are trying to light the wick.”

Steinberg’ sanalysisfor Al Watan, written beforethe“ get
Saudi Arabia” Pentagon briefing was exposed, was entitled,
“HeadsWill Roll, but WhoseHeads?” It described thefrustra
tion of Defense Policy Board members over American mili-
tary leaders opposition to their planned war on Iraq, opposi-
tion that includes the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
“Themembersof the DPB threatened that * many headswould
have to roll’ in order to ignite the war against Irag,” Stein-
berg reported.

“Lyndon LaRouche,” Steinberg wrote, “announced that
Richard Perl€e’' sbehavior and that of the members of the DPB
reminded him of the Adolf Hitler's circles, who targetted
German military leadersfor liquidation who were opposed to
Hitler's crazy war plans. General von Schleicher, who was
German Chancellor beforeHitler’ selectionin 1933, wasactu-
ally assassinated by the Nazi Party due to his public opposi-
tionto the Nazi war propaganda. LaRouche asked: ‘ Are Perle
and his friends proposing to assassinate American military
leaders? ”

Steinberg gave many exampl es of the growing opposition
insidetheU.S. military against the proposed war against Irag,
and that they prefer the continuation of the* containment pol-
icy.” He cited warnings that a war against Irag now would
create a series of grave crises in many parts of the world,
especialy in the Islamic and Arab states. He concluded the
article, describing the nightmare of thetop U.S. military lead-
ership—Ariel Sharon. “The military leaders are convinced
that Sharon is against any peace plan, and that he would find
thefirst excusetotrigger awar intheregion, inorder tojustify
the forced transfer of 2-3 million Palestinians from the West
Bank and Gaza to Jordan. Sharon would start that war the
minutetheU.S. startsitsmilitary operationsagainst Iraq. The
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Lyndon LaRouche waswidely covered not only in Saudi Arabiain
early August, but elsewherein the Mideast aswell; here, Turkey's
Y arin newspaper carried several analyses by LaRouche associates
inoneissue.

coincidence of the U.S. attack against Iraq, and Israel’s war
against Syria, Lebanon, and the Pal estinians, would convince
the Arab and Muslim world that the U.S. and Israeli are con-
spiring against |slam.”

Steinberg’ s conclusion went to the heart of the U.S. lead-
ership fight, in which LaRouche is centrally engaged, and
which vitally concerns Al Watan's readers: “Richard Perle
and his cohorts at the Defense Policy Board were right when
they said that ‘heads will have to roll.” Far better that it is
their heads that roll, and that President Bush stands up to the
pressures of these lunatics.”
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New Rabin Option For
Israel, or Another War?

by Dean Andromidas

Haifa mayor Amram Mitzna' s newly-announced challenge
for theleadership of Isragl’ s Labor Party represents adesper-
ate attempt to bring together a pro-peace opposition to head
off Israel Prime Minister Ariel Sharon’s new Middle East
war. At a press conference in Tel Aviv on Aug. 13, Mitzna
declared that Sharon “is leading us to a disaster. Nothing
he is doing on security and economic issues is getting us
anywhere. That's why so many citizens have lost all hope.
... Thereisnotimetolose. Wemust, without delay or precon-
ditions, start talks with the Pal estinians, so that the two sides
can return to the path of peace.”

Mitzna, a retired general of the Israeli Defense Forces
(IDF)—as was Labor Party Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin,
killed in 1995—is committed to a two-state solution to the
| sraeli-Pal estinian conflict, whichwouldinclude turning over
all of the Gaza Strip and 95% of the West Bank tothe Pal estin-
ians, and even uprooting some of the Jewish settlements, if
necessary. He calls it impossible that the Israel invests “20
times’ more in the settlements than in other development
towns.

The former soldier supports unilateral withdrawal: “If
there is no partner, then we will have to take unilateral steps
for security separation. A unilateral move is obviously less
good than a peace agreement, but it would bring us security
separation and a security border. The world will then have to
advance Palestinian society, and a new diplomatic horizon
and peaceagreement will betheeventual result.” Thisrelative
sanity isMitzna s alternativeto “force, moreforce, and more
force” in the conflict with the Palestinians. But he promised
not to let up in the battle against terror. “We will continue to
strike at terror and to use every meansto destroy it.”

By changing Israel’ s security situation from Sharon’sdi-
sastrous war-making, Mitzna wants to “bring back foreign
investors, tourists, and to get the wheels of the Israeli econ-
omy turning again. . . . As someone who cares deeply about
the country’ s future, | decided | could no longer wait on the
sidewhileit fallsthrough our hands. The security situationis
getting worse every day. Every day, more people are losing
their jobs, there are more peoplewith lessfood in their refrig-
erators, and more people have nothing to look forward to.”

Sharon Government’sWar-Fever Campaign

Although elections are not scheduled until November
2003, that date could bemoved upto next January, asSharon’s
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New Labor Party
leadership candidate
Amran Mitzna.

government could collapse if the Knesset (parliament) votes
down the 2003 budget in October. On Nov. 19, the Labor
Party will hold its primaries to determine its leadership and
Prime Minister candidate. Mitznais being seen asawelcome
alternative to current Party Chairman and Israeli Defense
Minister, Benjamin Ben-Eliezer, who shares Sharon’ swaist-
line and his hard-line policies. New polls show that Mitzna
could get 52% of the Labor Party primary votes.

On Aug. 13, when Mitzna announced his candidacy,
Sharon and his generals launched a propaganda campaign
aimed at preparing the Israeli population for military—in-
cluding nuclear—strikes against Irag. The government initi-
ated adebate, with banner headlinesinthelsragl press, onthe
need for mass smallpox inoculation of the entire population,
in case Iraq fires biological weapons of mass destruction.
The Defense Ministry has announced the mass distribution of
Lugol’ slodinetabletsfor protection against radiation poison-
ing, in caseof a" dirty nuclear bomb” attack. Wild allegations
are being made that Iraq could be financing “mega-terror”
attacks to come, by Palestinian organizations.

Israeli commentator Meron Benvenisti, in Ha'aretz on
Aug. 15, exposed Sharon’ sreal intentions. “ Fanning anxiety
with reports of ‘Home Front readiness’ are not about ‘ defen-
sive’ measures. They are about declarations by the Sharon
government that ‘ thistime I sragl will certainly respond to any
Iragi attack.” The worsethe hysterical fear of an NBC attack
.. .themorepressurewill riseto‘ stick it’ to Saddam Hussein,
whether it is necessary or not. . .. The warnings about the
destructive ramifications of an attack on Irag for the entire
Middle East are not deterring |srael—they are encouraging
it.. . .AnAmericanassault onlragandan|sragli involvement,
evenif only symbolic, leadsto the collapse of the Hashemite
regimein Jordan. | srael executestheold * Jordanian option'—
expelling hundreds of thousands of Palestinians across the
Jordan River.” Benvenisti concluded that Americashould be
“warned that an assault on Irag could unleash ethnic cleansing
of the Palestinians. Nobody should be allowed to say they
weren't warned.”
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Growing Support for New Alter native

Support for Mitzna has come from key Labor leaders,
including Tel Aviv mayor Ron Huldai; Culture and Science
Minister Matan Vilnai, also a retired General; Yoss Katz,
an important Labor party Knesset member from Haifa;, and
northern Israel party bossYisragl Savyon. Even Y ossi Beilin,
the architect of the Olso accords, said that Haim Ramon, the
other party candidate, would most likely pull out of therace
and support Mitzna. One of Labor’'s founding fathers, 96-
year-old Yitzhak Ben Aharon, declared his support: “If we
areableto present aclear candidatewho speaksfrom theheart
and who people can believe can be counted on, it will only
strengthenthecountry.” Ben Aharon, who had beenaminister
in David Ben-Gurion’s 1960s government, had announced
his resignation from the party, declaring that it had lost its
way by joining Sharon’s government. He pronounced Ben-
Eliezer and Ramon “ not the people who are able to turn over
anew leaf with regardto Israeli society and our relationswith
the outside world.”

Onesenior |sraeli peace camp leader told EIRthat itistoo
early to be over-optimigtic, since it is not clear that Mitzna
could beat Sharon or the other Likud front-runner, Benjamin
“Bibi” Netanyahu. But he added, “Even if he doesn’t win, a
real opposition is finally forming. ... Everyone is talking
about Mitzna, and theright wingistotally freaked out.” Those
backing Mitznanot only want to start talks with the Palestin-
ians, but arevery nervousabout an Iraqwar. Thisnervousness
isbeing felt in the military-security establishment.

A senior military source who knows Mitzna told EIR of
“The Mitzna Affair” of 1982 during the Lebanon War. At a
meeting of senior Israeli military officers convened by then-
Defense Minister Ariel Sharon at Paratrooper House, Amram
Mitzna stood up and called upon Sharon to resign because of
hishandling of thewar. “Y ou haveto be pretty courageousto
dosomethinglikethat,” thesourcesaid. Mitznaresigned from
thelDFin 1982, over Sharon’ s speech denouncing theforma-
tion of a commission of inquiry into the Sabra and Shatila
massacre in Lebanon. But Mitzna s resignation was not ac-
cepted by the Chief of Staff, despite Sharon’sdemand that he
be cashiered; instead, Sharon was thrown out of the govern-
ment and declared unfit to ever be Defense Minister again.
Sharon has not forgotten “The Mitzna affair,” nor has he
forgiven Mitzna

The'Intifada General’

Although Mitzna was close to dain Prime Minister
Yitzhak Rabin, heisnot well liked by former Prime Minister
Ehud Barak. In February 2001, a few days before Barak re-
signed as Prime Minister, Mitzna wrote an open letter de-
manding that Barak |eave office. Thisfollowed Barak’ sfiasco
at Camp David, and hisattempt toinvite Sharoninto anational
unity government.

Mitznawascalled the” Intifadageneral,” becausehecom-
manded Isragli troops in the West Bank in 1987, during the
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first Intifada. Criticized at thetime by theright astoo soft, and
by theleft astoo hard-line, Mitznaresigned as commander in
1989 after asearch-and-arrest mission led to the death of four
Palestinians and the wounding of 12 others.

Israel needs a leader who can not only pull together left
and right, but who can aso bridge the gap between secular
and ultra-Orthodox. Hemust al so addressthe desperate needs
of Israel’ sArab community, caught between arock andahard
place since the beginning of the Intifada. Having been Mayor
of Haifa, Israel’s third-largest city, for amost ten years,
Mitznamay well be prepared for thistask. Haifaisunique, in
that it is an important port and industrial center and a Labor
party stronghold, and represents across-section of Isragli so-
ciety, with secular and Orthodox Jewsand alarge Arab popu-
lation. As mayor, Mitzna has forged a coalition that includes
the Labor party, the religious parties, and Hadash, the pro-
communist and overwhelmingly Arab political movement.
He even has support from city councilmen from the Likud.

But winning Labor Party leadership will be easier than
beating Sharon or Netanyahu. While Sharon is responsible
for the horrendous security situation—with now over 600
Israelis having been killed, mostly civilians—the polls say
that Sharon’sLikud party isexpected beat L abor by aconsid-
erable margin. Nonetheless, if Mitzna replaces Ben-Eliezer
as head of the party, “They will have a choice,” says one
leader. This source pointed that Mitzna' sconnection between
the need for peace, and reviving the collapsing Israeli econ-
omy, iscrucial, including regional economic projects.

In the coming weeks, Mitzna's candidacy will be inter-
secting a social explosion caused by the impoverishment of
broad sections of the population, which Sharon’s war and
killer budget will make even worse. In September, during the
month of al theimportant Jewish holidays, the mediawill be
filled with stories of how thousandsof Isragliswill not beable
to buy all the special food for the celebrations. Thus, when
the K nesset reconvenesin October to debatethekiller budget,
saysthissource, “there’ Il beasocial explosion; it will be just
too much for peopleto bear.”

A senior member of the peace camp cautioned that
Sharon, with the backing of thewar party in Washington, may
launch his war before Isragl goes to elections. And if war is
forestalled, can Mitzna succeed, where Rabin lost his life,
challenging the right wing, the settlement enterprise, and the
fascistideology it ispremised on?Hischancesof successhere
dependsagreat deal on what happensin Washington.

To reach us on the Web:
www.larouchepub.com
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Sharon’s ‘Squadristi’
Launch Anti-Arab Pogrom

by Dean Andromidas

Radical Isragli settlers, the fascist squadristi of Israeli Prime
Minister Ariel Sharon, have begun to launch anti-Pal estinian
pogroms. On July 28 in the West Bank city of Hebron,
Jewish settlersran riot throughout the city, which was under
strict curfew, firing Army-issued M-14 assault rifles, break-
ing into Palestinians' homes, destroying cars, and looting
shops. A 14-year-old Palestinian girl was shot dead and her
brother wounded when the settlersfired indiscriminately into
Palestinian homes. Even Israeli soldiers and police were
brutally assaulted when they tried to bring the riot under
control.

Therampage occurred during the funeral march for asol-
dier, Elazar Liebowitz, who had been killed in a Palestinian
attack two days before. Liebowitz had been aresident in one
of the Jewish enclaves in Hebron, one of the West Bank’s
largest cities. These enclaves, along with the settlement of
Kiryat Arbajust outside the city, are the center of the most
radical fascist settlers. It is from here that Dr. Baruch
Goldstein, in 1994, killed at | east 26 Pal estiniansat amosque,
andthesewerethe same settlerswho helpedincite Yigal Amir
to assassinate Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin.

‘No Provocation From the Palestinians

An eyewitnessreport by Cal. (res.) Moshe Givati, an ad-
viser to Public Security Minister Uzi Landau, in the daily
Ha'aretz, was hair-raising. He called the riot “a pogrom
against the Arabs of Hebron, with no provocation on the Pal-
estinian side.” He had attended the funeral in his capacity as
liaison between the settlers and the Ministry of Public Se-
curity.

Givati said that violence began when a group of Jewish
youthsinvaded a Pal estinian housein the city and burned and
vandalized its possessions. Police and border patrol arrested
three youths, including two of the dead soldier’ s brothers.

Givati said that “there were 20 or 30 people, who were
mostly not from Hebron,” and that he suspected the thugs
were from outposts in the area of Itamar and Yitzhar. “For
some reason they wereall carrying Army-issue weapons, and
they charged into the Palestinian houses. That's when the
fracas began. | saw everything from very close range. There
werelong bursts of fire by the Israglis—into the air and at the
houses. . . . Dozens of thugs, including youths from Hebron,
burst into Arab houses for no reason. They broke windows,
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destroyed property, and threw stones. These people were
there for the purpose of making apogrom. . . . Police officers
were beaten.” In Givati’s view, the police and Army “were
too restrained. Considering the events, much more force
should have been used. We cannot allow such harm to the
rule of law. It's inconceivable that soldiers and police be
cursed that way.”

Colonel Givati’ srage against these settlersisnot unique;
thevast majority of |sraglis seethese particular settlersasthe
murderers of Prime Minister Rabin. Givati was dismissed as
commander of the Hebron Brigade at the end of the 1980s,
because he was using helicopters to hunt down Palestinians,
in the same way that poachers hunt down wild animals in
Africa. But for Givati and others on the right, the “rule of
law” reserves such operations for the military and the state.
If Sharon’'s squadristi are allowed to run rampant, then the
whole facade of the “legality” of official Israeli actions
would collapse.

This does not say that these thugs are not supported by
official circles. On the contrary, the Israeli Defense Forces
(IDF) high command, which was in charge of securing the
funeral march in conjunction with the settlers, seemsto have
played an ambiguousrole.

“Thelsragli forcesin thefield are prepared to defend the
Jewish settlement area from attacks by the Palestinians, but
they find it difficult to defend those that the Jews themselves
attack,” a senior commander in Hebron was quoted saying.
Not one settler has been charged in this riot, even though
Israeli police officers and soldiers had been brutally beaten.

U.S. Official’s Step-Son Beaten

Another reason for Givati’s outrage could be because of
thediplomatic fallout caused by thisanti-Arab pogrom, espe-
cialy given that one of the victimswas Benjamin Lowry, the
step-son of U.S. Undersecretary of Defense Dov Zakheim.
Lowry was a photographer who was in Hebron at the time,
working on a project on life in mixed cities. According to a
report in the Aug. 1 Ha'aretz, “Lowry was on the edges of
thefuneral procession when two kippa-wearing thugswalked
up to him and forbade him to photograph. Lowry didn’t man-
ageto get aword out when afist landed in hisface and one of
his valuable cameras was ripped from his neck and smashed
to pieces. An [Isragli] policeman who tried to get him into
one of the alleyways, out of trouble, ran for hisown lifewhen
adozen settlersjoined in on the rumble against the photogra-
pher. Lowry was knocked to the ground, kicked in the ribs
and head. Someone grabbed the camera straps around his
neck and began strangling him.” He was eventually rescued
when soldiers arrived.

Itisnot clear whether Zakheim will tell his colleagues at
the Pentagon, such as Deputy Defense Secretary Paul
Wolfowitz, apromoter of aClash of Civilizations, “athing or
two about akind of terror that the conservativesinthebuilding
probably know nothing about,” asHa' aretz put it.
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IDF generals, and threaten the breakdown of society.

The Sharon Connection

Thesefanaticsareoften referred to asthe” lunatic fringe,”
and even the broader settlers movement often distancesitsel f
from them. But this is a dangerous assumption. This was
underscored by Yoel Marcus, in Ha'aretz on Aug. 2 in a
commentary entitled “A Green Light for the Next Murder.”
“These people,” he wrote, “the likes of whom we also saw
thisweek in Hebron, running wild and coming to blowswith
Israeli policemen, go from funeral to funeral spreading fear
and panic, and most of all hatred. They are referred to as
the ‘lunatic fringe,” but in practice, they set the tone. They
terrorizethe state and their impact on the national atmosphere
threatens | sragl’ s democratic character.”

Reminding hisreaders of the assassination of Prime Min-
ister Rabin, Marcuswrote, “ The atmosphere of today iseven
more poisoned than it wasin the last month of Rabin’s life.
The poster of Rabin in an SS uniform held aloft at Zion
Square; the non-stop personal incitements of Prof. Hillel
Weiss of the Professors for a Strong | srael who explored the
possibility of prosecuting Rabin as a traitor—in the end, all
produced amurderer.” Marcus concluded that itisintolerable
that “this minority should infect an entire nation with itsmes-
sianic disease, and use freedom of expression and the weak-
ness of the law enforcement system to give agreen light for
the next murder.”

Sharon’ s squadristi areideologically controlled by anet-
work of extremist fascist rabbis such as Moshe Levinger,
founder of theradical settlersmovement Gush Emunim. Lev-
inger is the founder and resident rabbi at the Hebron settle-
ments. His son was arrested in April for participating in an
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Fromthe*“ lunatic fringe” which murdered Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin in 1995—the

crime against the Israeli nation for which the responsible forces have never been
investigated or punished—fascist crimes are now being committed which appall even

attempt to bomb a Palestinian girls school
(see “Jewish Terror Plot in East Jerusa-
lem,” EIR, May 31, 2002). Levinger
worked closely with Sharon for over three
decades, building settlementsinsidetheoc-
cupied territories.

Sharon controls this grouping through
his man on the scene, Z€' ev Hever, whom
he refers to as “my friend, Zambish.” In
December 2001, Sharon presented Hever
with the“Menachem Begin Award.” They
meet severa times a week to discuss the
Jewish settlements, a practice they have
kept for over 15 years.

In 1982, Hever was sent to prison as
amember of the infamous Jewish Under-
ground terrorist organization, which tar-
getted Palestinian political figures for as-
sassination. One of its members, an Air
Force pilot, was arrested in the 1980s for
planning to destroy the al-Haram, al-Sha-
rif/ Temple Mount by flying a plane full
of explosivesinto oneof Islam’ smost holy
sites, the al-Agsa Mosque, atop al-Haram
a-Sharif. Hever spent 11 months in prison for attempted
murder, after he and his accomplices tried to plant a bomb
under the car of amember of the Palestinian National Guid-
ance Committee. He lives in the Kiryat Arba settlement,
outside of Hebron, which was home to mass-murderer Bar-
uch Goldstein. This settlement is the headquarters of the so-
caled lunatic fringe.

Hever isareligious Zionist and close to Rabbi Levinger.
While the latter is of the first generation of Israeli fascists,
Hever, 48 yearsold, is of the second, and is now responsible
for the rising third generation, which conducted the pogrom
in Hebron. He is the secretary general of Amana, the settle-
ment arm of Gush Emunim, and is responsible for al the
illegal settlement activity. According to media reports, noth-
ing happens in the settlements unless Hever approves. This
includes al the so-called outposts, which are manned by the
lunatic fringe. Forty-four of these outposts have been created
since Sharon came to power.

Danny Y atom, former head of the Mossad, told Ha' aretz,
“If you don't pay attention, he builds new roads without au-
thorization of the head of Central Command, andif hedoesn’t
get authorization, hetriesto create facts on the ground.”

Although Hever is said to stay in the shadows, he is the
most powerful leader on the Y esha Council of settlements.
Uri Elizut, the editor of Nekuda, the journal of the Yesha
Council,toldHa’ aretzon July 12, “When hespeaks, everyone
listens quietly.”

Selling to the Enemy
Only a few weeks before the pogrom, Isragli authorities
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arrested a network of soldiers who sold over 50,000 rounds
of ammunition to Palestinian militants. The soldiers were
from the settlements of Adura and Telem, also outside of
Hebron. These settlements were initiated by Sharon in 1982,
who deployed members of Betar, a right-wing organization
linked to the Sharon’s Likud party, to occupy them. The Ad-
ura settlement was the site of a Palestinian attack earlier this
year, which |eft three settlers dead and several wounded.

Some of the arrested soldiers were indicted for driving
Palestinian vehiclesthrough Isragli checkpointsfor $20 ave-
hicle. Did those vehicles contain explosives or suicide
bombers?

Those arrested were all reservists or on active duty, in-
cluding one major, and were from elite units, including the
paratroopers. One was a member of the Border Patrol. Their
arrest reportedly sent shock waves throughout the settle-
ments, asit is possible that Israelis who have been killed or
wounded could have been hit with ammunition supplied by
members of the same settlements.

Oneobviousimplication of thiscaseisthat | sraeli extrem-
ists, starting with Sharon, are encouraging Palestinian vio-
lence for their own political purposes. Sharon provokes Ha-
mas to undertake terror attacks, and when he came to power,
he told the settlers, “Israel will do things that we will never
admit to” in order to crush the Palestinians.

It has not been learned whether those arrested are linked

to Sharon’ s squadristi; the details of the cases are till under
wraps. Nonetheless, the case reflects the intense corruption
and criminality that i s spreading throughout I sraeli society as
aresult of Sharon’swar of attrition. One Israeli intelligence
source pointed to the degeneration of Isragli society because
of the war and impoverishment. “Under these conditions,
where we have one of the most corrupt governments ever,
peoplewill begindoingthingslikethis. Look, if you' reunem-
ployed, $20 for driving a car through a checkpoint is a lot
of money.”

Thisisreflected in the two settlements themselves. Both
are inhabited by who support Sharon’s hard-line policies.
Somewerestill suffering from thewounds of previous Pales-
tinian attacks. Y et these two settlements, like many others,
areon the verge of collapse, not because of the security situa-
tion, but because economically they are failures. Most of the
residentshaveleft, and are seeking work within | srael proper.
Those who remain, have jobs that are related to maintaining
the settlements, such as municipal and medical workers, and
are subsidized by the government. Most of the young people,
who seenofuturein“ settling theland” of Greater Israel, have
also left.

UnlessSharonisstopped, thesituation can only get worse.
In the shadow of an American attack on Irag, Sharon will
deploy his army and squadristi to force al the Palestinians
out of the West Bank.
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of Genocide.”
Israeli government reaction to the report was swift. The
IsraelidailyHa’ aretzreported on Aug. 7 that Israeli Maj. Gen.

. Amos Gilad, Israel’'s coordinator of activities in the occupied
U.S. Report FlIldS Human territories, protested that there is no hunger there. Demonstra-

ting that he is a candidate for a war crimes tribunal, Gilad told

DlsaSter m PaleStlne the Israeli Knesset Foreign Affairs and Defense Committee,

“l say there is no hunger in the territories. Hunger is when
by Mary Jane Freeman and there is a lack of basic commodities. Hunger is when people
Dean Andromidas have swollen bellies and fall over dead. There is no hunger

now.” Gilad's adviser, Dr. Yaakov Eldar, attempted to dis-
credit the report by asserting that Palestinians were involved

A “humanitarian emergency” exists in the West Bank and in the surveys, and therefore the report has a bias.
Gaza Strip, is the conclusion of the Aug. 5 U.S. Agency for  The USAID report, “Preliminary Findings of the Nutri-
International Development (USAID) report, which contains  tional Assessmentand Sentinel Surveillance System for Wes
the “preliminary findings” of a survey of more than 2,000 Bank and Gaza,” is the initial compilation of data collected
Palestinian households. But the survey—whose purpose was beginning in June 2002. The USAID’s West Bank/Gaza Mi
to uncover the extent of food shortages and humanitariasion, in coordination with Johns Hopkins University School
needs “since the onset of the second Intifadainthe WestBank  of Public Health, CARE International’'s Emergency Medica
and Gaza Strip (WBGS) beganin September 2000"—actuallyssistance Program, and Al Quds University in Jerusalem,
shows that a policy of deliberate genocide has been imposed have used their collective expertise in the fields of publ
onthe citizensinthe occupied territories by the Israeli governhealth and humanitarian aid to devise a “three-component
ment of Ariel Sharon. Israel's war against Palestine has nutritional assessment” comprised of household, market, ar
brought an already fragile economy to a halt, resulting inclinic surveys. Itis designed to “assess the causes of malnutri-
conditions of slow death. tion and anemia” so as to pinpoint areas of strategic interven-

Inthe broadestterms, the initial data document that nearlyion to alleviate the distress. To complement this, due to “the
55% of Palestinian children, ages 6 months to 5 years, suffer  curfews, road closures,” and movement “restrictions place
from either acute or chronic malnutrition, varying in degreeon . . . the Palestinian population,” a “sentinel surveillance
from severe to moderate to mild, while almost 20% of children system” was initiated to “measure humanitarian health indi-
and 11% of childbearing-age women have severe or moderatators including food security.” The current report does not
anemia throughout the region. The direct correlation of these  yetinclude data from the clinical survey, which will be com-
conditions to the Israeli war drive is explicit in the report. pleted at the end of August, nor final data from the household
The "WBGS, and especially the Gaza Strip, face a distinct ~ and market surveys, which will continue into early Septem-
humanitarian emergency in regards to acute, moderate, and ber. A final report is expected in September.
severe malnutrition,” which is exacerbated by Israeli military
“curfews, incursions, border closures, and checkpoints’/Acuteand Chronic Malnutrition
which disrupt supplies of food. The reader is reminded that the root cause of this unfold-

In EIR's July 19, 2002 expdséSharon’s Collective Pun- ing disaster of hunger is the denial of economic development,
ishment: A War Crime,” we documented that between June condition imposed by Israel’s continuous occupation of the
19 and 24, at the height of Israeli incursions, curfews, and Palestinian territories, and now exacerbated by the brutal w:
sieges of just seven of the most populated towns and cities afonditions. Taking the current results of 1,000 households
the region, more than 1.4 million Palestinians were confined. surveyed throughout the West Bank/Gaza Strip, evaluatin
Supplies of essential services were cut off, and access to pottie “most vulnerable groups”—i.e., women and children—
ble water and medical aid was halted. Also in June, the UN  and utilizing a“three-stage stratified random sampling” along
World Food Program reported that because of a collapsedith internationally accepted medical standards, the USAID
economy resulting from Israeli security operations, food aid report shows that cumulatively 54.5% of Palestinian children
was needed for 800,000 Palestinians in the West Bank, Hédrom 6 months to 5 years of age suffer from either acute or
bron, Jenin, and Nablus alone. World Bank estimates are that ~ chronic malnutrition, which includes severe, moderate, ar
50-60% of Palestinians now live in poverty; i.e., on incomemild cases of malnutrition. “Acute malnutrition or wasting
of less than $2 a day. reflects inadequate nutrition in the short term period immedi-

The USAID data now add to an indictment of Prime Min- ately preceding the survey.” Whereas “chronic malnutrition
ister Sharon for his willful infliction of “conditions of life or stunting,” indicates a “past growth failure, implying a state
calculated to bring about [the] physical demise in whole oroflongerterm. . . undernutrition.” The chronic form can lead
in part” of a target group, expressly prohibited by the 1951  to serious growth and development delays.
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime Tablelshowsthatforchildren 6 monthsto 5 years old, for
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TABLE 1
Children 6 Months to 5 Years With Acute or
Chronic Malnutrition

(Percent)

West Bank Gaza Strip WBGS*
Acute cases, mild to severe 16.1 27 22.3
Chronic cases, mild to severe 25.9 37.3 32.3

*West Bank and Gaza Strip combined

Source: EIR analysis of USAID Aug. 5, 2002 report, “Preliminary Findings of
the Nutritional Assessment and Sentinel Surveillance System for West Bank
and Gaza.”

severe, moderate, and mild cases, across the WBGS region,
cumulatively 22.3% suffer from acute malnutrition and
32.3% from the chronic form. Of the 22.3% acute cases in
WBGS, 9.3% aremoderateto severe cases, which “isconsid-
ered an emergency by most humanitarians and public health
officias,” the USAID report notes. In just the Gaza Strip the
moderateto severe casesarewell abovethisemergency norm,
standing at 13.2%.

A breakout by each area of the cumulative incidentsis a
grim picture. Within the Gaza Strip alonetherate of incidents
of the acute form is 27% for al types, or 3.8% severe, 9.4%
moderate, and 13.8% mild. In the West Bank, acute cases
total 16.1%, or 0.2% severe, 4.1% moderate, and 11.8% mild.
But it isthelonger term chronic malnutrition statistics which
reveal theimpact of Isragl’ snew Isragli Defense Forces chief
Moshe Ya alon’s“war of attrition” strategy.

Chronic casesaccount for nearly one-third of the children
surveyed in the WBGS. If we look at the rate of incidencein
each area, we see the makings of a holocaust. Chronic or
stunting casesin the Gaza Strip totaled 37.3% of the children
surveyed, with 7.9% severe, 9.6% moderate, and 19.8% mild.
In the West Bank, total cases constituted 25.9%, with 2.9%
severe, 5% moderate, and 18% mild.

Another metric used in the survey was the incidence of
anemiafound in children and women in the WBGS. Anemia
is a by-product of malnutrition which can cause impaired
learning and growth (in children), low birth weight and/or
premature infants, fatigue and diminished physical and men-
tal activity (in adults), and decreased immunity from infec-
tious diseases (all ages). The report found, to date, “Nearly
one-fifth of Palestinian children (6 months to 5 years) are
moderately and/or severely anemic” acrossthewholeWBGS.
Specifically, cumulatively 19.7% suffer from severe or mod-
erate anemia. If one addsto this the number of “mild” cases
of anemia in these children, then cumulatively an incredible
43.8% of WBGS children suffer from anemia (see Table 2).
Anemiawas aso measured in women ages 15to 49 years. In
theWBGS cumulatively, 10.9% of women suffer from severe
to moderate anemia. Add this to the number of “mild” cases,
and the percentage shoots up to 48.6% (see Table 3).
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TABLE 2
Children 6 Months to 5 Years With Anemia

(Percent)

West Bank Gaza Strip WBGS*
Severe 0.5 0.2 0.3
Moderate 20.4 18.7 194
Mild 22.8 25.2 24.1
Total 43.7 44.1 43.8
*West Bank and Gaza Strip combined
Source: EIR analysis of USAID Aug. 5, 2002 report.
TABLE 3
Women 15to 49 years With Anemia
(Percent)

West Bank Gaza Strip WBGS*
Severe 0.1 0.4 0.3
Moderate 9.4 11.6 10.6
Mild 34.3 40.8 37.7
Total 43.8 52.8 48.6

*West Bank and Gaza Strip combined
Source: EIR analysis of USAID Aug. 5, 2002 report.

| DF Operations Disrupt Food Supplies

The purpose of the nutritional assessment “market sur-
vey” isto “evaluate whether staple foods of the Palestinian
diet were available in the marketpl ace”— comparing month-
over-month supplies—and to “identify significant causes” of
disruptions of food stuffsto retail and wholesal e businesses.
The U.S. researchersfound that the availability of foodstuffs
wasinsufficient. Dairy products, particularly powdered milk
and products for infants, were lacking in half the food shops,
with asevere shortagein the Gaza Strip. A total of 800 retail-
ers and wholesalers across the WBGS were surveyed, in a
two-stage stratified random sampleincluding urban, largevil -
lage, refugee camp, and small village establishments.

The survey found that during June 2002—at the height
of the Jenin and Ramallah sieges—* significant marketplace
disruptionsforwholesalersandretailers’ resulted from | sragli
military actions. For example, 52% of West Bank wholesale
disruptions were due to road closures and checkpoints, and
34% dueto Israeli incursions and curfews. In Gaza, the num-
berswere bigger: 63% of wholesale disruptionswere aresult
of border closures, 18% dueto road closuresand checkpoints,
and 15% from IDF incursions. Gaza Strip retail outlets re-
ported similar figures, although they suffered a higher rate of
food supply disruptions due to IDF incursions and curfews
(20%) than in the West Bank (see Figure 1).

From the “sentinel surveillance system” data collected

EIR August 23, 2002



FIGURE 1
Gaza Strip Retail Outlets,
Causes of Disruptions in Food Supply

3% Other

20%
IDF incursions/
and curfews

60%
Border
closures

17%
Road closures
and checkpoints

Source: USAID Aug. 5, 2002 report, "Preliminary Findings of the Nutritional
Assessment and Sentinel Surveillance System for West Bank and Gaza."

FIGURE 2

West Bank/Gaza Strip,
Reasons for Decreased Food Intake

2% No food in market

33%
IDF Curfews

65%
Lack of money

Source: USAID Aug. 5, 2002 report.

from 1,280 households, a clear picture of reduced food con-
sumptionemerged. “ Throughout all districtsof WBGS56.6%
reported that the amount of food eaten by household members
had decreased for more than one day during the previoustwo
weeks' surveyed. Of the households reporting this, “two-
thirds cited lack of money and one-third cited curfews/clo-
suresasthereasons’ (seeFigure2). Intheeight-week period
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FIGURE 3

West Bank/Gaza Strip,
Percent of Homes Denied a Healthy Diet

80—
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20—
0
Meat, fish, Bread, potato, Milk and milk Fruits and
chicken rice products vegetables

Source: USAID Aug. 5, 2002 report.

for this data, food prices did not change. Y et, 53% of house-
holds were forced to borrow money to get food, while 17%
wereforced to sell assetsto buy food! Theserateswerehigher
in varioustowns, ranging from 88.8% to 70% for borrowing,
and 41% to 32% forced to sell belongings.

Lastly, the study confirms that the “inability to purchase
high-protein foods is consistent with the diminished protein
consumption” data of the household and market surveys de-
tailed above. A high-proteindiet isessential to correct anemia
andmalnutrition. Y et, Figur e 3 showsthat 69% of households
surveyed bought less meat, fish, and chicken, while 58% pur-
chased less milk and milk products, 62% had less fruit and
vegetables, and almost a third (32.3%) couldn’'t even buy
bread, rice, and potatoes. The wartime causes of food supply
disruptionsdescribed above* affected key high-protein food”
consumption, especially “infant formula and powdered
milk,” the report concludes.

The situation could be reversed if immediate action were
taken. USAID notes, “Today’s acute malnutrition . . . will
be tomorrow’s chronic malnutrition . . . unless a variety of
interventions—economic, political, and health-rel ated’—are
made. The Sharon government’s intentional “starvation of
civilians as a method of warfare” and willful “impeding of
relief supplies,” all in violation of the Geneva Conventions,
must cease, and full-scale economic development projects
must be launched, to halt this holocaust.
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John McCain: Are His
Backers Out of Prison?

by Jeffrey Steinberg, Richard Freeman, and Anton Chaitkin

On Oct. 15, 1982, President Ronald Reagan signed into law  totally beholden to junk bond swindler Charles Keating fo
the Depository Institutions Deregulation and Monetary Con-his political fortunes. When the S&L scandal exploded and
trol Act, otherwise known as “Garn-St Germain,” after the Federal prosecutors were breathing down Keating's neck, it
principal Congressional sponsors. As a direct result of thisvas McCain who tried to bully Federal regulators into back-
disastrous deregulation legislation, within the span of a de-  ing off. While the affair became known as the “Keating Five”
cade, asmall, tightly organized network of financial pirates—scandal, none of the other members of the Senate and House
many with close ties to the Meyer Lansky National Crime  implicated in the ethics violations, were as closely tied to
Syndicate—would pull off the biggest heist in American his- Keating as John McCain.
tory. By the early 1990s, the U.S. savings and loan industry And Charles Keating was no “loan assassin.” He was bt
(S&Ls)—once the backbone of the home mortgage industryne player in a larger organized crime apparatus that ran the
and the preferred safe depository of household savings—was  $200 billion-plus rip-off, in what may have been the bigge:s
wiped out. Many of America’s oldest industrial corporations actual RICO (racketeering) scheme ever.
were looted and left for dead, through hostile takeovers, engi- Between 1959 and the late 1980s, Charles Keating w:
neered by junk bond financing. To untangle the S&L carnagethe business partner of Carl Lindner, the Cincinnati, Ohio-
the Federal government created the Reconstruction Trust based financier who would be one of the central figures in tf
Corporation (RTC) and eventually shelled out $200-250 bil-$200 billion S&L rip-off. In 1959, Lindner and Keating co-
lion in taxpayers’ money, to avert an even deeper collapse of  founded American Financial Corporation (AFC). Keating
the U.S. real estate and banking sectors. served as the mortgage and insurance company’s general
A handful of the crooks—including Ivan Boesky, Mi-  counsel, and later as vice president.
chael Milken, and Charles Keating—were imprisoned for  Between 1974 and 1976, Lindner and Keating engineered
their roles in the looting scheme. Briefly, a few members of a series of stock purchases and mergers with some of th
Congress were spotlighted and slapped on the wrists for theleading figures in the Lansky crime syndicate—who had fol-
own profiteering and coverup efforts. But the full extent of  lowed the Bronfman family recipe, and gone from “rags, to
this criminal looting of America was barely known, and today rackets, to riches, to respectability.”
is largely forgotten. The biggest political beneficiary of the In 1975, Lindner’'s AFC allied with Detroit financier Max
public’s amnesia is John McCain. With the exception of SenFisher, formerly of the murderous Purple Gang; Detroit real
Joseph Lieberman’s (D-Conn.) own ties to hedge fund bandit estate developer Alfred Taubman (a Fisher associate); al
Michael Steinhardt, no American politician is as beholden toPaul and Seymour Milstein, to grab a 50% controlling interest
organized crime as the senior Senator from Arizona and  inthe United Fruit Company. Drug Enforcement Administra-
would-be 2004 “Bull Moose” spoiler candidate for the Presi-tion officials had confirmed to the authorg8R s bestselling

dency. boolDope, Inc.: Britain’s OpiumWar Against America, that
. . United Fruit was a major force in the Latin American cocaine
‘TheKeating One,’ and Carl Lindner trade—a business that skyrocketed following the Lindner-

From 1981—the year before John McCain ran for U.S. Fisher, et al. takeover.
Congress—until the early 1990s, the former Navy pilot was The Lindner group’s takeover of United Fruit was only
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Lincoln Savings megaswindler of the 1980s, Charles Keating (left) and junk-bond king Mi-
chael Milken (right). “ Until the early 1990s, the former Navy pilot [McCain] wastotally be-
holden to junk-bond swindler Charles Keating for his political fortunes.”

made possible by the mysterious death of the company’s
chairman and largest stockholder, Eli Black, on Feb. 3, 1975.
Black fell to his death from the 44th floor of the Pan Am
Building in New Y ork City, in what was officially declared
asuicide.

Atthesametimethat Lindner, Fisher et. al. weregrabbling
United Fruit, Lindner's AFC simultaneoudly allied with a
group of other Lansky-linked entities to establish aformida-
ble pool of interlocking companies that would collectively
form the core of the junk-bond raiders. By 1977, Lindner
owned:

* 40% of Saul Steinberg’'s Reliance Insurance Com-
pany. Steinberg had gotten his start as a business partner
of Britain's Lord Jacob Rothschild and later had extensive
dealingswith Kenneth Bialkin, thelongtime Chairman of the
Anti-Defamation League (ADL) and a top New York City
lawyer representing many junk bond pirates and corporate
raiders of the 1980s.

e 40% of Meshulim Riklis Rapid-American Corp.,
which at thetime, owned Schenley Distilleries, Playtex Inter-
national, Lerner Shops, and RKO-Stanley Warner Theaters.
Rikliswas an |sragli immigrant mobster and onetime British
Mandate police informant, who had been bankrolled, from
the 1950s, by Burton Joseph, a Minneapolis grain merchant
andtop ADL official. Rikliswasso closeto | srael’ stop mafia
politician, Ariel Sharon, that he bought Sharon his Negev
Desert ranch.

» The largest minority share of Laurence and Robert
Preston Tisch's Loew’s Corp., the theater, hotel and rea
estate corporation that had al so evol ved out of the Prohibition-
eraLansky move into Hollywood' s motion picture industry.
Laurence Tisch was|ater afounder, with Michael Steinhardt,
of the secretive“Mega’ group of some 50 billionaires, which
today supportsAriel Sharon’ swar driveand thebroader Clash
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of Civilizations.

e 10% of NVF, the holding
company of Victor Posner, who had
been the chief accountant for Meyer
Lansky and the National Crime Syn-
dicate.

e 8% of Gulf & Western, the
debt-pyramided conglomerate run
by Charles Bludhorn, which owned
Paramount Pictures, Simon and
Schuster Publishers, Esquire maga-
zine and extensive properties in the
Dominican Republic.

¢ 19% of Charter QOil, theFlor-
ida-based company partly owned by
Armand Hammer. Charter wasat the
center of the late 1970s “Billygate”
scandal, implicating President
Jmmy Carter’s brother with Libyan
dictator Muammar Qadaffi and Ital-
ian Propaganda-2 Freemasonic
Lodge gangster Michele Papa.

Over theyears, thisgroup of companies'’ ill-gotten money
created and funded 70 separate pro-lsragl political actions
committees—all part of the American Isragl Public Affairs
Committee money-machine, earmarked to buy members of
the U.S. Congress.

TheOverworld Meetsthe Underworld

AsLindner and Keating wereforging their corporate ali-
ances with Steinberg, Tisch, Fisher, Riklis, and Posner, two
of theleading Anglo-Americanfinancial groups—JPMorgan
and the banking and brokerage empire of Baron Edmund de
Rothschild—weresealing their own alliance. Thesetop bank-
erstransformed the relatively small investment bank/broker-
age house of Drexel Harriman Ripley, during the 1970s, into
Drexel Burnham Lambert.

Baron Edmund de Rothschild personified theintersection
of the overworld of high finance with the underworld. Be-
tween the 1950s and the 1970s, the Geneva-based Rothschild
had bankrolled the careers of Purple Gang tough Max Fisher;
pyramid swindler Bernie Cornfeld of Investors Overseas Ser-
vices (10S) infamy; pioneer drug-money launderer Robert
V esco; and hedge fund pirate George Soros.

Thenewly built Drexel Burnham dispatched hotshot bond
trader Michael Milken to their newly established Beverly
Hills, Californiaoffice.

Then the screws of usury were tightened on the whole
economy. In 1979, Federal Reserve Chairman Paul Volcker
began driving interest rates up over 20%, gutting America's
productive agro-industrial sector, and the stage was set for
the looting and carnage. The passage of Garn-St Germainin
1982, after interest rates had soared past the 20% mark, was
thefinal step.

The Securitiesand Exchange Commission slapped a$1.4
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“ The name’' s Bond.
Junk Bond.”

million fine on Charles Keating for hisrolein hisand Lindn-
er' sAFCinthelate 1970s. K eating then formally left Lindn-
er's employ. The split was in name only. Keating bought
AFC subsidiary American Continental Homes, which helater
parlayed into American Continental Corp.—with funding
fromLindner. 1n 1979, Keating moved to Arizona. Twoyears
later, hewasintroduced to John McCain, and heimmediately
began bankrolling McCain’spalitical career. Inthis, Keating
joined McCain’' s new father-in-law and other magjor financial
backer, beer distributor Jim Hensley, a pivotal figure within
the Kemper Marley-run Southwest crime syndicate. (The po-
litical smoke had not yet cleared from the 1976 gangland
bombing that had killed investigative reporter Don Bolles,
over his probe into the Marley/Hendley ties to the mafia's
Emprise company.)

In 1983, K eating bought the Irvine, California-based Lin-
coln Savingsand L oan, which had $2.2 billion in deposits. By
1987, Lincoln’ s deposits had soared to $4.2 billion—Ilargely
through brokered deposits, referred to in the industry as “ hot
money.” These are short-term deposits, placed by largeinsti-
tutions like pension funds and insurance companies, seeking
high-yield but secured “ parking lots” for their funds. Prior to
Garn-St Germain, S& L scould only hold 5% brokered depos-
its. In connection with Garn-St Germain, all restrictions
werelifted.

Once the Milken scheme was under way, Drexel floated
high-risk, high-yield corporate bonds—the cash used by the
“monsters’ to buy up corporate America, and then asset-strip
and sell off the carcasses to meet the payment schedules on
thehigh-interest bearing bonds. S& L slikeK eating’ sLincoln,
and corporationslikethe Riklis, Posner, Steinberg, and Tisch
enterprises, were both the purchasers and the generators of
the Milken-brokered junk. By the time the bottom fell out of
this vast Ponzi scheme, Keating alone had palmed off $250
million in now-worthless junk bonds to 20,000 Lincoln cus-
tomers; thousands of elderly depositors were wiped out.

The total cost of the Lincoln bailout was between $2.2
and 3 hillion in taxpayers’ money. At least $110,000 of that
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money had gone directly to the campaign coffers of John
McCain, according to FEC records.

McCain in theKeating Family

Keating and Hendey first put John McCain up for the
House of Representativesin 1982.

Charles Keating and his family and employees made 40
donations, including at least 12 of $1,000 each, totheMcCain
campaign. Keating’s American Continental company politi-
cal action committee had only two beneficiaries in the 1982
campaign—3$5,000 to McCain, and $2,500 to Sen. Jake Garn
(R-Utah). The Garn-St Germain bill was the license to steal;
McCain wasto drive the getaway car.

In February 1984, K eating assumed formal ownership of
Lincoln Savings, formerly a bank servicing many minority
people. In April 1984, Keating attended the “Predators
Ball"—theannual junk-bond gangsters’ strategy and celebra-
tion sessionin Los Angeles.

Billions of dollars were now flowing out of and through
Lincoln, through Keating, to Lindner and his co-conspirators
at Drexel Burnham. Over $134 millionalsowenttoKeating's
partner, Sir James Goldsmith, notorious corporate black-
mailer and backer of the Central American “Contras,” along-
side Carl Lindner’ s United Fruit Company. The Keating loot
helped Sir James fund his brother Teddy Goldsmith, sponsor
of Jacobin “anti-globalization” anarchist demonstrators
whose real target isthe nation-state.

McCain' s second Congressional racein 1984 wasaK eat-
ing extravaganza. Therewere at least 32 individual contribu-
tions of $1,000 each from K eating family members and em-
ployees. Of this, $4,000 camefrom Brad Boland and hiswife;
Boland was John McCain’ sformer staff driver, who had been
selected by K eating’ sstaff to dateand marry K eating’ sdaugh-
ter Elaine.

Anocther nine $1,000 contributions to the McCain cam-
paign came from crooked Atlanta lawyer Lee J. Henkel and
his partners and spouses. Henkel would soon go to center
stage in a spectacular Keating/McCain attempt to sabotage
U.S. government oversight of the S& Ls.

As the Arizona Republic reported (Oct. 8, 1989), “the
M cCains—sometimes with their daughter and baby sitter—
made at least nine trips at Keating's expense from August
1984 to August 1986, aboard either Keating’ sAmerican Con-
tinental Corporation jet or chartered planes and helicopters
owned by (Lansky-originated) Resorts International. Three
of the trips were for vacations at Keating's luxurious retreat
in the Bahamas.”

TheU.SA., or the Gangsters?

In 1985, a showdown loomed.

Ed Gray, chairman of the Federal HomeL oan Bank Board
(FHLBB), appalled at the plundering of the S& L s, called for
re-regulation and the end of brokered deposits.

Gray’ sattention wasfirst called to the Keating schemein
particular, when Gray saw that Alan Greenspan, then a big-
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name economist for J.P. Morgan, was being paid by Keating
($30-40,000, in fact) to lobby and lie about how honest and
sound Keating was in running Lincoln Savings and Loan;
this was two years before Greenspan was appointed Federal
Reserve chairman.

K eating now demanded that Gray befired and/or blocked.
He got Representative McCain and three Senatorsto write to
Gray, to delay new rulesthat would cut off Lincoln’ slooting.

On Jan. 31, 1985, Gray got the Bank Board to roll back
the limit on speculative non-home-mortgage investments by
S& Lsto 10% of their assets. Keating responded by falsifying
his records to make speculations look like permitted loans.
Tensionwasrising; would McCain’ s benefactor keep getting
away withit?

In 1986, John McCainran for Senate. At least 45 individ-
ual contributions of $1,000 for that campaign appear in Fed-
eral recordsfor individual sidentified withtheK eating organi-
zation. Meanwhile, in April 1986, mob-appointed beer
distributor Jim Hensley and his daughter Cindy, John Mc-
Cain’swife, invested $359,100 and became the main owners
in a Keating-run shopping center.

Inapersona |etter to John McCain, July 31, 1986, Charles
Keating asked McCain for action against Ed Gray, calling
Gray’sFHLBB a*“mad dog.”

Then: double pay dirt! On Nov. 4, 1986, Keating’s man,
John McCain, was €elected to the Senate. Three days later,
Lee J. Henkel, Keating's agent and McCain’s backer, was
appointed by President Reagan to the Federal Home Loan
Bank Board, upon the insistence of Keating's politicians.
Henkel’ s purpose was to overpower Gray on the Board. At
his first Board meeting, Dec. 18, 1986, Henkel proposed a
plantoraisethedirect investment (speculation) limit for Lin-
coln savingsbank alone! Onthesameday, Keating’' sArizona
firm transferred $3.7 million to Henkel’ s blind trust. Henkel
withdrew $250,000 cash the next day.

But Gray’ salliesmoved ahead with plansto seizeLincoln
Savings, and in March 1987, Keating asked his kept politi-
cians for direct political help to stave off the regulators. All
accounts of these events show John McCain to be worried
stiff over the outcome, and evidently aware that heis acting
asacriminal. Keating met with a nervous McCain, they had
a stormy scene, and Keating called in his chips. On April 2,
1987, FHLBB Chairman Ed Gray met with the new Senator
McCain, and three Democratic Senators, Dennis DeConcini
(Ariz.), Alan Cranston (Calif.), and John Glenn (Ohio).

The Arizona Republic later wrote, “The meeting had a
clandestine air. Gray came alone. None of the senators
brought their aides.” Gray was asked to withdraw regulations
so asto aid Keating's S& L. He refused. Within afew days,
Lee Henkel resigned in disgrace from the FHLBB; histiesto
Keating had been leaked to the press.

‘McCain WastheWeirdest’
But a second meeting took place one week after thefirst.
There were McCain and the other three Senators, plus Don
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Riegle (D-Mich.), and more regulators. According to notes
made by William Black, deputy director of the Federal Sav-
ings and Loan Insurance Corp., afrantic McCain started this
second meetingwith thecomment: “ Oneof our jobsasel ected
officials is to help constituents in a proper fashion. ACC
[owner of Lincoln S& L] is abig employer and important to
the local economy. | wouldn’t want any specia favors for
them. . .. | don't want any part of our conversation to beim-
proper.”

Black toldreporters, “ McCainwastheweirdest. They [the
Senators] were all different in their own way. McCain was
awaysHamlet . . . wringing his hands about what to do.”

Rather than submit to the political blackmail of elected
officials demanding favors for nation-wrecking bandits, the
regulatorsplayedtheir trump card, informing McCainand the
others that the Justice Department had just been directed to
start criminal prosecution against Keating's operation. A
shaken McCain | eft the room, and, it is claimed, never spoke
to his moneybags K eating again.

Seizedin1989, Lincoln Savingsinvolved thebiggest Fed-
eral bank fraud caseever. An Arizona Republic reporter (Sept.
29, 1989) asked McCain about his ties to Keating. McCain
replied, “You'realiar. . . . That' sthe spouse’ sinvolvement,
you idiot. You do understand English, don’t you?.” When
reporters probed further on the Hend ey-K eating investment
tie, McCain retorted, “It's up to you to find that out, kids.”
And, referring to his days as a prisoner of war, McCain said,
“Even the Vietnamese didn’t question my ethics.”

Charles K eating was sentenced to ten yearsin prison for
fraud, and served five. Lee Henkel was barred from dealing
with banks. Lee Fishbein, Keating-Lindner attorney/co-con-
spirator, Anti-Defamation L eagueofficial, and heavy contrib-
utor to McCain’s campaigns, was banned from ever having
any dealings with banks or any other financial ingtitution.

But the Senate Ethics Committee, considering the “ K eat-
ing Five" Senators, gave M cCain merely arebukefor exercis-
ing “poor judgment” in trying to bend Federal regulators.
McCain went on in the same orbit, minus one of the stars. In
each of hislater Senate campaigns, 1992 and 1998, McCain
received at least $3,000 in contributionsfrom Dope, Inc. god-
father Carl Lindner; McCain got into some bad odor around
Scottsdale, Arizona, inthelate 1990s, for pushing officialsto
giveintoalindner land scam.

Today’s “McCain the Reformer” is an image crafted by
media backers allied to the Tisches, and the old Wall Street-
gangster axis.

[0 LAROUCHE IN 2004 [J
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Paid for by LaRouche in 2004.
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Bush Administration
Readies Detention Camps

by Edward Spannaus

The Bush Administration is preparing to expand its policy of
indefinite detentions of personslabelled “enemy combatants’
inmilitary jails, theWall Street Journal reported on Aug. 8—
which report has not been denied by the administration or the
Justice Department. Newsweek al so reported that theadminis-
tration, under the direction of Solicitor General Ted Olson, is
considering expanding “enemy combatant” designations, in
order to be able to round up suspected terrorists and hold
them indefinitely.

TheWhiteHouseissaid to beconsidering creating ahigh-
level committee (consisting of the Attorney General, the Sec-
retary of Defense and the Director of Central Intelligence) to
determine who should belabelled an “ enemy combatant” and
therefore detained by the military.

Officials told the Wall Street Journal that the Navy brig
at Goose Creek, South Carolina (near Charleston), now hasa
special wing that could be used to house about 20 such de-
tainees.

Theimplication of thesereports, isthat the Justice Depart-
ment isin fact moving slowly but deliberately, to implement
adetention-camp policy reminiscent of thedetentionsof Japa-
nese-Americans during World War 11, or the camps which
were held in readiness for “ national -security risks” from the
late 1940s through at least the 1970s. Among other things,
the practice now beingimplemented, constitutesasuspension
of the right of habeas corpus—aright considered so funda-
mental, that itiswritteninto thebody of the Constitutionitself
(not the Bill of Rights), and can only be suspended in time of
rebellion or invasion.

Thisiswhat is at stake in the fierce fight that the Justice
Department iswaging, to defend the ongoing military deten-
tion of two U.S. citizens, José Padillaand Y aser Hamdi.

When José Padilla, a U.S. citizen arrested on U.S. soil,
wastransferred from civilian to military custody in June, At-
torney General John Ashcroft breathl essly announced that the
U.S. government had disrupted a plot to set off aradiological
(or “dirty”) bomb. However, Newsweek and others have re-
ported that government officials now admit that the case
against Padilla was “blown out of proportion,” and that evi-
dence on Padillais very weak, with it mostly coming from
one very unreliable informant. This is one reason why the
Justice Department is now vigorously arguing that a Federal
court can’ t review thebasisfor Padilla sdetention at theNavy
brig in Charleston.

IntheHamdi case, the Justice Department isalso refusing
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to providing any substantial evidence to justify holding
Hamdi without charges, and without allowing a lawyer to
contact him. At a hearing in Norfolk, Virginia on Aug. 13,
Federal District Judge Robert Duomar grilled government
prosecutors as to the government’ s basis for holding Hamdi.
Duomar harshly guestioned the prosecutor over the reasons
for the government’ s designation of Hamdi as an “unlawful
enemy combatant,” which the Justice Department justifies
solely on the basis of atwo-page declaration by one Michael
Mobbs (described simply asa* specia adviser” tothe Under-
secretary of Defense for Policy).

“| tried valiantly to find a case of any kind, in any court,
where a lawyer couldn’t meet” with a client, Duomar said.
“This case sets the most interesting precedent in relation to
that, which has existed in Anglo-American jurisprudence
since the days of the Star Chamber.”

Duomar also declared, “1 do think that due process re-
quires something other than a basic assertion by someone
named M obbsthat they havelooked at some papersandthere-
forethey havedetermined he should be held incommunicado.
Just think of the impact of that. Is that what we're fighting
for?’

(Judge Duomar wascertainly right to beaskingwhat qual-
ified Mobbs to make such a designation. Mobbs, a lawyer
whose speciaty is Russiaand disarmament issues, is a hard-
core member of what is known as the “Wolfowitz-Perle ca
bal” in the Pentagon. The Undersecretary of Defensefor Pol-
icy, whom Mobbs*“ advises,” is Douglas Feith, himself apro-
tegéof DefensePolicy Board Chairman Richard Perle. Mobbs
isalsoaboard member of Frank Gaffney’ sCenter for Security
Policy—a grouping which pulls together the most notorious
warhawks in the neo-conservative faction; and in the mid-
1980s, Mobbs worked directly for Perle.)

According to the Journal, amajor reason why the White
House and the Justice Department are seeking to expand the
“enemy combatant” category of detainees, is that the two
caseswhich have goneinto Federal courtshavenot gonewell
for the government. The cases cited are those of Zacarias
M oussaoui and John Walker Lindh. Thepopular characteriza-
tion of the Moussaoui caseisthat it has turned into a circus,
with Moussaoui discharging his court-appointed lawyers and
filing dozens of motionson hisown; the deeper reason for the
government’ sconcern, isthat prosecutors apparently haveno
evidence linking Moussaoui to September 11.

The case of Lindh (the so-called “American Taliban”)
aso was launched with great fanfare, and concluded with a
whimper—a plea bargain and a 20-year sentence. The gov-
ernment was forced to drop all conspiracy charges and any
claim linking him to either al-Qaeda or to the killing of CIA
officer Johnny Spann, and to settle for guilty pleasregarding
supplying servicesto the Taliban, and using explosives.

Ashcroft has now decided he can avoid any more embar-
rassing trials, by simply detaining such persons indefinitely,
without bringing any charges against them.
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Iraq ‘Opposition’ Is
Full of Minuses for War

by William Jones

To beat the drums for awar against Irag’s Saddam Hussein,
the Pentagon warhawks around Deputy Secretary Paul
Wolfowitz and Defense Policy Board Chairman Richard
Perle laid out the red carpet for a semi-official visit of the
“Iragi opposition.” It was a conglomeration of six disparate
Iragi exilegroups, who aredoingtheir best to presenta“ united
front” for their American handlers. Even characterizing them
collectively as an “opposition” raises the question as to
whether their opposition to the ruling regime of Saddam Hus-
seinisgreater than their opposition to each other.

The group held a meeting at the State Department on
Aug. 9, jointly sponsored by Undersecretary of State Marc
Grossman and Undersecretary of Defense Doug Feith, afor-
mer aideto Perle and akey player in the pro-Zionist Clash of
Civilizations crowd. On Aug. 10, the opposition groups went
to the White House for a teleconference with Vice President
Dick Cheney, who was vacationing in Wyoming. As if to
highlight thesignificance of thevisit, Defense Secretary Don-
ald Rumsfeld met personaly with the group at the White
House. These were the highest-level meetings yet for this
motley crew.

Both Cheney and Rumsfeld told them that the Bush Ad-
ministration is committed to ousting Saddam. Perhaps also
aiming in part at these meetings, President Bush, speaking
fromhisvacationin Crawford, Texasontheday of their White
Housevisit, told reporters, “Asl said, | havenotimetable. But
| do believe that American people understand that weapons
of mass destruction in the hands of |eaders such as Saddam
Hussein are very dangerous for usand our alies.”

Full of Risks

Neverthel ess, the game that administration warhawksare
playing ishigh risk.

Thiswas not the first visit by the “opposition” to the na-
tion's capital. Since the late 1990s, there have been rather
concerted eff ortsby thosewi shing to “ teach Saddam al esson”
to cobbletogether some form of credible Iragi opposition out
of the gaggle of exileIragis, to bein readiness at the point the
United States decidesto strike against him.

For many years, the“Iragi opposition” had been the Iraqgi
National Congress (INC), headed by London-based Ahmed
Chalabi, a graduate of the University of Chicago and MIT, a
fast-talker and a real wheeler-and-dealer. Chalabi had long
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been a great favorite of Republican Saddam-bashers, such
as Senate Minority Leader Trent Lott (Miss.) and Sen. Sam
Brownback (Kan.). Hethrivedin hisself-styled role asleader
of the opposition. In its heyday, the INC had headquarters, a
radio station, and a veritable army of its own, based in the
U.S.-protected Kurdish territory in northern Irag, with the
CIA pouring over $100 million into the venture. A foiled
military operation against Iraq in 1995 led, however, to the
eviction of the INC from Kurdish territory, with numerous
allegations that Chalabi had misused the funds he received
fromthe CIA.

Farhad Barzani, the Washington representative for the
Kurdish Democratic Party—now another opposition party—
told the Washington Post that Chal abi had | eft “ alot of debts,”
delayed payment to some INC officialswhen heleft northern
Irag, and refused to disclose details about the INC' s finances
to itsmembers. Chalabi had been convicted of banking fraud
in Jordan, which prevents his ever operating from Jordanian
territory. Nevertheless, he was given a clean bill of heath
by none other than Sen. Joseph Lieberman (D-Conn.), who
called him “the face of the Iragi opposition in Washington.”
“Heis aperson of strength, principle and real national com-
mitment,” Lieberman had extolled him, after they had met in
Lieberman’s Capitol Hill office in 1999. But Lieberman, a
protégéeof thenotoriousWall Street speculator Michagl Stein-
hardt, is not one to ask where the money comes from, nor
whereit isgoing.

Nevertheless, Chalabi’s personal reputation was giving
“the Iragi opposition” a very bad name. The United States
helped pull together a meeting in New York in 1999, under
the direction of Undersecretary of State for Political Affairs
ThomasPickering, inwhich the INC was broadened, and new
facesbrought in. Although Chal abi wasstill |abeled amember
of the INC leadership, his previous role was drastically
curtailed.

During therecent visit to Washington, the prime spokes-
man of the INC, and the combined opposition, has been the
dapper Sharif Ali bin Al Hussein. Thisisironic, indeed, as
Sharif Ali, the head of the Iragi Constitutional Monarchy
Movement, is a cousin of the last Hashemite King of Irag,
Faisal Il, and he himself has pretensions for reestablishing
the throne in Iragq, and placing himself on it! For now,
however, Sharif Ali is content to work with other opposition
groups in order to topple Saddam Hussein and establish
“a democratic regime” in Irag, the expressed goa of the
United States.

TheMan WhoWould BeKing

Speaking at a “National Press Club Newsmaker” press
conference in Washington on Aug. 8, Sharif Ali insisted
that he was committed to the goal of establishing democracy
in Iraq, but that he would continue to work for a constitu-
tional monarchy. Sharif Ali also painted the rosy “cakewalk
war” scenario of the Perle-Wolfowitz crowd, predicting that
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the Iragi peoplewould rise up, and greet the invading Ameri-
can forces and their puppet regime, strewing flowers in
their path. “No Iragi is willing to fight and die for Saddam
Hussein,” Sharif Ali claimed. “And which Iragis are willing
to fight and die for you?" EIR pointedly asked him at the
press conference: “Why do you think anybody would rush
to meet your people with open arms, after your decades
spent in exile, and riding in on U.S. tanks?’ Sharif Ali had
to admit that they had no clear reading of their support within
Irag—if any—but insisted that people were so unhappy with
the regime that they would embrace any aternative. He also
urged that the United States military planning try to limit
any “collateral damage’ that might negatively effect the
thinking of the Iragis!

But there is more to this opposition than this uncrowned
King of Irag. On the one hand, there is the Kurdish opposi-
tion, consisting of two major groups—the Kurdish Demo-
cratic Party of Massoud Barzani and the Patriotic Union of
Kurdistan, of Jala Talabani. Although at each other’ sthroats
for years, the two have learned to live together since the
Gulf War in the U.S.-protected northern Irag, and with a
modicum of prosperity. They are none too eager to become
engaged militarily in operations against Saddam Hussein
which might upset their applecart. Indeed, not even a per-
sonal meeting with President Bush could entice Barzani to
the Washington meeting, still angry with what he considers
insufficient guarantees for Kurdish fighters who might en-
gage in action against Saddam. Their ultimate goal has a-
ways been an independent Kurdistan, which would encom-
pass not only northern Iraq but also alarge chunk of eastern
Turkey. Fears of fueling Kurdish ambitions have hitherto
kept Turkey out of play in any new Irag operation, and the
Kurdsfind little public support for their broader plans among
U.S. administration officials. They are therefore limiting
their demands, for now, to achieving autonomous status in
a united Irag.

The other major player is the Supreme Council of the
Islamic Revolutionin Irag (SCIRI), which represents the op-
position among the Shi’ ite popul ation in Persian Gulf regions
of southern Iraqg, bordering Iran. During the Iran-lraq War,
the Supreme Council had fought alongside their religious
compatriots from Iran against Saddam Hussein, and the Su-
preme Council still hasitsheadquartersin Tehran. With Bush
having designated Iran as a part of the “axis of evil,” it is
doubtful that the Supreme Council would really be granted a
seat at the table in a post-Saddam Irag.

A sixth group, thelragi National Accord, includesanum-
ber of former Iragi military officers. It is not clear what role
these people would play in the anti-Saddam campaign. U.S.
officialshave held numerous meetingswith former Iragi mili-
tary officers over the last few months. But parading the Iraqi
generals would not provide an effective political cover for
U.S. military action, asit would raise the obvious outcry that
the United States was trying to replace Saddam with another
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The" democratic Iraqi opposition” had as chief spokesman,
during recent meetings at the Pentagon and el sewhere, the would-
beking of Irag! Sharif Ali bin Al-Hussein, who says he wantsto be
a constitutional monarch, is one problemwith this* transition to
democratic rule” crew.

dictator. So the military discussions remain hush-hush and
behind closed doors.

While administration officials are assuring skeptical U.S.
alies in the Persian Gulf that they would never agree to an
ethnically based balkanization of Irag, they are building their
envisioned coup/invasion planson I ragi forces, most of which
havebeen fully committed to just such abalkanization. While
trying to convince askeptical American public that they wish
to establish a “democratic regime” in Irag, they have re-
vamped the discredited INC to be headed by the self-styled
“heir-apparent” to the Iragi throne. Isthere any surprise that
the world stands aghast at the audacity of the “New Empire”
crowdinWashington, attemptingtorevamptheworld accord-
ing to their whims, as if they were engaged in some “virtual
reality” computer game?

Thestakesinthisparticular gameare, however, extremely
high, withaU.S. military action against Baghdad threatening
to unleash spreading war, and an unprecedented wave of anti-
Americanism throughout the region.
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D.C. General Hospital
Now Focus of Mayor Race

by Edward Spannaus

It sthe scandal that won't go away: Last year’ sshutting down
of the national capital’s only public hospital, D.C. General,
has now become a central issue in Washington's mayoral
race. It's also Mayor Anthony Williams' worst nightmare:
that hiscriminal complicity with theFinancia Control Board,
inoverriding the unamimousvote of the D.C. Council, isnow
coming back to haunt him.

Now that Williams—the darling of the Washington Post,
theWall Street bankinginterests, and JoeL ieberman’ sDemo-
cratic Leadership Council—has been thrown off the Demo-
cratic ballot for petition forgery, and has also been fined
$277,700 by the District’ sBoard of Elections and Ethics, the
mayoral race iswide open.

On Aug. 12, the Rev. Willie Wilson, pastor of the 8,500-
member Union Temple Baptist Church in Anacostia, an-
nouncedthat heislaunchingawrite-in campaignfor the Dem-
ocratic nomination, making the shutdown of D.C. General a
primary issue of the campaign. Wilson made his announce-
ment at a press conference and rally of 300-400 people, held
in front of the now-vacant hospital, on the exact site where
the LaRouche-led Coalition to Save D.C. Generd itself had
held many, many rallies.

Wilson's announcement shook the political rafters in
Washington, because he wasinstrumental in helping to elect
Anthony Williams four years ago; and earlier, he also played
akey role in the campaigns of former Mayor Marion Barry.
And Wilson’s church hosted most of the mass meetings held
by the Coalition to Save D.C. General last year, with Wilson
often giving the invocation which began each town meeting.

In his announcement, Wilson said that he has been in
“serious prayer and meditation” over the last several weeks,
“anguishing” over the plight of the city and the people. He
said he decided for thefirst timein his 32 years of publiclife
to run for office, because today, “It istimeto act.” He called
himself compelled to act, because Williams put property be-
fore people, and that he, Wilson, “will stand up and speak for
the voiceless, the hopeless, the disappointed, the disgusted,
and the hopeful people of our city.”

“1 stand heretoday onthe groundsof D.C. General Hospi-
tal, a site symbolic of Mayor Williams' lack of visionary
leadership and his insensitivity to the needs and wishes of
the citizens of the District of Columbia,” Wilson told the
hundredsattending hisannouncement. “When senior citizens,
clergy, and numerouscommunity |eaders, and concerned doc-
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The Rev. Willie Wilson chose the site of shut-down D.C. General
Hospital, which he fought to keep open during 2001, to announce
his candidacy for the Democratic nomination for Mayor, against
incumbent and D.C. General-killer Anthony Williams.

tors, nurses, and citizens, urged and pleaded . . . to keep this
most vitally needed hospital open, the Mayor unequivocally
stated, ‘1 am going to close D.C. General Hospital, and if you
don’t likeit, you know what you can do.””

‘Replacement’ Hospital Downgraded

It is therefore not surprising, that the largest cluster of
contributionsto Mayor Williams' reelection campaign, came
from officersand empl oyees of Doctors Community Healthc-
are Corp. (DCHC), the Arizona-based privateers that were
given the contract to take over the services previously pro-
vided by D.C. General.

As EIR has reported, DCHC' s for-profit Greater South-
east Community Hospital, which was supposed to “replace”
D.C. General, was downgraded in February by the national
agency which rates hospitals, due to violations of patient-
care and management standards. And then, as aresult of its
downgraded status, Greater Southeast was notified by the
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, that it is at
risk for losing its ability to collect Medicare reimbursement
from the Federal government.

EIR has obtained the results of the health-care and fire-
safety surveys conducted at Greater Southeast: They show
numerous defects and deficiencies, including improper han-
dling and dispensing of medications, improper use of re-
straints and failure to monitor their use, failure to conduct
proper and timely nursing assessments of incoming patients,
and failure to maintain proper post-operative records. The
surveys also showed that patients presenting themselves for
treatment at the emergency room at the old D.C. Genera
Hospital did not have proper accessto specialists and consul-
tants.

Thisprovidesstill further evidenceof Williams' criminal-
ity of closing D.C. General, and should provide morefuel for
thefight to reopen it as afull-service public hospital .
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Transtorming the Military for
The Clash of Civilizations

by Carl Osgood

Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld has often said, in re-
cent weeks, what kind of regimeshewould liketo seein both
Afghanistan and Irag. He has become fond of saying that he
would liketo seeregimesthat do not harbor terrorists, that do
not threaten their neighbors, and wheredemocracy and human
rights are respected. However, in a world characterized by
the onrushing global financial disintegration, the strategic
policies being implemented by Rumsfeld and his policymak-
ersinthe Pentagon refl ect the outl ook of the Clash of Civiliza-
tions, asenunciated by Harvard professor Samuel Huntington
going back to 1993. Thisfact has significant implicationsfor
the organization and doctrine of the U.S. military estab-
lishment.

One of Rumsfeld’ s top priorities, since he arrived at the
Pentagon in January 2001, has been “military transforma-
tion.” During a Jan. 31, 2002 speech at the National Defense
University, Rumsfeld defined transformation in mostly tech-
nical terms. “We need rapidly deployable, fully integrated
joint forces,” he said, “capable of reaching distant theaters
quickly and working with our air and sea forces to strike
adversariesswiftly, successfully and with devastating effect.”
He added that “ Our goal is not simply to fight and win wars,
it isto try to prevent wars. To do so, we need to find ways
to influence the decision-makers of potential adversaries, to
deter them not only from using existing weapons, but to the
extent possible, try to dissuade them from building dangerous
new capabilitiesin the first place.” He used the employment
of B-52's, dropping satellite-guided bombs, in conjunction
with specia forces troops on the ground in Afghanistan—
sometimes riding horses—as one exampl e of what thistrans-
formation should look like. He said that this combination of
the old and the new “showed that a revolution in military
affairs is about more than building new high-tech weapons.
... It's also about new ways of thinking, and new ways of
fighting.”

Millennium Challenge 2002

Some of the “new ways of fighting” were tested in an
exercisecalled“Millennium Challenge 2002,” whichwasrun
out of theU.S. Joint Forces Command, headquarteredin Nor-
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folk, Virginia, fromJuly 24to Aug. 15. Theexercise, or exper-
iment, as the military refers to it, involved 13,500, troops
conducting liveforce operationsat ninetraining rangesin the
Western United States and off the West Coast, and simulated
operations at 17 other locations. The experiment was de-
signed to test new conceptions for organizing and executing
military operations. These conceptionsinclude effects-based
operations, operational net assessment, the standing joint
force headquarters, and the joint interagency coordination
group. The hypothesis of Millenium Challenge, as explained
by Coal. Phil Mixon, the director of Concepts Development
and Experimentation at the Joint Experimentation Center in
Suffolk, Virginia, isthat a standing joint force headquarters,
which uses operational net assessment, and employs effects-
based operations can achieve decision superiority, enabling
rapid decisive operations.

Now, what does all this mean? A standing joint force
headquarters (SIFHQ) isateam of qualified experts attached
to the headquarters of the unified combatant commander.
When a crisis erupts, thisteam can remain on the combatant
commander’s staff—or, if atask force is deployed to handle
the crisis—theteam can “plugin” to thetask force command-
er's staff, and provide expertise on the region involved and
on conducting operations in that region. At all times, the
SIFHQ is responsible for doing the operational net assess-
ment (ONA). The ONA is a “nodal analysis,” as Colonel
Mixon described it, whichlooksat the adversary asa“ system
of systems,” looking at nhot only his military capabilities, but
also palitical, economic, and socia factors, and information
systemsand economic infrastructure. Included in this assess-
ment, isalook at the battlespace, U.S. capabilities, and how
the enemy sees us. This assessment is used to answer the
question, “What kind of effects do you want to achieve?’
The means to generate the desired effects are not limited to
military ones, but also can include diplomatic, information
and economic means, aswell.

The Clash of CivilizationsWor ldview

What kind of world does all this presuppose? Brig. Gen.
JamesB. Smith, the officer in charge of Millenium Challenge
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2002, madeit explicitinaninterview (seebelow). He pointed
to the “end of the Western construct of warfare,” which he
traced back to the 1648 Treaty of Westphalia that ended the
Thirty Years War in Europe. The Treaty of Westphalia de-
fined war as between nation-states, and such states were not
to get involved in each other’ sinternal affairs. Inthelast ten
years, conflict has been characterized | ess as between nation-
states, and more as intervening into states against human
rights abuses, ethnic cleansing, and so forth. General Smith
pointed to anumber of events, going back to the bombing of
the U.S. Marine barracks in Beirut in 1983, to indicate how
“our adversaries’ have attacked the United States, not as a
nation-state but as “hostile participants, terrorists, against
our wesaknesses.”

While General Smith was quick to specify that he was
only expressing his own opinion, and that it had nothing to
do with Millennium Challenge, thisview isquite prevalent at
higher levels of policymaking. Samuel Huntington wrote, in
his infamous 1993 article “The Clash of Civilizations?’ in
Foreign Affairs, that “the great divisions among humankind
and the dominating source of conflict will be cultural,” mean-
ing that the “clash of civilizations will be the battle lines of
the future.” Huntington described a phase of conflict begin-
ning with the French Revol ution, which he called “the West-
ern phase,” defined as nation-state versus nation-state, which
ended with the end of the Cold War. What hasreplaced it is
“the interaction between Western and non-Western civiliza-
tions and among non-Western civilizations.”

Huntington’ s Clash of Civilizationsthesisisbeing propa-
gated throughout the military professional establishment, as
well. Jeffrey Record, writing in the Summer 2002 issue of
Parameters, the professional journal of the U.S. Army War
College, said: “Weak and failed states, not strong ones, have
become the primary source of international instability, and
they have attracted U.S. military intervention because they
have become shelters and breeding groundsfor such transna
tional threats as terrorism, drug-trafficking, refugee genera-
tion, environmental degradation, and political and religious
extremism.” Inanearlier work, Recordwrote, “ Astheworld’s
sole remaining superpower, the United States performs on a
global basis the same imperial policy task that the British
military performed within the British Empire.” Thereis no
formal, territorial empire of the United States, but “there is
an American empire, nonethel ess.”

Record makes no mention of the role of Huntington's
collaborator, Carter-era National Security Adviser Zbigniew
Brzezinski, increating, inparticular, thosetransnational prob-
lems in Afghanistan, beginning months before the 1979 So-
viet invasion of that country, with his“Arc of Crisis’ policy
for ringing the Soviet Union with hostile regimes and insur-
gencies. Record teaches strategy at the U.S. Air Force’'s Air
War College, and so, isin a position to indoctrinate up-and-
coming military officersin his outlook.

Huntington’s view is also well represented in the Penta-
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gon by such ideologues as Deputy Secretary of Defense Paull
Wolfowitz, Undersecretary of Defensefor Policy Doug Feith,
and chairman of the Defense Policy Board Richard Perle,
among others. Their commitment isto return to pre-Treaty of
Westphaliaconditionsand perpetual warsof religion, obliter-
ating the sovereign nation-state.

LaRouche: A Positive Mission for the Military

Thealternativeto the Clash of Civilizationsutopian think-
ing is to define a positive mission of the military within a
system of nation-states. EIR founder and contributing editor
Lyndon LaRouche has defined such a positive mission, as
well asidentifying the enemies of the nation-state.

On Sept. 3, 2000, in response to a conference question,
LaRouche said: “ Thefunction of strategy and strategic think-
ing is to secure the kind of world order which we require,
as a result of commitments which were shaped, essentially,
in the 15th-Century Golden Renaissance. That is, we are for
a system of sovereign nation-states, each committed to the
genera welfare of al its people and their posterity, and who
believe that the relations among such states must be joint
action to ensure the common ability of each such state to
efficiently defend the general welfare of its own people.”
Themilitary officer, functioning as a strategist, “is not trying
to find out what war to fight. He' strying to understand what
the threat is, to the effort to defend and build this kind of
state and this kind of relationship among states.” LaRouche
went on to specify that the enemy of the general welfare is
the British monarchy, the British Empire, which wants to
exterminatethisgeneral welfare principle, but without taking
an unacceptablepenalty to do so. “ And therefore,” LaRouche
said, “we haveto have the military meansto back up our will,
in terms of this policy. And that’s Classical strategy. . .."

LaRouche went on to counterpose this to the “ Cabinet
warfare” doctrine, as exemplified by Henry Kissinger during
the Vietnam War, where he would “turn the war on and off,”
in order to manipulate the Paris peace negotiations with the
North Vietnamese, attempting to modify their behavior by
theapplication of force. “ Thiskind of foolishness,” LaRouche
said, “destroyed the U.S. military,” which was “induced to
destroy itself by accepting this kind of State Department di-
rective on conducting Cabinet warfare.”

LaRouche concluded by defining the principle of state-
craft. “The principle of statecraft, as has been proven, is
the establishment of sovereign nation-states, whose only
legitimate authority istheir efficient commitment to the pro-
motion of the general welfare. And, the proposal of a system
of relations among sovereign nation-states, where we assist
each other, and cooperate with each other, in promoting the
general welfare of the people of each nation. And we will
fight as necessary to protect and promote that policy. That's
Classical military thinking. And whatever is necessary to
be known, or to be done, to fulfill that, is what is proper
military conduct.”
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Interview: Brig. Gen. James B. Smith

The New Face of War
In the 21st Century

Brigadier General James B. Smith isthe officer in charge of
the Millennium Challenge 2002 joint forces experiment. He
was interviewed on Aug. 1, in his office at the Joint Warfare
Center in Suffolk, Virginia, by Carl Osgood.

EIR: What isyour role asthe officer in charge?

Smith: WEe ve been putting this together for two years, and
it runsthe gamut of working technical integration, our experi-
mental architecture, if you will, for command and control,
being closeto theintegration of the model s, working with the
servicessothat we can bring together serviceexperimentation
as a part of the joint experiment, and working through the
everyday challengesof how to takeamonster of thissize, and
shapeit so it works. So, it’s been kind of a hands-on experi-
ence for the last two years.

EIR: Soyou'vebeenworking on the planning of thisalmost
from the beginning. Can you give me anotion as to how you
arrived at these concepts, alittlebit of the history behind this?
Smith: With aclean sheet of paper, you haveto ask yourself
what’ s fundamentally changed in the last decade that would
suggest a transformation is due. What would you say is the
answer to that?

EIR: The world has changed tremendously in the last ten
years.

Smith: Yes, that's the first one. The world has changed.
The second is, technically, the information revolution. So,
with a clean sheet of paper, you ask yourself, how would |
leverage the information revolution, to improve the way |
make decisions and plan and execute military campaigns?
So, if you start with that as a baseline, you say, “Well, the
first thing 1'd like to do is know more about the adversary
than we've ever known before.” And, in a perfect world,
know more about an adversary than he knows about himself.
Now, that may be a stretch, but if you look back in the last
year, in the global war on terrorism, our adversaries know
more about us than we know about them. And you might
even be able to make the argument that, on 9/11, they knew
more about us than we knew about ourselves. So, | don't
know if that’'s a stretch. That's the first thing 1'd like to do,
know more about an adversary than we've ever known be-
fore, which leads you to thisidea of information superiority
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or the ability to migrate towards knowledge, from just infor-
mation.

So, if I'm going to do that one, then | run an experiment
to figure out how | would do that, so that takes us kind into
thefirst concept, whichis operational net assessment. If | can
understand the adversary—and it's a cliche—as a system of
systems. . . . | can understand his military structure, the joint
intel preparation of the battlefield, we do that pretty well; but
now, if | can lay over the top of that, his infrastructure, his
political system, economic, social, cultural, economic, infor-
mationinfrastructure, if | canlay those systemsontop of each
other and understand thedynamic of all of that, and seewhere
those nodes cross and influence each other, then I’ ve come
pretty closeto knowing as much about as an adversary asyou
canknow. So, that would bethefirst thing | would experiment
on, and that isthe first piece of the experiment.

So, if youcandothat (and | say “if,” becausewhenyou're
doing an experiment, you' re trying to stress the “what could
be" instead of “what is’), if | could see an adversary as a
system of systems, and where those nodes cross, how would |
useU.S. national power against him?Instead of just dropping
bombsor, what wecall “kinetic solutions,” how would | bring
together our diplomatic, our information, our military, eco-
nomic, and all the other pieces of U.S. national power, or
coalition power against him? How would | know in what
sequenceto do different things?How would | beabletoinflu-
ence him, to shape an environment, to dissuade him, instead
of just reacting to him?

That takes us to our next concept, which is effects-based
operations. So, if | can understand him, and | can leverage all
of our power against him, that takes us to the first two, and
you stand back from that, and say, “If | can do those two
things, what kind of organizational changesdo | needto make
to be able to effect those?’

Well, thefirst oneis, | can't do this on the fly. I'm going
to need some sort of entity that’s building this database and
operating in peacetime, and influence not just after a crisis
starts, and that’s where we get this idea of a standing head-
quarters. Early on, we realized that the way we stand up joint
task forces, today, doesn’t really work, because a crisis hits,
and that’ swhen we start bringing national power together, in
an ad hoc fashion. That's when we start planning military
plans, and it takes a long time for that organization to form,
to figure what it s going to do and then to go execute, and the
world is operating much too fast, in the information age, to
be ableto do that. So, the standing headquartersisthat entity
which isdoing that all the time; and then, as a crisis starts to
evolve, to get larger than that entity, whichisat the combatant
commander’ s headquarters, larger and more complex, that’s
for thejoint task force, which followsontop of it, and enables
it. So, that’ s the third piece. An observation that we can’t do
these two things and makeit really work, unless somebody’s
doingit.
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And that takes us to the fourth piece, whichis: You can't
fundamentally change the way we do military operations,
unless you take another look at the way our nation makes
decisions, which is bringing the interagency together. There
is no such thing as a strictly military operation. There never
really has been, and there certainly is not, today. So, to be
able to bring to bear national power, you’'ve got to reorient
the way the interagency works with the military to influence
acrisis, to operate in that crisis, and in the transition to end-
state development. So, that’s where we get the joint inter-
agency coordination group.

So really, those four pieces evolve from a clean sheet of
paper, from saying, “ Okay, what would you do now, given
that the world is changing?... Two years ago it hadn’t
changed as radically asit did last September, in some ways
the thought process of how do you leverage the information
revolution, boreout. . . . 9/11 did nothing to deter the thought
process, except to accel eratetheideathat thiskind of transfor-
mation isimportant. Just along-winded way of wherewe got
tothat.

There' salot more detail and professional concept devel-
opment work that went intoit, from the J9 [ Joint Experimenta-
tion Center] and the concept devel opers, but we started with
a clean sheet of paper and said, “How would | leverage the
information revolution toimprovetheway | do military plan-
ning and operations?’ Those are the four pillars we get to.

And then, what falls out from that, the whole plethora
of problems we had integrating the military, how we plan
by deconflicting the services, we need to evolve to integra-
tion. We need some standardization in our command and
control, communications, computers, intelligence, recon-
naissance, surveillance, how we've got to bring together
the intelligence community—again, alesson of 9/11, we've
already been working with that one. How you bring together
information that’s not technically intelligence, but is cer-
tainly important to understanding an adversary. That's how
we started.

EIR: You're saying that everything that you' re doing with
thisisnew?

Smith: | said, it camefrom aclean sheet of paper, but | don’t
mean we need to throw out the baby with the bathwater. We
targetted 2007 for the scenario for a reason, because that’s
insidetheFY DP[Five-Y ear Defense Plan], insidethebudget-
ing cycle. The focus of this was not buying new equipment,
like tanks or airplanes. The idea was, let’s take everything
we've got and everything that's planned to be funded within
the next five years, and see how we can use that better. The
next step might be to look at force structure, but you know,
twice in the last decade we' ve gone through a painful QDR
[Quadrennial Defense Review] cycle, which is focussed on
force structure. We didn’t want this experiment to be another
QDR debate, andit hasn't becomethat. It sanissueof, “ Okay,
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with al the equipment, our organization and manpower, to-
day, how can you improve the way you can use that?’ and
then, start collecting information about where the holes are,
and what we need to do with the next step.

EIR: If wejustlook at the military piece of this, how doesit
change the way you would actually conduct an operation, as
opposed to the way you might have done the same kind of
operation ten years ago?

Smith: Well, | happened to be in that one, ten years ago.
In the notional thing, where you have a freedom of access
problem, how would you traditionally have done that? We
would have doneit—and wedid do Desert Stormin the same
planning processthat wedid Overlord[in June 1944]—which
is,wedo. . .rehearsals, wedo buildup, | SPs, en route support
bases, force buildup, and then we set up lodgements, Omaha
Beach, Utah, Sword, Gold—and from that you go out in a
phased campaign plan: Thisis D+7, D+14. You're using air
power to hit some key strategic targets, but essentialy, you
draw alineand moveinthat direction. It' smostly kinetic. It's
mostly bombs, and you measure your advance in terms of
days and the phasing.

What's happening in Afghanistan? Have you been in a
Pentagon press corps briefing, or seen anything in the paper
where you've seen lines. “The enemy is here, and our line
isthere?’

EIR: No, | haven’t seen anything like that on Afghanistan.
Smith: That would be a good question to ask. Why have |
not seen that in this operation? | have seen every operation
and captivity, but | haven't seen any lines. What we' re saying
isthat, using Afghanistan asan example, “| don’t need lines.”
What | need to do is attack quickly, and decisively, bring
enough forceto bear at certain key points, with military, with
information, economic information—so, if you think of all
thisasfires, it could be kinetic/non-kinetic, it could be lethal/
non-lethal, and you attack the coherence of an adversary ina
fight, not just go line by line, likewe did in Normandy.

That is actually what you’ ve been seeing in Afghanistan.
Clearly, the limitation of using Afghanistan as an example
for the future, is enemy strength. We had freedom of access.
Airplanes could fly amost at will, and we didn't have the
kind of problem we would face with an adversary who had
operational-level advantageor parity. Y ouhavetothink about
how you're going to attack. . . .

So, thisexperiment takesan Afghanistanmodel, and gives
thisguy [the opposing force] alot of combat power; and what
you' vebeenlooking at, there, in Afghanistan, isvery explicit.
You say, “Okay, can | do that against somebody who really
can fight back?’ That’ sthe concept that we' relooking at. It's
actually pretty exciting.

Now, | see no lines. Except for Afghanistan, every time
you go into an exercise, whether areal world operation or an
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exercise, what' sthefirst thing you see up on thewall?

EIR: A map.

Smith: Right, a map. Now, when we put lines on a map,
why? Maneuver Control System isthe Army’s battalion and
abovecommand-and-control system. Tactica Control Opera-
tionsis the Marines' command-and-control system. Do you
think they talk to each other?

EIR: Probably not.

Smith: Probably not. So, when you're putting together a
campaign plan, and you're deciding, “Army on this side of
theline, and Marines on that side of theline,” we're going to
say, “We're coming into here,” so you've got Army on one
side, and Marineson the other side. Ah, themaneuver control
systemswon’t talk to each other, so, the simplest thing to do
isjust draw aline: “Y ou stay on that side, and you stay on that
side.” That'scalled “deconfliction.” Wefixed this. In the last
year, we found a technical solution that has those two com-
mand-and-control systemstalking to each other.

So, now, we expect this ground commander not to draw
aline, but to integrate. Huge change. Why? Current doctrine
for joint force land component commander, which is draft,
says, “I'll stand up this organization called a JFLCC, joint
force land component command, if | have to deconflict.” So,
our systemsand our thinking areall oriented towardsdrawing
aline. Then we draw this other line, here, and we say, “Air
Force, you stay onthat side, and, Army, you stay onthat side,”
and they fight over that line, every day, becauseterrainislike
.. . important.

But again, in Afghanistan the lines go away. In order to
make that work . . . these guys got have to be interoperable,
and the command asawholehasgot to beinteroperable. Does
that make sense?

EIR: Yes.

Smith: Fundamental changein the way that we think about
theemployment of forcesinto deconfliction, whichiswhat we
do today, into integration. If you look at the thought process
in Afghanistan—I was looking at it as an outsider, just like
everybody else, but | characterizeitasthefour A’s: air power,
[Special Forces] A-Team, alliance, and agency. Theintegra-
tion of our intelligence, intermsof the CIA, bothasanintelli-
gence entity and an operational entity, using our SOF forces,
bringing air power to bear, and the alliance structure within
the Northern Alliance. A coherent strategy based on theinte-
gration of al those. Not based on one service, asthe dominant
service, but based on theintegration of that capability. | think
that’ snot an unrealistic construct to explain how that integrat-
ing concept might reflect the power of what Millennium Chal-
lenge might bring on amuch larger scale.

EIR: Obviously, information seem to be abig part of this—
it seemsto be what brings everything together. What | asked
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Joint Forces Command commander Gen. William B. Kernan
about, when he came up to the Pentagon, was getting into the
mind of the enemy, which seems to me not just a matter of
information. How do you view that? How do you get to know
the enemy?

Smith: First thing you've got to do, is walk a mile in his
shoes. Y ou’ vegot to understand what motivateshim. You've
got to understand culture. . . . You realy have to understand
in astrategic construct what the conflict is all about. Clause-
witz had an expression: “ First the grandest, most decisive act
of asoldier, a statesman, is to rightfully understand the war
in which he is engaged.” He argued that warfare takes on a
character al its own. When you start shooting, you lose the
memory of why it started. So, the first piece isto understand
what the conflict is all about, and to keep it from taking a
character all itsown. If you look at the current challengeswe
face in the world, and you've got an adversary who has a
fundamentally different view of culturethanyou do, youhave
to separate those things that are cultural differences: What's
religious, andwhat isjust anindividual who may beanegoma-
niac using thesethingsto hisadvantage?How do you separate
all of that, andfocusonwhat the problemis?I call that looking
at strategic, then operational, thentactical, rather than putting
together aplan to execute and look for victory militarily with
no follow-on of what that means.

So, you have to know as much about him asyou can, and
some of that is going to come from your classic intelligence.
Some of that is other information: scholars who understand
religion and culture, political science. Now, how do you tap
into that, and have a picture of understanding, knowledge?
Sun Tzu said, know your enemy asyourself, andinathousand
battlesyouwon’t be defeated. That’ sreally what we' retrying
to get at.

EIR: Buttheflipsideof thatisknowing yourself, becauseall
of thesethingsthat you' relooking at, thesecultural, religious,
and other factors, are factors in your own behavior as well.
How do you prevent that from prejudicing your own actions?
Smith: Well, you've actually started to wade into some of
the shortfalls that we' ve got in the way that we do training
and modelling. In the military, al of the models that we use,
inour computer-based simulations, are what we call attrition
models. They’ re tank on tank, airplane on airplane, airplane
on tank and ship; and you go out and run either a training
event or simulation and you look at attrition, and from that
you determine who won.

When you get into effects-based operations to find the
effect you want to achieve, you've got to go to an order of
thinking much higher than that, which is, “Yes, | may be
destroying histanks, but what am | doing to him?’ So, if you
look at some of the new work that’s being done on effects
modelling, you’ve got to get past what | call mirror imaging.
In other words, doing something and assuming the effect on
the adversary is going to be the same as | would interpret it.
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It might not be that way, and there’ s some work that’ s being
done by DARPA [Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency], aswell as WAC, the Joint Warfare Analysis Cen-
ter, to start looking at how an adversary interpretsyour action
through the lens of his own culture.

You said the world's changing. Tell me how you think
the world's changed in the last decade, and what it means
for us?

EIR: Waéll, to beginwith, the Cold War ended, which meant
that you no longer had two superpowers in a stand-off, and
one of the superpowers disappeared, which opened up whole
regions of the world, particularly Central Asia, Eastern Eu-
rope, that we did not have any sort of access to previoudly,
that we viewed as part of the enemy. That certainly has been
amajor factor in how thingshave changed. And | know that’s
oneof theargumentsfor changing thestructureof themilitary,
because the heavy forces that were integral to the defense
strategy of the Cold War are not usablein the same sense that
they were before.

Smith: Well, | think that’ strue. Let me offer to you amuch
bigger challenge than just the Cold War thinking, although |
think the Cold War erais hugely important. It's easy to see
Cold War thinking in other people; it's hard to seeit in your-
self. And, I’'mahistory guy, so | look at things. | go back and
read about dead people to find answers. But it seems to me,
that for about 350 years, we' ve been living with a construct
of what | call the Western form of warfare. And again, thisis
my personal opinion—it’s got nothing to do with the experi-
ment. It’ s the discussion of how the world has changed. The
Treaty of Westphalia, 1648. Therewere about 192 signatories
of that, and they were nation-states. The Treaty of Westphalia
defined for us that warfare would be between nations. From
the Treaty of Westphalia, you get the “just war” theory, we
evolved the Geneva Convention and all of the piecesthat we
call theWestern form of warfare. Now, unwritten in that, was
the idea that what went on inside the borders of that nation-
state was its business. Warfare was going to be between na-
tion-states, the governments and leadership. So, for most of
that time, you didn’t see nation-states getting involved in the
internal affairs of another nation-state. It was a war more
often than not declared, until this century. And | think that's
all changed.

If you look at what's happened in the last decade, the
things that we' ve done in Rwanda and Bosnia and Kosovo
and Afghanistan, it hasn’t been conflict of nation-state against
nation-state. There’'s been our involvement in human rights
abuses, ethnic cleansing, whichisamovement away fromthe
classic Westphalianview of warfare, and our adversarieshave
preceded that movement, whenyoulook at theBeirut [Marine
barracks] bombing, the USS Cole, Khobar Towers, World
Trade Center, you see an adversary that is attacking us, not
nation-state to nation-state, but hostile participant, terrorists,
against our weaknesses. So, while we would like to line up
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our airplanes and tanks in one line and go against their air-
planesand tanksin another line, they’ re not going to fight that
way. So the whole construct of the Western form of warfare
is not acceptable to an Eastern culture, and | think it has
hugeimplicationsin theway we go about doing business, and
certainly militarily isone of them.

| think that's a political transformation that's already
taken place, andweareperhapstryingtoreact toit, asopposed
to happily assuming wecan transform and lead the future. We
may be able to do so militarily, but | think in aglobal sense,
there's a fundamenta shift in the way that adversaries are
going to relate to each other.

EIR: That'sactually aperfectlead-infor somethingelsel’ve
been thinking about. Not long ago | read the memoirs of
Douglas MacArthur. Looking at how he conducted the cam-
paign from Australia, up the northern coast of New Guinea:
Rather than attacking Japanese strong points, he went behind
them, and cut them off, and isolated them and made them
irrelevant. I'm wondering whether that kind of thinking, of
outflanking the enemy inthat way, still hasapplicationinthis
new environment?

Smith: | think so. MacArthur’s an intriguing character. If
you look at hisgrand strategy for the Pacific, it wasn't to beat
the Japanesein fixed positions. It was a strategic construct of
island hopping. And, likeinNew Guinea, hedidn’t careabout
taking all of New Guinea. He wanted a piece of that, so he
could use it as a stepping-off point, back toward the Philip-
pinesand asaway point, actually to get to Tinian and Guam,
to be able to have B-29 operations against Japan, and to set a
base of operations from which he was going to invade main-
land Japan; and for most of that time, as akind of end-game,
before we went to Okinawa, it was to operate from Taiwan
and China, along that axis.

He had in mind acertain effect he wanted to create, and it
wasn't to obliterate the Japanese force head-long, although
tactically there were these kinds of engagements and battles,
but his campaign was much different than, say, the German
campaignto Moscow. It wasnot attrition warfareat thestrate-
gic level. It was very much maneuver warfare strategically.
Interesting dynamic. | hadn’t thought about that asaparallel.
MacArthur always thought strategically, first, | don't think
there’ sany question about that. And if you look at histimein
Japan, magnificent, in terms of his strategic view of things.
Now, at the tactical level he was frustrated, but he thought
strategically first.

EIR: Doyouthink, then, that thereisstill applicationfor that
kind of thinking?

Smith: Absolutely. To useforce on force against an enemy,
the generals are overpromoted sergeants. But you've got to
do that in more than just military. Y ou’ve got to have politi-
cal—all theinteragency peoplethat have aplaceinthis, have
got to be apart of the planning and execution.
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Editorial

LaRouche’s Agenda for
Economic Recovery

There is plenty of reason to see disaster immediately =~ among railroads. The United States’ steel induistry is
ahead in the path of the Bush Administration’s nextshrinking to nothing, with the massive loss of paid-ip
steps; butthe only efficientresponse towhatislooming,  pensions and nothing individual unions can do {o stop
is to make Lyndon Larouche the front-runner for theit. Farmers in a score of states are losing their crops gnd
Democratic nomination for President. The ongoingmo-  seed to searing drought, and told by the Presid¢nt that
bilization of millions of leaflets across the United Stateshe cannot even afford to allow them the expected disas-
on “The Electable LaRouche” is changing the political ~ ter aid and loans! What are the “economic fundgmen-
landscape quickly; it has already borne fruitin the earlytals” if not these—and in American history, they ha
August Michigan Democratic primary elections, and it  never been worse.
can quickly knock Senators Joseph Liebermanand John That LaRouche has to take the lead now, is undér-
McCain out of the running as serious Presidential con-  stood by many forces in or around governments in many
tenders. With Lieberman, will go the unelectable Al parts of the world. Suddenly, governmentsin Italy, Gejr-
Gore. Those are the conditions under which Bush’'s di-  many, Poland, and Russia, for example—driyen by
sastrous course can be changed. sickening drops in production and trade—are all takin
After President Bush’s much-ridiculed economic  or publicly considering, moves to use LaRoug¢he’s
forum in Texas, LaRouche moved to accelerate planunique principles of national banking on a large sca
ning, by his campaign and economic researchers, for  to generate government credits to “get back to pro-
rebuilding the crumbling American economic infra- duction.”
structure. His first steps to stop the debt-induced eco- President Bush is going through “Hoover I’
nomic collapse are clear, and known to American leading a worse crash than Hoover did, and discreditifng
ers at all levels: The huge volumes of unpayable stock,  himself not because there is a collapse on, but pecause
“junk bond,” and related debt which is crushing one he is being advised to lie consistently to the American
economic sector after another, must be frozen in an  people about a “recovery” and “sound fundamgntals.”
orderly, government-guided process of bankruptcyHe is being pushed by the McCain and Lieberman
which protects employment, incomes, and productive  operation, and by the “molehill” within his administra
investments. The United States has to join with nations tion, to go into a spreading Mideast war, one whi
of the Eurasian Land-Bridge regions to build new high-  will make the economic crisis far worse; pushe
technology transportation and development “corri-huge and disastrous IMF bailouts for internationgl
dors.” LaRouche has now commissioned a physical as-  banks; and he is so squeezed by disappearing| govern-
sessment of what will be necessary—in investmentment revenues, that he is now forced to renege on hpard
jobs, and new capacities—to rebuild tlikerally van-  government promises—security expenditures for the
ishing major economic infrastructure of the North nation’s airports, disaster aid, and others. The crediljil-
American continent itself. ity disaster of his Texas economic forum shows
These are the “economic fundamentals” so oftermatically, that his policy teams have got to be shaken
spoken of by officials who are not even aware what  up and replaced.
they are saying. The cascading series of major airline  But nothing will be gained by easy criticism of th
bankruptcies are more than a financial matter: these air ~ President and his predicament. Only one respgnse to it
carriers are chaotically shrinking themselves back tas effective: admit Lyndon LaRouche’s electability,
1950s and 1960s levels of air travel service. Passenger much of the world does; and make him the fron{-runner
and freight rail all over the nation is being taken out of for the Democratic nomination. That will change th
service, brought down to lower speeds, or cannibalized  axioms of the President, and the country.
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SEE LAROUCHE ON CABLE TV
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Click on Live Webcast
Sundays—11 am
(Pacific Time only)

ALABAMA
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* BREA—Ch. 17
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Adelphia Ch. 55
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AT&T-Comcast Ch.25
2nd Fri.—9 pm

+ CONTRA COSTA
AT&T Ch. 26
2nd Fri.—9 pm

+ COSTA MESA Ch.81
Wednesdays—10 pm

* CULVER CITY
MediaOne Ch. 43
Wednesdays—7 pm

+ E. LOS ANGELES
Adelphia Ch. 6
Mondays—2:30 ppm

* FULLERTON
Adelphia Ch. 65
Tuesdays—6:30 pm

* HOLLYWOOD
AT&T—Ch.3
Wednesdays—6:30 pm

* LANCASTER/PALM.
Adelphia Ch. 16
Sundays—9 pm

* LAVERNE—Ch. 3
2nd Mondays—8 pm

= LONG BEACH
Charter Ch. 65
Thursdays—1:30 pm

* MARINA DEL REY
Adelphia Ch. 3
Thursdays—4:30 pm
MediaOne Ch. 43
Wednesdays—7 pm

* MID-WILSHIRE
MediaOne Ch. 43
Wednesdays—7 pm

* MODESTO—Ch.8
Mon & Thu—2:30 pm

* OXNARD
Adelphia Ch.19
Americast Ch.8
Tuesdays—7 pm

= PALOS VERDES
Cox Ch. 33
Saturdays—3 pm

* PLACENTIA
Adelphia Ch. 65
Tuesdays—6:30 pm

* SAN DIEGO Ch.19
Fridays—5 pm

* SAN PEDRO
Cox Ch. 33
Saturdays—4 pm

* SANTA ANA
Adelphia Ch.53
Tuesdays—6:30 pm

* STA.CLAR.VLY.,
T/W & AT&T Ch.20
Fridays—1:30 pm

* SANTA MONICA
Adelphia Ch. 77
Thursdays—4:30 pm

* TUJUNGA—Ch.19
Fridays—5 pm

* VENICE—Ch.43
Wednesdays—7 pm

* VENTURA—Ch.6
Adelphia/Avenue
Mon & Fri—10 am

* WALNUT CREEK
AT&T Ch.6
2nd Fridays—9 pm

* WHOLLYWOOD
Adelphia Ch. 3
Thursdays—4:30 pm

= W.SAN FDO.VLY.
Time Warner Ch.34
Wed.—5:30 pm

COLORADO

= COLORADO SPGS.
Adelphia Ch. 4
Tuesdays—8 pm
Thursdays—11 am

* DENVER—Ch.57
Saturdays—1 pm

CONNECTICUT

* GROTON—Ch. 12
Mondays—10 pm

* MANCHESTER Ch.15
Mondays—10 pm

* MIDDLETOWN—Ch.3
Thursdays—5 pm

* NEW HAVEN—Ch.29
Sundays—5 pm
Wednesdays—7 pm

* NEWTOWN/NEW MIL.
Cablevision Ch. 21
Mondays—9:30 pm
Thursdays—11:30 am

FLORIDA

+* ESCAMBIA COUNTY
Cox Ch. 4
2nd Tue, 6:30 pm

IDAHO

* MOSCOW—Ch. 11
Mondays—7 pm

ILLINOIS

* CHICAGO
AT&T/RCN
8/9: 10 pm (Ch.21)
8/25: 8 pm (Ch.21)
8/26: 12:30 am (Ch.19)
8/30: 12:30 am (Ch.19)
(no shows Sep,0ct,Nov)

* QUAD CITIES
Mediacom Ch. 19
Thursdays—11 pm

« PEORIA COUNTY
Insight Ch. 22
Sundays—7:30 pm

* SPRINGFIELD Ch.4
Mon-Fri: 5-9 pm
Sat-Sun: 1-5 pm

All programs are The LaRouche Connection unless otherwise noted. (") Call station for times.

INDIANA

« BLOOMINGTON
Insight Ch.3
Tuesdays—8 pm

« DELAWARE COUNTY
Comcast Ch. 42
Mondays—11 pm

* GARY
AT&T Ch. 21
Monday - Thursday
8 am - 12 Noon

IOWA

* QUAD CITIES
Mediacom Ch. 19
Thursdays—11 pm

KENTUCKY

* BOONE/KENTON
Insight Ch. 21
Mon: 4 pm; Sat: 5 pm

« JEFFERSON Ch.98
Fridays—2 pm

LOUISIANA

* ORLEANS PARISH
Cox Ch. 78
Tuesdays & Saturdays
4 am & 4 pm

MARYLAND

* ANNE ARUNDEL
Annapolis Ch.20
Milleneum Ch.99
Sat & Sun: 12:30 am

* MONTGOMERY Ch.19
Fridays—7 pm

* P.G.COUNTY Ch.76
Mondays—10:30 pm

MASSACHUSETTS

*« AMHERST—Ch.12
Mondays—Midnight

* CAMBRIDGE
MediaOne Ch. 10
Mondays—4 pm

* WORCESTER—Ch.13
Tue.—8:30 pm

MICHIGAN

* CALHOON
ATT Ch. 11
Mondays—4 pm

* CANTON TNSHP.
Comcast Ch. 18
Zajak Presents
Mondays: 6-8 pm

« DEARBORN
Comcast Ch. 16
Zajak Presents
Mondays: 6-8 pm

* DEARBORN HTS.
Comcast Ch. 18
Zajak Presents
Mondays: 6-8 pm

* KALAMAZ0OO
Thu-11 pm (Ch.20)
Sat-10 pm (Ch.22)

= LAKE ORION
Comcast Ch.65
Mondays & Tuesdays
2 pm & 9 pm

* KENT COUNTY
AT&T Ch. 25
Fridays—1:30 pm

* LIVONIA
T/W Ch.12
Thursdays—5 pm
(Occ. 4:30 pm)

* MT.PLEASANT
Charter Ch. 3
Tuesdays—5:30 pm
Wednesdays—7 am

* PLYMOUTH
Comcast Ch.18
Zajak Presents
Mondays: 6-8 pm

* WYOMING
AT&T Ch. 25
Wednesdays—10 am

MINNESOTA

= ANOKA
AT&T Ch. 15
Mon.—4 pm & 11 pm

* BURNSVILLE/EGAN
ATT Ch.14,57,96
Tuesdays—5:30 pm
Saturdays—9 pm
Sundays—10 pm

= CAMBRIDGE
U.S. Cable Ch.10
Wednesdays—2 pm

« COLD SPRING
U.S. Cable Ch. 3
Nightly after PSAs

* COLUMBIA HTS.
MediaOne Ch. 15
Wednesdays—8 pm

* DULUTH
Charter Ch.20
Mondays—9 pm
Wednesdays—12 pm
Fridays 1 pm

* FRIDLEY

Time Warner Ch. 5

Thursdays—5:30 pm

Saturdays—8:30 pm

MINNEAPOLIS

PARAGON Ch. 67

Saturdays—7 pm

* NEW ULM—Ch.14
Fridays—5 pm

* PROCTOR/
HERMANTOWN—Ch.12
Tue. btw. 5 pm-1 am

= ST.CROIX VALLEY
Valley Access Ch.14
Thursdays—4 & 10 pm
Fridays—8 am

* ST.LOUIS PARK
Paragon Ch. 15
Wed., Thu., Fri.
12 am, 8 am, 4 pm

« ST.PAUL (city)
SPNN Ch. 15
Saturdays—10 pm

= ST.PAUL (N Burbs)
AT&T Ch. 14
Thu—6 pm & Midnite
Fri—6 am & Noon

* ST.PAUL (NE burbs)*
Suburban Ch.15

« St.PAUL (S&W burbs)
AT&T-Comcast Ch.15
Tue & Fri—8 pm
Wednesdays—10:30 pm
SOUTH WASHINGTON
ATT Ch.14—1:30 pm
Mon, Tue, Wed, Thu

MISSISSIPPI

* MARSHALL COUNTY
Galaxy Ch. 2
Mondays—7 pm

MISSOURI

= ST.LOUIS
AT&T Ch.22
Wednesdays—5 pm
Thursdays—12 Noon

NEBRASKA

* LINCOLN
T/W Ch. 80
Citizen Watchdog
Tuesdays—7 pm
Wednesdays—10 pm

NEVADA

* CARSON—Ch.10
Wednesdays—7 pm
Saturdays—3 pm

NEW JERSEY

* HADDON TOWNSHIP
Comcast Ch. 19
Sundays 11 am

* MERGER GOUNTY
Comcast”
TRENTON Ch. 81
WINDSORS Ch. 27

* MONTVALE/MAHWAH
Time Warner Ch. 27
Wednesdays—4 pm

* NORTHERN NJ
Comcast Comm. Access
Channel 57
PISCATAWAY
Cablevision Ch.71
Wed—11:30 pm

« PLAINSBORO
Comcast Ch. 3*

NEW MEXICO

* ALBUQUERQUE
Comcast Ch. 27
Mondays—3 pm
ANTHONY/SUNLAND
T/W Ch. 15
Wednesdays 5:05 pm

* GRANT COUNTY
Comcast Ch. 17
Fri. & Sat.
7 pm or 8 pm

*L0OS ALAMOS
Comcast Ch. 8
Mondays—10 pm

« SANTA FE
Comcast—Ch.6
Saturdays—6:30 pm

* TAOS—Ch.2
Thursdays—7 pm

NEW YORK

* AMSTERDAM
Time Warner Ch.16
Wednesdays—6 pm

* BROOKLYN
T/W Ch.34
Cablevision Ch.67
Tuesdays
3:30 pm, 11:30 pm

* BUFFALO
Adelphia Ch.18
Wed.—12:30 pm

* CHEMUNG/STEUBEN
Time Warner-Ch.1
Mon., Fri.—4:30 pm

« ERIE COUNTY
Adelphia Intl. Ch.20
Thursdays—10:35 pm

* ILION—Ch. 10
Mon. & Wed.—11 am
Saturdays— 11:30 pm

« IRONDEQUOIT Ch.15
Mondays—7:30 pm
Thursdays—7 pm

« JEFFERSON/LEWIS
Time Warner-Ch.2
Unscheduled pop-ins

* JOHNSTOWN—Ch.16
Tuesdays—5 pm

* MANHATTAN— MNN
T/W Ch.34; RCN Ch.109
Alt. Sundays—9 am

* NIAGARA COUNTY
Adelphia Ch. 20
Thursdays—10:35 pm

* ONEIDA—Ch.10
Thu—=8 or 9 pm

* PENFIELD—Ch.15
Penfield Comm. TV*

* QUEENSBURY Ch.71
Thursdays—7 pm
* RIVERHEAD Ch.70
Thurs.—12 Midnight
* ROCHESTER—Ch.15
Sundays—3 pm
Mondays—10 pm
* ROCKLAND—Ch. 71
Mondays—6 pm
* SCHENECTADY Ch.16
Mondays—3 pm
Wednesdays—8 am
* STATEN 1ISL.
Time Warner Cable
Thu—11 pm (Ch.35)
Sat.—8 am (Ch.34)
= TOMPKINS COUNTY
Time Warner
Sun.—9 pm (Ch.78)
Thu.—5 pm (Ch.13)
Sat.—9 pm (Ch.78)
* TRI-LAKES
Adelphia Ch. 2
Sun: 7 am, 1 pm, 8 pm
* WEBSTER—Ch.12
Wednesdays—$8 pm
NORTH CAROLINA
* HICKORY—Ch.3
Tuesdays—10 pm
OHIO
* FRANKLIN COUNTY
Ch. 21: Sun.—6 pm
* LORAIN COUNTY
Adelphia Ch.30
Daily: 10 am; or
12 Noon; or 2 pm;
or 12 Midnight
* OBERLIN—Ch.9
Tuesdays—7 pm
= REYNOLDSBURG
Ch.6: Sun.—6 pm
OREGON
* LINN/BENTON
AT&T Ch. 99
Tuesdays—1 pm
* PORTLAND
AT&T
Tue—6 pm (Ch.22)
Thu—3 pm (Ch.23)
* SALEM—Ch.23
Tuesdays—12 Noon
Thursdays 8 pm
Saturdays 10 am
= SILVERTON
Charter Ch. 10
Mon,Tue, Thu,Fri
Betw. 5 pm - 9 am
* WASHINGTON ATT
Ch.9: Tualatin Valley
Ch.23: Regional Area
Ch.33: Unincorp. Towns
Wednesdays—8 pm
Sundays—9 pm
RHODE ISLAND
« E.PROV.—Ch.18
Tuesdays—6:30 pm
« STATEWIDE
R.l. Interconnect*
Cox Ch. 13
Full Ch. 49
TEXAS
* DALLAS Ch.13-B
Tuesdays— 10:30 pm
« EL PASO COUNTY
Adeiphia Ch.4
Tuesdays—8 pm
Thursdays—11 am
= HOUSTON
Houston Media Source
Tuesdays—5:30 pm
Saturdays—10 am

If you would like to get The LaRouche Connection on your local cable TV station, please call Charles Notley at 703-777-9451, Ext. 322.

For more information, visit our Internet HomePage at http: // www.larouchepub.com / tv

* RICHARDSON
AT&T Ch. 10-A
Thursdays—6 pm
UTAH
* REDMOND
Peak Cable Ch.38
Sun, Mon, Thu
6 pm & 10 pm
* SEVIER
Mallard-Suntel
Richfield Ch.45
Peak Cable
Anabella Ch.29
Central Ch.29
Elsinor Ch.29
Glenwood Ch.32
Monroe Ch.29
Sun—1 pm & 8 pm
Mon—1 am & 8 am
VERMONT
* GREATER FALLS
Adelphia Ch.8
Tuesdays—1 pm
VIRGINIA
* ALEXANDRIA
Comcast Ch. 10
Tuesdays—5:30 pm
* ARLINGTON
ACT Ch. 33
Mondays—4 pm
Tuesdays—9 am
* CHESTERFIELD
Comcast Ch. 6
Tuesdays—5 pm
* FAIRFAX—Ch.10
Tuesdays—12 Noon
Thursdays—7 pm
* LOUDOUN
Adelphia Ch. 23/24
Thursdays—7 pm
* ROANOKE—Ch.9
Thursdays—2 pm
WASHINGTON
= KING COUNTY
AT&T Ch. 29/77*
* KENNEWICK
Charter Ch. 12
Mondays—12 Noon
Thursdays—=8:30 pm
* PASCO
Charter Ch. 12
Mondays—12 Noon
Thursdays—8:30 pm
* RICHLAND
Charter Ch. 12
Mondays—-12 Noon
Thursdays—=8:30 pm
* SPOKANE—Ch.14
Wednesdays—6 pm
* WENATCHEE
Charter Ch.12
Thu—10 am & 5 pm
* YAKIMA—Ch. 9
Sundays—4 pm
WISCONSIN
* MADISON—Ch.4
Tuesdays—3 PM
Wednesdays—12 Noon
* MARATHON COUNTY
Charter Ch. 10
Thursdays—9:30 pm
Fridays—12 Noon
* SUPERIOR
Charter Ch.20
Mondays—7:30 pm
Wednesdays—11 pm
Fridays 1 pm
WYOMING
* GILLETTE—Ch.36
Thursdays—5 pm
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EIR SPECIAL REPORT

THE ‘NEW ECONOMY’ IS DOOMED

The Fraud of the Information Society

While the suckers were still
betting that the Nasdaq bubble would
never burst, EIR said that
a systemic breakdown was coming on
fast.

We were right, and the suckers lost
trillions.

How did we know?

This Special Report rips apart the
fraud of the Information Society, and
tells what must be done to restore eco-
nomic health to nations whose energy,
health-care, transport, and water infra-
structure is collapsing.
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