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Ibero-American Integration
And the New Bretton Woods

by Lorenzo Carrasco

We continue our coverage of the historic continental seminar20 yearsis nothing, because we did |ose time, and thousands
“Mexico-Brazil-Argentina: The Hour of Integration; March of human lives withered on the vine.

to a New Bretton Woods,” held Aug. 22-23 in the city of  Today | could say ... that we are in much better shape
Guadalajara, Mexico (seBlR, Sept. 6, for the presentations than in 1982 to build an integration movement that can pull
of the first day of the seminar). Nearly 300 political, military, our nations out of this self-destructive process. And who is
and constituency activists attended, and Lyndon LaRouchthis enemy that we have learned to recognize, this common
addressed the gathering by telephone. enemy that confronted usin the Malvinas, that confronted us

We present here sections of the Aug. 23 speech by Lorenao the Mexican moratorium, and that confronts us today, in
Carrasco, executive committee member of the Ibero-Amerihisfinal phase of destruction of the nation-state?
Thisenemy isembodied in the utopian faction of the An-

can Solidarity Movement (MSIA) in Brazil. In a subsequent
speech, Carrasco discussed the impor-
tance of undertaking major infras-
tructure projects across Ibero-America,
as the strategic complement to
LaRouche’s proposal for a Eurasian
Land-Bridge that can putthe world back
on the path of growth and development.

Y esterday, we analyzed two key devel- -
opments that took place 20 years ago—
theMalvinasWar and the M exican debt
moratorium—and how they ended as
defeatsfor the continent. And what hap-
pened during those 20 years? Was it
time wasted? Did we simply wait for
another opportunity to come aong?
Y esterday, it was made clear that coun-
tries, from that point onward, suffered a
process of destruction, or rather, self-
destruction. But that period nonetheless
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providesuswithameansof determining
who the enemy is and what his inten-
tions are. So, it is not true that it was a
lost period, but neither can we say that
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Speakers at the Guadalajara conference, left to right: Oscar Preciado, state leader of the
CROC trade union (Mexico); Vice Adm. Sergio Tas$ad(eez de Aquino (Brazil); Maj.
Adrian Romero Mundani (Argentina); Jo&@ereira of the Alumni Association of the
Superior War College of Brazil; Lorenzo Carrasco, of the executive committee of the
Ibero-American Solidarity Movement (MSIA).
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glo-Americanoligarchy, which seekstoimposeanew Roman
Empire, apost-modern version of anew Roman Empire. This
utopian faction began to emerge in its contemporary form,
most clearly, as of 1971, when President Richard Nixon de-
stroyed the world financial system, which was the cause of
all the economic misfortunes the world faced for the next
30 years. August 1971, the breaking of the Bretton Woods
agreements, launched an erain which theworld political sys-
tem of sovereign nation-states could not coexist with, was not
compatible with, the floating exchange-rate system.

Thesearetwo essentially exclusive, essentially incompat-
ible systems, because monetary controls and the emission of
credit and money are attributes of the nation-state—perhaps
the most important attributes of the nation-state—since
money and credit are as important as having an army. They
aresymbolic expressionsof the national wealth, of thegrowth
of national wealth and of the national esteem of its citizens.
This began to become corrupted, and we can see it in its
exaggerated form in the Argentine situation, where basically
the dollar was adopted as their own currency, and at that
moment, it became clear that the limit had been reached in
the process of dissolution of that nation-state. . . .

And so, in 1982, we saw the beginning of this painful
process, which identified for uswho werefriendly forces, and
who were the enemy forces. It isinteresting that, while we
did not know [Argentina’ sCol. Mohamed Ali] Seineldin, who
wasin combat at thetime, wein Mexico werewaking up to a
very real senseof international life, because up until that time,
we had been concerned only with Mexican politics. Yes, we
had the mission to save the sovereignty of Mexico, but we
paid little attention in reality to how we were going to defend
the sovereignty of Argentinaor of Brazil.

And so, with the Malvinas War, with the campaign that
LaRouche led, the huge worldwide mobilization that he
headed, we were given aresponsibility that we couldn’t have
imagined: We were taken off the farm and told, “L ook, this
world is more complicated than you ever imagined.” And so,
the mobilization wasborn. And so, too, later inthat sameyear
of 1982, Operation Juarez, the mission for Ibero-American
integration which later led us to the creation of the Ibero-
American Solidarity Movement.

The enormous mobhilization in favor of Argentina
launched usinto South America, because LaRouche was the
only politician who, from inside the United States, came out
in defense of Argentine sovereignty, taking as his argument
the Constitutional precepts of the United Statesitself. Today,
we have in this meeting, alarge number of the protagonists
of that unique year. Seineldin wasfighting on the[Malvinas]
Islands; LaRouche was defending a principlewith an unprec-
edented mobilization; andlater, President José L 6pez Portillo
joined that fight in defense of the sovereign nation-state.

Westayed in contact with President L 6pez Portillo, and he
had the patience and kindnessto receive politically immature
youth, and to tell them that they had to ready themselves to
govern the country—which was repeated to us several times.
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Wetook it asencouragement, but not yet asaconcreterespon-
sihility. . ..

The problems we face today are not going to be resolved
merely by theideas of aseminar, or with the ideas of an elite.
Theseideasare guidelines, but war iswon by logistics, by the
improvisation of each one of the individuals who confronts
the enemy. The responsibility lies within each one of you.
Governments that are today aligned with globalization will
fall, destroyed by the very process of the crisis. If we assume
the responsibilities that lie before us, we can transform the
painful defeats of 1982 into astrategic victory, whichwewill
be able to record for all posterity.

Marivilia Carrasco

We Are in the Final
Phase of the System’s
Disintegration

MariviliaCarrasco, president of thelbero-American Solidar-
ity Movement (MS A) of Mexico, gave this speech on Aug.
23, 2002, on the second day of the seminar “ Mexico-Brazl-
Argentina: The Hour of Integration; March Towards a New
Bretton Woods.” The speech has been translated from
Spanish.

| am going to present to you apicture of how weare definitely
in the end phase of the disintegration of the current interna-
tional financial system, and of the policies associated with it
which have been implemented over the past 35 years. This
picture must be viewed from the standpoint of what has hap-
pened in Mexico, Brazil, and Argentina, ajoint view of these
three countries, which demonstrates that this crisisin fact is
also awindow of opportunity for achieving integration.

We can scientifically prove that the conditions exist for a
qualitative change in the economic situation, aslong asthere
is a political movement to achieve integration, because
changewill not occur unlesswe are capable of interveningin
theregional and global strategic situation. Thisisthe purpose
of holding thisseminar. And so, wewill aso present apicture
of the disintegration of the U.S. bubble, and its effects on the
real physical economy.

| will beginwith afigurethat showswhat everyoneknows
as“bankers arithmetic.” It isvery clear that those of uswho
learned to add 2+2, did not use the arithmetic of bankers,
who add and subtract in an incomprehensible, irrational, and
absurd way.

The most recent research we are using is that of my col-
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