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Economy in Crisis:
Are You Ready Yet
To Listen to

" Lyndon
. LaRouche?

"On the time-scale of history, the
terminal moment of our nation’s
recent follies has now arrived. Now, if
our nation is to survive, we must
acknowledge, that the leading trends
in policy-influencing opinion, over the
J wumer  recent thirty-odd years, have been
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This Special Report features LaRouche’s
overview of the principles of a “science-
driven” economic recovery strategy from
the current global depression; the “Triple
Curve” collapse function of the U.S. and
world economies, and why it is qualitatively
sweesed § ] () () worse than that of 1929-33; and what must
be learned from President Franklin D.
Roosevelt’s 1933-45 recovery strategy.
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From the Associate Editor

T he institution of the U.S. Presidency, one of the things that makes
our constitutional republic unique on the planet, is now mortally

imperilled by the fact that its current occupant is insane! Lyndon

H. LaRouche, Jr., in his strategic document published in this issue,
analyzes the psychopathology behind George W. “43” Bush’s drive
for pre-emptive war against Irag—a war which is universally ab-

horred around the world, even by a substantial chunk of the British
oligarchy.

LaRouche comes, he says, as a kind of “guardian angel” brought
in to succor that imperilled Presidency. “l come, as did Dickens’ Old
Marley to Scrooge: the unwanted but familiar apparition, to tell the
President what he needs to be told, the tough truth, for his own good,
and for the good of the nation, too.”

Will Bush listen? If he does not, the nation and the world cannot
allow themselvesto be destroyed on account of the President’s insane
“doll house” play, in the face of an onrushing economic catastrophe
that he, with much of his generation, refuses to face. LaRouche calls
upon the United Nations Security Council to cease debating the luna-
tic formulations submitted to it by the U.S. government, in the form
of a “resolution” concerning Iraq; instead, the Security Council
should say plainly that the President and Vice President of the United
States are—hopefully temporarily—insane, and no discussion can
be held on this basis. (Sé&tional.)

While the current situation is frightening, there is no reason for
pessimism. We document resistance from all around the world, in-
cluding the eloquent and courageous words of West Virginia Senator
Robert Byrd, invoking the warnings of the Roman historian Titus
Livius, against “blind and improvident” leaders, who act in haste
and spill the blood of their people. From the extensive coverage of
LaRouche’s words in the Arabic press; to the opposition to an Iraq
war in Israel; to the call in Italy for a new global financial architecture,
in the direction of LaRouche’s New Bretton Woods proposal—ev-
erywhere, there are signs of sanity coming to the fore.

Itis the crisis itself which has called forth—finally—the recogni-
tion that a change is necessary. LaRouche’s document takes up the
most profound basis for such a change: actual thinking, on the part,
not only of Presidents, but of the citizens who elect them.
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LaRouche Called It: ‘Hellish’
September for Global Economy

by John Hoefle

The month of September was a wake-up call for all those  year’s value of U.S. goods produced, services rendered, at
citizens and policy-makers who have been merely watchingstatistics puffed.
rather than joining, the LaRouche movement. Septemberwas, “This is a crash,” was the public evaluation of Deutsch
indeed, the “hellish” month for the global economy that Lyn- Bank chief economist Norbert Walter on the last day of Sep-
don LaRouche said it would be, and the prospects for October ~ tember. Thomas McManus, chief strategist of Bank c
are even more ominous, as the global economic system co®merica Securities, said “This is the worst we’ve seen in
tinues to disintegrate. LaRouche was right, and all those who years. But you can always go lower. The only thing that wil
talked of rebounds and recoveries were wrong. Again. stopyouis zero.” Asthe U.S. Federal Fiscal Year 2002 ended
“The marketis disintegrating. Thishasbeengoingonatan  aswell, Sept. 30, with a budget deficit of at least $160 billion
accelerating rate over the past two months,” 2004 Presidentiaine analyst was quoted in thiéashington Post with the wry
pre-candidate LaRouche said on the weekly LaRouche Show  “This is a tombstone, not a milestone.”
webcast Aug. 24. “September is going to be a horror-show, The Down Jones Industrial Average closed the quarter at
on the international financial markets. It's going to be a hor- 7,592, its first trip below 7,600 since the August 1998, near-
ror-show for bankruptcies throughout the United Statesmeltdown of the global financial system. The Dow is now
We're looking at mass layoffs, with no return from themin ~ down 35% from its high of 11,722 in January 2000, and that
sight, no recovery in sight.” slide is accelerating; the Dow fell 18% in the third quarter,
“September is going to be a hellish month,” LaRouche  and 12% in September alone, and that’s for what is perhap
reiterated on Aug. 31, in his keynote speech to a conferencdie most heavily manipulated stock market index on the
of supporters in Northern Virginia. “We’re not in a simple planet. The other major U.S. indices are in even worse shape,
depression, we're in something much more serious. We're invith the Wilshire 5000 and the S&P 500 both off 47% from

what is called a general breakdown crisis.” their peaks and the Nasdag Composite off 77%. The Nasdac
_ led the group with a 20% decline in the third quarter and an
‘ThislsaCragh’ 11% decline in September, while the S&P 500 fell 18% and

September delivered LaRouche’s forecast, with plunging 11%, respectively, and the Wilshire 17% and 10%. This, in e
markets which made the third quarter (July through Septemguarter in which the so-called experts had predicted we would
ber) the worst quarter for U.S. stock markets since the fourth be well into the mythical recovery.
quarter of 1987—a quarter which included the October 1987  Other major world stock markets plunged similarly. In
market crashEIR estimates, based on an extrapolation of ~ Germany, the Deutsche Bourse said it would phase out th
Federal Reserve figures, that the value of U.S. corporattNew Economy” Nemax-50 Neue Markt, which hit an all-
equities fell some $2.3 trillion during the third quarter alone, time low on almost every trading day in September and has
of a total loss of around $9 trillion since the market beganlost 97% ofits value since its March 2000 peak. The Frankfurt
falling in 2000. That is equivalent to 90% of the $10.4  Xetra DAX s not doing all that much better, down 65% from
trillion U.S. GDP; the markets have wiped out nearly aits peak after declines of 36% in the third quarter and 25% in
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“horrible” September. The Paris CAC 40 is down 59% from
peak, having dropped 28% in the third quarter and 17% in
September; while the London FTSE 100 is off 46% from its
peak, with plunges of 20% in the third quarter and 12% in
September. Even the Japanese Nikkel 225, which has fallen
55% from its 2000 high, fell 11% in the third quarter and
seems poised to drop below 9,000; the Nikkei’ sall-time high
was 38,917 on the last day of 1989.

Thisrelentlessdrop in global stock marketswill continue,
as corporate profits drop and institutions and individuals are
forced to liquidate their portfoliosin order to try to preserve
their capital. The Plunge Protection Team might be able to
manipulate the occasional bump in the market—like the
Dow’ s 346-point gain on Oct. 1—in order to try to head off a
full-fledged panic, but they do so at the danger of blowing out
the gold market and the derivatives banks. L ately, the Plunge
Team seems to be reduced to producing minor upticks in
otherwise plunging markets, similar to what occurred Sept.
27. On that Friday, with the Dow down 301 points just mo-
ments before closing, one or more buyers stepped in to cut
thelossto 296 points, allowingthe Dow to closeat the psycho-
logically less scary level of 7,701. Presumably, closes such
as 7,001, 6,001, and 5,001 are in the planning stages.

Financial Blowout

Worldwide, well over $10 trillion in stock market values
have been wiped out over the past two years, and thoselosses
are still percolating through global balance sheets; as values
continue to vaporize, the effects will grow, laying waste to
corporate and individual balance sheets.

The effects can be seen in the quarter-by-quarter dropsin
the reported profits of the big banks, where layoffs and other
forms of downsizing have become the order of the day.
Morgan Stanley, for example, reported Sept. 19 that itsyear-
over-year profit for thethird quarter wasdown 13%, itseighth
consecutive quarter of lower profits; similarly, J.P. Morgan
Chase warned that its third-quarter results would be much
worse than its second quarter. Still, these banks continue to
report profits, asthe derivatives giants continue to count hun-
dreds of hillions of dollars of worthless assets asiif they ill
had value.

In addition to mountains of overvalued assets and uncol-
lectable debts, these new “fi nancial services’ giants are also
seeing their business evaporate, particularly on the invest-
ment banking side, where the once-lucrative initial public
offering (IPO) and mergers and acquisitions (M&A) busi-
nesses have nearly ground to a halt. IPOs were al the rage
during the Internet boom, generating billions in fees for the
investment banks and trillions in losses for the suckers who
bought the stocks. Only nine IPOswere launched in the third
quarter of 2002, the lowest number since the first quarter of
1980, according to Thomson Financial. Even worse, 90% of
thevalueof those|POscameinonedeal, Tyco International’s
spinoff of CIT, a result of Tyco's own financial and legal
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problems, which include theindictment of former CEO Den-
nis Kozlowski.

The merger boom has also dried up; most of the dealsin
recent years were paid for by the stock of the buyer, a deal
only the most desperate will accept these days. The value of
mergersworldwidefell 37% in thethird quarter compared to
thethird quarter of 2001, with $284 billion in deals reported;
U.S. dedls fell 42% to $144 billion. As with the Tyco deal,
many of the transactions that do happen, occur because the
seller isdesperate for cash or to unload debt it can’t pay.

Overal, the manic boom of recent years has given way to
funereal gloom, as the focus shifts from making money to
protecting it, and cannibalization, prosecution, and scape-
goating becometheorder of theday. The bubbleiscollapsing,
and the insiders know it, although that hasn't stopped them
fromtrying to lure the suckersback into the market with their
phony rebound talk. Nobody ever got rich throwing money
down arathole.

Physical Economy

Whilean enormouseffort isbeing made behind the scenes
to hold the Humpty Dumpty financial sector together, thereal
economy continuesto collapse. Exemplary isthe state of the
U.S. transportation grid, where the West Coast ports are
closed to freight due to a lockout against dockworkers, the
already woefully inadequate national Amtrak passenger rail
service is facing severe cuts, and the U.S. airline industry is
largely bankrupt.

At a time when rebuilding the transportation grid is a
crucia aspect of economic recovery, the House Appropria-
tions Committee is attempting to gut Amtrak’s budget. If
passed, thebill would force Amtrak to shut down major inter-
state train routes, all but ending passenger rail serviceto Ar-
kansas, Kansas, Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona.

Theworkforceisal so taking abeating, asindicated by the
high level of corporate layoff announcements. There were
269,090 layoffs announced in the third quarter, pushing the
nine-month total to just over 1 million, according to Chal-
lenger, Gray & Christmas. That'san annualized pace of 1.35
million—below the 9/11-spiked record 1.96 million regis-
tered in 2001, but double the 613,000 layoffs in 2000 and
the 675,000 in 1999. The running average of new claims for
unemployment during September was well over 400,000 per
week, alevel which is a marker for contraction of the U.S.
economy.

LaRoucheor Bust

The country is quickly going to Hell in a handbasket,
while Congresstriesto cut theinfrastructure budget, Sir Alan
Greenspan defends the derivatives disease, and the Bush Ad-
ministration pushes for war. Washington has no solution, but
Lyndon LaRouche does. Either we flea-dip the speculators
and begin implementing LaRouche's recovery plan, or the
horrors of September will soon seem like the good old days.
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Brazil Is Going to Default,
No Matter Who Wins the Elections

by Gretchen Small

Admittedly, competition for “Greatest Threat to the System”
was fierce at the annual International Monetary Fund/World
Bank meetings Sept. 27-29, what with the state of the Japa-
nese banking system, the United States' current account defi-
cit, and the great mortgage debt bubble. Still, the looming
default on Brazil’ s $500 billion worth of foreign obligations
was among the hottest of the topics dominating the nervous
discussions among the bankers, speculators, government of -
ficials, and hangers-on who gathered in Washington, D.C. for
that event.

Just this past Aug. 7, the IMF had announced its largest
single bail-out package for any country, ever: a $30 hillion
loan agreement for Brazil, $24 billion of which would be
disbursed in 2003. The package, at least $10 hillion larger
than expectations, was designed to “calm the markets,” and
keep Brazil’s debt solvent through the transition to the new
administration which takes office on Jan. 1, 2003. Public
pledgesof support for the conditionalitiesattached tothe IMF
bailout were then extracted from theleading Presidential can-
didates, including from Luiz Inacio “Lula’ da Silva, whose
possible victory has been widely trumpeted as the cause of
Brazil’ sfinancial troubles. (LulaandhisWorkers' Party [PT],
a leading force in Teddy Goldsmith’s “anti-globalization”
World Social Forum, have spent most of thiscampaign prom-
ising to play ball with “the markets,” and cutting deals with
foreign and domestic bankers.)

Seven weeks later, Brazil is blowing out again, and the
feared “D” word—default—again dominates discussions of
Brazil. Financiers are demanding that more money be
pumped in—Ilots more—so that they can in turn suck it out
of Brazil in the form of repayments and/or capital flight.

$63 Billion Bailout Enough?

Thirty billion dollars doesn’t give Brazil much of a cush-
ion, Britain’s Fitch rating agency analyst Roger Scher told
one of the conferences which followed the IMF/World Bank
meetings. For Brazil to avoid default, the IMF may have to
come up with as much as $63 billion in 2003, he calculated.
Governments can’t say no, either, Inter-American Dialogue
President Peter Hakim threatened. “Brazil is one of those
countries that could knock everyone's cart off balance. The
IMF can't just sit back and say, ‘We've done the best we
cando.””

6 Economics

Not even $63 billion, however, will keep Brazil from de-
faulting—and the financiers know it. Brazil’ s debt is unpay-
able, no matter whois elected asthe next President this Octo-
ber. Whoever it is, will face a crisis the likes of which none
of the candidates has given any indication they are prepared
for. The way things are shaping up globally, Brazil could be
forced to default—even before the new President takes office
in January—when, as happened to Argentina in 2001, they
simply do not have the reserves | eft to service the debt.

The message delivered by the financiers during the IMF
meetings was straightforward: We're getting out of Brazil,
and we want public monies, either governments or interna-
tional financia institutions, to cover our exit.

The only question remaining isapolitical one. Will Bra-
ziliansallow the creditors and specul atorsto strip the country
until it begins to break down, as happened to Argentina, be-
foreadefault isproclaimed?Or, will Brazil impose exchange
controls, declareadebt moratorium, and call for other nations
tojoinitin forming a New Bretton Woods—while they till
have something left upon which to rebuild? Either way, the
debt will not be paid.

U.S. Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche warned
during his June 9-15 visit to Brazil, that the entire world fi-
nancial system could blow out during thetwo to three months
to come, if governments did not put it through bankruptcy
reorganization. What ishappening in Argentinawas“awar n-
ing,” of what faced every nation, including Brazil, hetold Bra-
zilians.

Thecrisisin Brazil wasthen just beginning to hit. By the
end of July, as LaRouche had warned, Brazil stood at the
brink of an Argentine-style meltdown. Capital flight drove
Brazil’s currency, the real, down by 18% in July, to arecord
low of 3.46 to the dollar; and its country-risk soared to nearly
24% over theU.S. Treasury bondrate. Top captainsof Ameri-
can companies operating in Brazil met with Treasury Secre-
tary Paul O’ Neill when he visited Brazil on Aug. 5, and told
him that an economic collapse of Brazil would “hammer U.S.
banks, U.S. corporate profits, and U.S. stocks.” Two days
later, O’ Neill, who only daysearlier had derided IMF bailouts
for filling corrupt officials' Swissbank accounts, wassinging
the praises of the IMF s $30 hillion bailout.

LaRouchedismissed the $30 billion asabluff by aWash-
ington which had no idea what to do. The last thing to do,

EIR October 11, 2002



Lyndon LaRouche warned Brazl, during a visit there in June 2002, that the crisisin
Argentina was a warning of what Brazl itself woulf face within two to three months.

he said, is to throw another “wall of money” at a gigantic
speculative bubble, thus worsening the hyperinflationary ex-
plosion to come. The only way to stop the national, and per-
haps even greater international chaos that would follow a
blow-out of a debt the size of Brazil’s, is to “freeze
everything, . . . freeze the unpayable debt,” he said. “Then
you have to go to a fixed exchange rate, which you defend
with exchange controls and capital controls. . . . With that in
place, you then activate domestic credit mechanismsto keep
the nation’ svital real economy alive.”

TheLonger It Goes. . .

LaRouche wasright. The IMF package barely got Brazil
through August. September was a re-run of the July crisis,
only worse. Brazil now heads into October in a much worse
situation than July: its debt islarger, of shorter maturity, and
more of it istied to the dollar; it has fewer foreign exchange
reserves, afurther |ooted domestic economy, and afar-weaker
currency (around 3.7 reals to the dollar on Oct. 3, after wild
plunges, fluctuations, and government support operations).

Every measure taken by the Central Bank to maintain the
pretense that the debt is still “ performing,” has worsened the
problem. Brazil’ sbonds were selling for less than 50¢ on the
dollar by late September, with usurious yields in the 25%
range. The Central Bank’ s“solution” hasbeen pitiable: to sell
short-term paper, of only months' duration, in exchange for
bonds coming due between 2004 and 2006, because the bond-
holders are otherwise simply dumping them on the cut-rate
market for dollars.

To entice capital to keep buying Brazilian domestic debt,
the Central Bank has been selling bondsindexed to the dollar
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(in which the government absorbsthe ef-
fect of any devaluation), or bonds with
floating interest rates (which guarantees
the maximum rate of usury available for
the bondholder). Eighty percent of Bra-
zZil’s domestic public debt is now either
tied tothedollar, or carriesfloating inter-
est rates. With the country’ s benchmark
interest rate set at 18% for months, the
cost of servicing the debt is phenomenal.

The dollar-indexed debt, however, is
even more insane. This is the precisely
the same “ Tesobono” mechanism which
blew out the Mexican peso in late 1994;
(and a similar indexing finished off the
Argentine peso by last year). Mexico's
Tesobonos totalled some $30 hillion,
when they blew out. The Brazilian do-
mestic debt is now at over 1.1 trillion re-
als, equal to about $300 hillion at today’ s
exchange rate, and the going estimate is
that 45% of it is now held in dollar-in-
dexed bonds—up from40% just last July.
Brazil’s public dollar-linked domestic debt, thus, is at some
$135 billion—four and ahalf timeslarger than Mexico's Te-
sobono bubble. These are de facto foreign obligations, al-
though official figures don’t report them as such.

Itisthismechanismwhich hasbuilt inahyperinflationary
rate of growth of Brazil's debt, and made it arithmetically
unpayable. Asthereal devalues—it haslost almost 40% of its
valuein 2002—thevalue of thedollar-indexed debt increases
proportionally, automatically, without Brazil doing a thing,
or receiving apenny! Thetotal public debt grew, for example,
in July by 9.8%, because of this. According to Bloomberg
wire service's calculations, for every 1 centavo drop in the
real, Brazil’s debt increases by 3.5 hillion reals—nearly $1
billion at today’ s exchange rate.

The Ever-Present Argentine Mirror

Thefinanciersare already banking on aBrazilian default.
George Soros and Citigroup Vice Chairman Stanley Fischer
were among the heavyweights who said so publicly, during
theround of IMF-associated meetings. Theissuereally being
discussed, was—as Templeton Asset Management’'s Mark
Mobius put it in a Sept. 24 interview with Bloomberg wire
service—"There is going to be a default. The only question
now is: Can it be donein a controlled manner?’

The answer is: only LaRouche’'s way. Capita is fleeing
generaly out of “emerging markets’ (as the nations of the
developing and former Comecon nations are now called). A
World Bank economist reported during the IMF confab, that
the bank projectsinternational private capital flowsto Ibero-
Americawill be 64% lessin 2002 than the year before—i.e.,
only $25 hillion or so will enter Ibero-America. The bank
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calculates that private foreign capital going into the “emerg-
ing markets’ overal, isrunning 22% lessthan last year.

The concern of the officials meeting in Washington was
not Brazil, or Turkey, or any of the other debtors, but how to
ensure top financiers get their money out, before the entire
asset class of “sovereign emerging market debt” disappears.
This will happen if Brazil defaults, Merrill Lynch analyst
Tulio Verareminded a Washington seminar. Thus, the vari-
ous competing proposals—each more psychotic than the
next—placed on the table at the IMF meetings by the U.S.
Treasury and the IMF, for how to streamline bankruptcy pro-
cedures to maximize centralized control over the collapse.
None of these proposals will work, but they do serve as an
admission that bankruptcies are the order of the day.

In Brazil’s case, the game had been, until July, to keep
rolling the debt over, asit comes due. But, asthe government
and corporations found in September, “the market” is no
longer willing to buy Brazilian paper. That means, they either
pay them off, or default. Several large Brazilian corporations
did default on payments due in September, “rescheduling”
themwith their creditors. Thegovernment had to pay off 57%
of thedollar-indexed |oanswhich came due, and could not get
investorseventorenew $8billionincurrency-hedgecontracts
which came due, because “investors’ preferred to hold
dollars.

Shutting Down Economic Activity

As more comes due, where will the money come from to
pay the debt off? Reservesarefinite. . . and diminishing. The
Central Bank spent some $700 millioninthree daysat theend
of themonth, to keep thereal from dropping to 4 to thedollar.
The government, like Argentinabeforeit, has already gutted
expenditures, in order to free up tax revenues for debt pay-
ments—simply not disbursing at least $10 billion worth of
planned government programsin 2002. Brazil’ s participation
inthe International Space Station was cancelled, aswere key
river-dredging projects, aplan to create anational network of
health clinics, needed nationa highway repairs, and on and
on. Even basic yearly service for Army draftees was can-
celled.

As uneasy Brazilians watching Argentina are constantly
reminded, gutting the physical economy of the nation to pay
an unpayable, usurious debt, is not aviable path to solvency,
but rather leadstoaDark Age, to starvation, and death. Brazil,
while still maintaining high-technology economic capabili-
ties, has far greater portions of its population already living
in abject poverty than Argentina had, before the spectacular
physical implosion of the latter’ s economy over 2000-2002.

Today, thousands of desperate Argentine workers are
seizing bankrupt companiesto try to keep them operating—
even if that means working for only 7¢ an hour, a hot meal,
and a place to sleep—because their only other choice is to
steal, tojointhe 40,000 peopl e scavenging of f garbagedumps,
or to starve to death.

8 Economics

U.S. Credit Market Debt
Grows by Record Amount

by Richard Freeman

American indebtedness exploded in the second quarter of
2002, taking the U.S. debt bubble to unprecedented, and un-
sustainable, heights. Theleading sectorsincreasing their debt
load were the Federal government, households, and financial
businesses. Throughout the economy, this debt is papering
over existing debt, feeding the housing bubble, and letting
households and productive non-financial businesses survive.
Lyndon LaRouche haswarned that this process—Ied by Fed-
eral Reserve Board chairman Sir Alan Greenspan—is creat-
ing the basis for a powerful Weimar-style hyperinflationary
explosion to shatter the world financial system.

U.S. total indebtedness combines three sectors: 1) busi-
ness debt (the combined debt of non-financial and financial
businesses); 2) household debt (combined household mort-
gage, credit card, and installment debt); and 3) Federal, state,
and local government debt.

The Federal Reserve Board of Governors, which does
most of the reporting of U.S. indebtedness, only reports debt
on a “credit market basis,” which represents nine-tenths of
all debt. “Credit market debt” is that debt which can be
purchased and sold freely on the credit markets. However,
thereisalso “non-credit market debt.” The U.S. government
issues both credit market and non-credit market debt; the
latter consists of special U.S. Treasury securities, which
cannot be bought on the open market, and which are bought
by U.S. government trust funds, principally the Socia Secu-
rity Trust Fund.

TablelzeroesinonU.S. credit market debt, and itsmajor
components. The table shows that total U.S. credit market
debt increased from $29.234 trillion to $29.846 trillion from
thefirst to the second quarter, arise of $612 billion. But the
Federal Reserve Board of Governorsannualizesthe quarterly
data; that is, were the second quarter trgjectory to continue
for afull year, that second quarter increase rate would swell
total U.S. credit market indebtedness by $2.448 trillion. This
would constitute the largest annual increase in U.S. credit
market debt in history.

There are three mgjor components which drove overall
credit market indebtednesshigher. During the second quarter,
U.S. Federal government borrowing increased by more than
$112 hillion—when annualized, it comesto a gigantic $451
billion increase. Table 2 shows that the Federal government
borrowed 11 times more during the second quarter 2002, than
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TABLE 1

U.S. Credit Market Debt Outstanding, by Leading Sector

($ Trillions)
Date Total Credit Market Debt(a)  Federal Credit Market Debt(a)  Non-Financial Business  Financial Business  Household
1997 20.711 3.805 4.762 5.458 5.557
1998 22.831 3.752 5.322 6.545 6.012
1999 25.019 3.681 5.946 7.630 6.510
2000 26.725 3.385 6.533 8.457 7.070
2001 28.781 3.380 6.934 9.405 7.680
2002
1Q 29.234 3.390 6.967 9.623 7.856
2Q 29.846 3.502 7.017 9.852 8.033

(a): does not include more than $2.5 trillion in U.S. Treasury bonds, which the Treasury has issued and which are now held by the Social Security Trust Fund.

Source: U.S. Federal Reserve Board of Governors, “Flow of Funds Accounts”; EIR.

TABLE 2
Changein U.S. Credit Market Debt
($ Trillions)
Date Total Credit Market Debt(a) Federal Credit Market Debt(a) Non-Financial Business Financial Business Household
1998 2.130 -0.053 0.560 1.087 0.455
1999 2.188 -0.071 0.589 1.084 0.498
2000 1.706 -0.296 0.588 0.815 0.541
2001 2.056 -0.006 0.400 0.950 0.610
2002(b)
1Q 1.812 0.040 0.132 0.875 0.703
2Q 2.448 0.451 0.201 0.916 0.706

(a): does not include more than $2.5 trillion in U.S. Treasury bonds, which the Treasury has issued and which are now held by the Social Security Trust Fund.

(b): first and second quarter data stated on an annualized basis.

Sources: U.S. Federal Reserve Board of Governors, “Flow of Funds Accounts”; EIR.

duringthefirst. Themagjority of thisborrowing stemmed from
the huge Federal tax revenue collapse—dueto the collapsing
economy—which thegovernment had to cover by borrowing.

Second, financial businesses borrowed at an annualized
rate of $916 billion during the second quarter. The category
of financial business includes banks and insurance compa-
nies, but also Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, the two giant
agencies which dominate the secondary market in housing
mortgages. More than half of the financial business sector’s
borrowing was done by bonds issued by Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac, meaning that funds were being sucked in to
finance the American housing bubble.

And third, households increased their indebtedness at an
annualized rate of $706 billion. Of that increase, $598 bil-
lion—85% of the total—was households' increase of their
mortgage debt.

Thus, the U.S. increased its debt borrowings largely to
cover the shortfall in tax revenues and to feed the dangerous
housing bubble. Indiviudals and households also borrowed
merely to survive.
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There is one last element to consider: At the end of the
second quarter, total U.S. credit market debt reached $29.846
trillion. Atthesametime, U.S. government non-credit market
U.S. Treasury debt rose to $2.662 trillion. Total U.S. debt
consists of both elements, so it surged to a staggering
$32.508 trillion.

EIR s July 5 issue documented (“Rollover of U.S. Debt
Will Yield Weimar Hyperinflation™), that the debt service
burden (annual payment of interest and that portion of princi-
pal whichisdue) ontotal U.S. debtisgreater than $7trillion—
the equivalent of nearly three-quarters of the Gross National
Product. The debt service sucks dry households, businesses,
and governments. Were Greenspan to rapidly increase mone-
tary reservesto facilitate the financing of thisdebt, thiswould
create aWeimar-style hyperinflationary explosion. But were
the Fed—fearing hyperinflation—not to print considerably
more money, this debt burden will further contract the physi-
cal economy, the basis of human existence, making service
on this debt impossible. By either path, the insupportable
burden destroysthe financial system.
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] nal complained that, with his campaign promises, Fox “per-
Mexico sonified the new Mexico,” but “the old Mexico is still not in
any danger.” Showing its impatience over Fox’s failures on
energy privatization and tax reform, tleurnal demanded

. that Fox “spend some of his political capital.”
V\/ a]_l Sl ] eet tO FOX, Tomake sure that Fox's hand won’ttremble, the oligarchy
has placed one of its leading dirty tricks operatives inside the
3 o ° ’
T" 1€ TO Play Dl [l y first circles of the Mexican Presidency, “Dirty Dick” Morris.
Salvador Gara Soto, director of the newspapexrCron-
by Rubén Cota Meza |ca_deHoy, Wrote_ onJuly 2_8that every 15 days,” Dick Morris ’
arrives at Los Pinos to give classes to a select group of Fox's
closest collaborators, for the purpose of plotting strategy for
While the utopian faction inside the Bush Administrationis  the 2003 elections/d&8nto credits Morris for the Fox
orchestrating a drive for war in the Middle East, global finan-government’s “strategy of polarization”—confrontation with

cial centers are increasing pressure on Mexican President Vi-  the PRI and dredging up the errors and corruption of pa

cente Fox to decide, once and for all, to “play dirty” againstregimes—and with the idea that, “with a lot of Fox and a

the unions and sections of the PRI opposition party that are little PAN,” the current regime could take the majority of the

blocking the surrender of Mexico’s energy resources—sdChamber of Deputies in 2003. The current Congress, with

necessary to the strategy of a single imperial superpower. important nationalist minorities from the PRI and PRD, ha
The main target, at the moment, is the union of Petroleogroven a significant obstacle to Wall Street’s plans.

de Mexico (Pemex) oil workers, whose leaders have been The PRI and the oil workers union, in late September

accused of corruption, as well as those leaders in the Mexicatapitulated to Morris’ strategy by abandoning their strike

Senate and House who are today threatened with being plans, rather than be portrayed as villains who would ha

stripped of their posts, and then dragged before the courts. held the nation hostage to preserve their privileges. The PAN
The most visible pressures are coming fromkhgancial and PRD will nonetheless strip the oil workers’ leaders of

Times, the London-based mouthpiece of the international fi-their parliamentary immunity as Congressmen, and send them

nancial oligarchy, and from the U.S. State Department. Inthe  to jail for corruption, but not before a lengthy trial designed

shadows, operating from the Los Pinos Presidential resito serve as electoral campaign propaganda against the PRI.

dence, one finds Dick Morris, that slimy bag of dirty tricks

deployed out of the offices of Wall Street lawyers and theOrder for ‘Dirty War’ Comes Down

New York financial mafia, who passes himself off as Fox's  The oil worker leaders today are paying for their own

political “strategic adviser.” betrayal of union leader Joadqua Quina” Herrimdez Gali-
_ _ cia, who was jailed in 1988 by then-President Carlos Salinas
Operation ‘Dirty Hands de Gortari, precisely for blocking plans to privatize the coun-

In a Sept. 23 article signed by Sara Silver and Richard try’s energy sectors. Just as the Ibero-American Solidarit
Lapper, theFinancial Times describes Fox as “proud of his Movement warned in the 2000 elections, Fox is “the terminal
successes” in bringing about a peaceful political transition, phase of Salinismo.”
after seizing the Presidency from the PRI (which ruled the  The order to proceed with a “dirty war,” designed to over-
country for decades); of his economic team, which has  turnnational resistance to the surrender of the nation’s enerc
brought inflation and interest rates to historically low levels;resources, came directly from the Bush Administration in
and of “shielding” Mexico from the storms that are whipping Washington, in the form of “support” for President Fox’s war
South America. However, complains tfiémes, Fox has againstcorruption. On Sept. 25, State Department spokesman
proven “incapable or unwilling to engage in the kind of dirty ~ Richard Boucher “surprisingly” announced that the Bush
politics required” to impose privatization of the energy sector,government “places itself firmly behind the key objectives of
a drastic “tax reform,” the dismantling of the unions and the ~ the Fox government.” Boucher cynically adds, “We don’t
PRI, and so forth. Fox appears determined to bring about thiake a political position” vis-avis the oil workers strike, but
privatization of the electricity sector and to face down the “we take a strong position” on corruption, and “approve the
powerful Pemex union, admits thiémes, “which could be  steps the Mexican government has adopted against it.”
the defining issue for his government.” However, “the big With Bush’s big stick in hand, Fox and his “advisers"—
question is whether Mr. Fox will prove himself equally suc- headed by “Dirty Dick” Morris—will proceed to dismantle
cessful in the harder, dirtier, and potentially treasonous ter-  union resistance to privatization of not just the oil sector, bu
rain, that is the future of Mexican party politics.” allthe other sectors of the economy demanded by the financial

This is not the first time that the bankers’ have scolded  elites. Next in the crosshairs are the union of the Mexicar
Fox for not pushing through the “reform” program for which Institute of Social Security and the Mexican Union of Electri-
he was installed in power. Last January, W& Sreet Jour-  cal Workers.
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Bush Demand for Shock
Smashes Tokyo Market

by Kathy Wolfe

On top of the Wall Street bubble crash decimating world
markets, Tokyo stocks were further pushed to a 19-year low
of 8,879 on Oct. 4, after Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi
fired the head of the bank regulatory Financial Services
Agency (FSA) and gavel MF shock therapist Heizo Takenaka
thedoubl e portfolio of FSA head and chief economic advisor.
TheHarvard-trained Takenakaset up an emergency bank task
force run by Takeshi Kimura, Tokyo branch chief of Wall
Street’s cost cutting accountants KPMG. Kimura threatened
to force immediate write off of $375 billion (Y45 trillion) in
non-performingloans(NPLs) at Japan’ smajor banks, without
any offsetting new credits for economic development.

“Such a hard-line approach to bad loan disposa would
drive many companies out of business and cause a big jump
inunemployment,” Tokyo' sNikkei newsreported. “ Indebted
companieswill be forced into failure, and bankswill feel the
pain of huge losses. . . . Speculation that large banks may be
nationalizedisspreading. . . . Anxiety ishigh among borrow-
ersinconstruction, real estateand retailing, wheremany firms
are having trouble repaying debts. ... The steel and auto
industries” will aso suffer.

U.S.-MadeTrigger for Global M eltdown?

Japanese press widely report that “creation of the task
force comes after external pressure by the Bush Administra-
tion,” as Nikkel put it. President Bush personally demanded
Koizumi take these stepsat a UN Sept. 12 meeting, Y omiuri
News said. “ Takenakawas strongly urged by R. Glenn Hub-
bard, chairman of the U.S. Council of Economic Advisers, to
tackle the bad-loan problem,” Nikkei adds. The IMF annual
meeting Sept. 29 al soissued acommuni quéstrongly demand-
ing that Japan “ risk having somestruggling corporateborrow-
erscollapse.”

The U.S. Centra Intelligence Agency meanwhile will
hold an emergency meeting on Japan’ s economic crisis, Nik-
kei reported from Washington Oct. 3, “to analyze the impact
on the U.S. and the world if the economic situation worsens
further. . . . TheBush administration hasgrown nervousabout
risksfacing the U.S. and the world economy that might ham-
per any planned military action against Irag.” The CIA would
not confirm the report.

Koizumi, in an Oct. 4 statement, said “We must do what
we must do,” regardless of the pain to the economy. “Using
tax money to fund public works projectsto stimulatethe econ-
omy isoutdated,” hesaid, referringto callswithinthegovern-
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ment coalition for new budget spending to offset Takenaka' s
IMF mass-layoffs plan. In a public relations stunt, Koizumi
instead visited the Tokyo Stock Exchange Oct. 4 for thefirst
time in office, trying to buoy sentiment. But “traders were
unenthusiastic,” Nikkei reports, and it took government pen-
sion fund buying to drag the index back over 9,000 to close
the week at 9,027. Over $1.3 trillion has been lost in the
Nikkei index meltdown under Koizumi.

Two Opposed Policies

There is more, however, to this apparently grim picture
than meetsthe eye. Koizumi’ sactionsare particularly bizarre
coming on the heels of the Bank of Japan (BOJ) emergency
announcement Sept. 18. that the central bank would defend
Japan’ sindustrial base (see EIR Oct. 3). The BOJannounced
plans to buy and hold what could be as much as $144 billion
of corporate stocks held by major banks. These stocks of
Japan’ smajor industrial concernssuch as Toyoto and Fujitsu,
must be sold, into apanic market, under U.S.-forced deregul a-
tion laws passed by earlier Japanese governments.

It isevident that the BOJinitiative, and the U.S.-ordered
shock-therapy policy for which Koizumi just overturned his
Cabinet, arein opposition.

Magjor attacks are coming out against the Bush Adminis-
tration’s international policies—particularly from business
leaders—indicating the policy battleisfar from over. “Thor-
ough bad-debt cleanup without any anti-deflation policiesis
likeasurgical operation without anesthesia,” Y asushi Okada
of the Japan Business Federation “Keidanren” said Oct. 4.
Keidanren chairman Hiroshi Okuda called for more compre-
hensive emergency measures for industrial revitalization,
charging Koizumi’s program would simply trigger acrash.

Makoto Utsumi, oneof Sakakibara' spredecessorsasVice
Minister for International Finance, wrote an op-ed in the Yo-
miuri News Oct. 3, indicating that not a Japan crash, but a
dollar crash, could still result from miscalculations around
war with Irag. In his op-ed, entitled “Dollar, Yen, Euro in
‘Reverse Beauty Pageant’ ” , Utsumi writesthat the three ma-
jor currency areas are in a race to see which one will be
dumped by investors the fastest. Thisis in part because the
countries concerned want to cheapen their own currenciesto
stimulate exports, he writes, but it is also in part because
the economies concerned are simply becoming weaker and
weaker—Ied by the United States.

“Market participants are focusing on the negative factors
affecting the dollar,” he writes, because they are “looking at
arecovery that resultsin neither business profits nor any up-
turn in the labor market. They are also watching other weak
pointsin the economy, such asthe huge current account defi-
cit, which equalsmorethan 4 percent of theU.S. grossdomes-
tic product, and the declining influx to the United States of
capital from Europe, which thus far has financed the current
account imbalance.” Utsumi noted reportsthat Iran and other
OPEC countries are “considering adopting the euro instead
of the dollar for crude oil export transactions.”
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[taly’s Vote for New Monetary System
Can Start Coalition To Stop the Collapse

A report on the historic Italian Chamber of Deputies vote of  And one of the Deputies who was a sponsor of the resolu-
Sept. 25, from Helga Zepp-LaRouche’s appearance on “Th&on, Deputy [Giovanni] Bianchi, whom we have known for
LaRouche Show” Internet radio broadcast on Sept. 28. many years, said to the Parliament when he was motivating
the adoption of this resolution, that they should listen to the
Helga Zepp-LaRouche: Another extremely important de- prophetic words of “Mr. LaRouche,” who was absolutely cor-
velopment happened in Italy thisweek. The Italian Parliamentect in predicting the collapse of the speculative bubble, and
took a majority vote, on a resolution on the question of the  who had proposed a New Bretton Woods; and that they “coul
New Bretton Woods—to have a new financial architecturenot leave him to be the only voice,” for such a New Bretton
This is the result of long, long years of our work. As a matter ~ Woods. And then, there was a vote, and it was passed b
of fact, the LaRouche movementis active in Italy since almost majority.
30 years, and we have many, many political friends in the Now this is very, very important; because lItaly, as you
Church, in the different political parties, in the industries, inknow, is the fifth-largest economy in the world, and it is the
various associations, and so forth. And, as you know, Lyndon  first country of the G-7 states to go with Lyn’s proposals
LaRouche has been in Italy many times, invited by chamberexplicitly. Now, this is very big. And we have now, a policy
of commerce, and similar institutions. And, in Italy, you have of the whole international organization: We're spreading the
more people who study Lyn’s ideas seriously, who read evhews about the Italian development. We have it out among
erything they can get ahold of, and who understand that Lyn  allthe parliaments. We have many contactsin many countrie
is one of the outstanding thinkers of our present time, andn parliaments, who already signed previous appeals for a
who love him for that. New Bretton Woods, and our aim is to replicate this before it
So, what happened, is that, already a couple of years agg too late.
we had several parliamentarians introducing a New Bretton Every day, the markets are going down: You have nev
Woods resolution. And as the crisis is becoming worse, anthorror-shows, new fraud investigations, new stock market
people actually see this system is going down, everything is
in a meltdown: Argentina—Argentina is very important for
Italy, because many Italians, in the last century, emigrated t
Argentina. And now, many of these people, in the seconds
third, fourth generation, come back to Italy, because they cag
no longer live in Argentina, because everything is collapsing g%
the country is sinking into chaos; hundreds of thousands d
people are living off garbage; the banks have frozen saving
accounts; and the whole country is really going down the ;
drain. ;B
Now, for ltaly—which has lots of trade and otherrelations =,
with Argentina, and many family connections, and so forth—g
it's like the horrible sign on the wall, [of] what could be the
fate of the whole world, including Italy! So therefore, a big g
part of this resolution in the Parliament, was really to take &&=
certain emergency measures to defend Argentina.

The hall of the Italian
Chamber of Depuities,
where the watershed

Newsof Italy Vote Spreading

Lyn had proposed, already a year or so ago, when th
Argentina crisis exploded—he had proposed a six-point pro
gram, how to defend the Argentine people against the usur
ous banks and the IMF. So, a lot of that went into this resolu
tion. And then, it expanded into the whole need to have a Nev
Bretton Woods system, a new financial architecture.
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vote, demanding a new
international financial
system, took place on
Sept. 25. The Italian
call is particularly
directed toward
nations of Ibero-
America.
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meltdowns. Just yesterday, they announced that they will
close down the Nemax in Germany—the bourse for the New
Market; they just closed it down, because it collapsed to a
ridiculous 300 points or so. And, people know there is only
onealternative, and that is, the New Bretton Woods proposal
by Lyn.

So, | think thisisvery optimistic news, especially because,
in another area of the Eurasian Land-Bridge, namely, in the
Southeast Asiaand East Asia, our ideas are being put on the
map, too. Y ou know that, when Bush declared North Korea
to be part of the “axis of evil,” this has sent shock waves
through the countries of East Asia. And in the recent period,
therewasacoordinated effort by Kim Dae-jung, the President
of South Korea, who made agreements with Kim Jong-il,
the Chairman of North Korea, that they would go with the
“Sunshine Policy” to try to move the two Koreastoward uni-
fication, to build themissing railway link inthe Demilitarized
Zone between South and North Korea. And then, to make
sure that North Koreais not being singled out.

Moves by Eurasian Powers

Thisisvery much the concern of Russia. President Putin
went to Pyongyang, and offered Russian helpin the construc-
tion and modernization of the rail through North Korea, so
that, you can soon travel al the way from Pusan in South
Kores, to North Korea, to China, to Russia, to Europe. And
at the same time, a del egation went from Rome—of industri-
alists—to Pyongyang, and they announced that there is now
a consortium of French, Italian, German industrialists, who
not only want to help with the modernization of the rail in
North Korea, but who want to build another line, al the way
from Korea, through Eurasia, to Triestein Italy.

So there is a tremendous motion. And this is also sup-
ported now, by K oizumi from Japan, whichisacompl ete shift
in the Japanese-Korean relations. And al of these leaders
totally, totally agree, that the Eurasian Land-Bridge and the
New Silk Road is the way to keep peace, and to have awar-
avoidance policy.

So, what I'm trying to say, isthat, while the meltdown is
going on; whilethewar danger isescal ating; therearemotions
of very important forces around the world, who go in the
direction of Lyn’s policies: the New Bretton Woods and the
Eurasian Land-Bridge. So, I'm actualy very optimistic, be-
cause peopleunderstand that thealternativetowar, isbuilding
the peace; building peace for economic development; and
having a peace policy, as a counter to this Clash of Civiliza-
tions.

Latin AmericaNow Moving

Caller: You had mentioned that, with this breakthrough,
this flank breaking through in Italy, with the introduction of
this New Bretton Woods program, that we' re immediately
pushing to have a similar type of resolution introduced in as
many as 12 different nations. And we're working on that
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Rail corridor construction opensthe two Koreas' long-forbidden
border. Gates are open at the DMZ after 50 years—to allow the
construction of new rail lines up the whole peninsula, the Eastern
end of the“ New Iron Slk Road” across Eurasia. Thisisa major
objective of LaRouche’ s New Bretton \Woods monetary reform.

immediately. What' s going on with that in Europe and other
parts of theworld?1 know now we have youth organizations,
in places like the Philippines, and we even have some young
people now in places like Nigeria. Y ou have student groups
on campuses and thingslike that. Are there any recent devel-
opments on that?

Zepp-LaRouche: What we have been doing in the last
two days, isto get theresolution from Italy trandated into all
languages, and we are circulating it together with the call
for a New Bretton Woods, which has an important tradition,
because | had issued in the past six years, two calls: Onewas
an appeal to President Clinton; and when it became clear,
that Clinton was, unfortunately, neutralized, because of the
Lewinsky affair, [we appealed for] an Ad Hoc Committeefor
parliamentarians to just form themselves, to make such an
emergency conference. These callsweresigned by morethan
500 parliamentarians from 40 countries, and even an even
larger number of leadersfromvariouscivil organizations, and
trade unionists, and industrialists and so forth. So, we are
recontacting many of these. Some of them are not parliamen-
tarians any more; therefore we have other, new ones. So,
right now, we arein the process of really, in-depth, spreading
this proposal.

The point is, that a similar development is coming from
Latin America, where recently there was a very successful
conferencein Guadal gjara, commemorating the 20th anniver-
sary of [then-President Josg] L opez Portillo goingwithLyn's
proposalsin 1982. On Sept. 1, 1982, President L opez Portillo
had started to implement Lyn’ sprogram for the Latin Ameri-
can-wideinfrastructure integration—which at that point was
called Operation Juarez. And, he introduced exchange con-
trols; nationalized the banks; he gave out devel opment credits
for very concrete projects.

And at that time, we could have gotten the world on a
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completely different track. But, at that time, Argentina and
Brazil did not act in solidarity with Mexico. And Britain then
launched the Malvinas War, which threw Argentina far, far
intothecrisis. And now, peoplecan seethat thelack of solidar-
ity in going to with LaRouche’ s proposals, [as] implemented
by L6pez Portillo, isthe reason why now, not only Argentina
is collapsing, but Brazil and the whole the Latin American
continent is being “ Argentinized.”

So, out of this Guadalgjara conference, where you had
participation from Argentina, from Brazil, came theideathat
we need a new, globa economic forum. You only have two
such forums: One isthe famous (or infamous) Davos Forum,
in which al the key monetarists meet once a year; and then
you have the oligarchical, counter-controlled forum of Porto
Alegre, inwhich the so-called “ anti-globalization” forcesare
organized—but it's actually controlled by the very same
forces as the Davos Forum.

So, theworldisinan urgent need to have areal economic
forum, which discusses physical economy.

If World Isfor Peace, and U.S. for War. ..

| think it would be onebigtask, also, for the United States,
to find people. So people should take these three documents
together: theltalian resolution [see EIR, Oct. 4], thecall for a
New Bretton Woods[available at www.schilleringtitute.org],
and the Guadal ajara call to establish an economic forum [see
EIR, Sept. 20]—and try to find people, also inside the United
States, who realize that the whole American model of econ-
omy is out; not only the New Economy, but the mega-bank-
ruptcies, the collapse of the stock market, and so forth. And
find reasonable, intelligent, moral economists in the United
States; state legislators, if possible, even Congressmen, to
join. Becausethereis no reason why we should not be able to
find people inside the United States, who become part of this
world mation.

Because the alternative for the United States, obviously
is to go back to the policies of John Quincy Adams and the
community of principle; because, what could be better for the
United Statesthan to cooperate with the Eurasia, with Africa,
with Latin America? | mean, these are potentially gigantic
markets for American exports.

So, | think what you want, isto look for economistsinthe
tradition of Alexander Hamilton; of the Careys, father and
son—the advisers of Lincoln; in the tradition of Franklin D.
Roosevelt; and organize them together. Because the problem
is, if the whole world is for peace, and the United States is
going for war, I'm afraid the world will go to war.

So, the key thing is, to break things up; find voices of
reason; and, I'm absolutely certain, that within a couple of
days, you will see the first signers of this call. We have, al-
ready, six—the first signers, who initiated the call. But the
ideaisto create the momentum, an avalanche of people who
say, “Wedon’t want to go downthedrain of economic depres-
sion and war, but we want to put an aternative on the table.”

14 Economics

Breakthrough in Italy

Five-Year Fight for
A New Bretton Woods

The Italian Parliament’s unanimous vote on Sept. 25 for a
resolution seeking a new global “financial architecture,” in
view of the“ crisisof thewhol efinancia system,” wasabreak-
through achieved by more than five years of organizing—in
Italy, and internationally—Dby the L aRouche movement.

Thefight began onJan. 4, 1997, with thefirst major, public
announcement of Lyndon H. LaRouche Jr.’s New Bretton
Woodspoalicy. LaRoucheaddressed aforum of theFDR-PAC
in Washington, D.C. laying out a policy orientation for the
second Clinton Administration, centering around two propos-
als: that the U.S. President convene an international confer-
ence to establish a“new Bretton Woods system,” to put the
world economy through bankruptcy proceedings and to reor-
ganize it for productive development; and that the United
Statesjoinin global projects of benefit to all mankind, with a
special focus on the Eurasian Land-Bridge program.

The challenge was immediately taken up in Italy, where
Sen. PublioFiori, leader of the opposition party National Alli-
ance (Alleanza Nationale, AN) and former Transport Minis-
ter, on Feb. 13, 1997, introduced a parliamentary question
to the government, asking whether, in view of the ongoing
disintegration of theinternational monetary and financial sys-
tem, Italy should undertake emergency measures, such as a
New Bretton Woodsconferenceand atax on derivatives spec-
ulation.

The following chronology traces some of the LaRouche
movement’ skey interventions, and the stepstaken by elected
representativesin Italy, that brought about the historic result
that now must be replicated in other countries.

Feb. 15, 1997: LaRouche delivers keynote address to a
conference of the Schiller Institute and International Caucus
of Labor Committees in Reston, Virginia, titled “ Toward a
New Bretton Woods Conference.” He calls for the audience
to forge the preconditions to enable President Clinton to con-
vene, with other heads of state of leading nations, a New
Bretton Woods conference to create a new, stable, global
monetary system to replace the bankrupt | nternational Mone-
tary Fund system.

Feb. 15-17, 1997: An“Urgent Appeal to President Clin-
ton To Convoke a New Bretton Woods Conference” isiniti-
ated by the founder of the Schiller Institute, Helga Zepp-
LaRouche, and Ukrainian economist NataliaVitrenko, mem-
ber of the Supreme Rada (Parliament) of Ukraine. In subse-
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guent months, the text is circu-
lated worldwide for endorsement
by public figures.

April 10, 1997: Lyndon and
Helga LaRouche are the keynote
speakers at a conference orga
nized in Rome by EIR and
LaRouche's Italian co-thinkers,
theCivil Rights-Solidarity Move-
ment. LaRouche's proposal for a
New Bretton Woods is supported
by Senator Fiori, aswell asby rep-
resentatives of Italy’s state-sec-
tor industries.

April 2, 1998: Lyndon and
Helga L aRouche address a meet-
ing in Rome on the New Bretton
Woods. The briefing is attended
by Members of Parliament (both

AN

the Chamber of Deputies and the
Senate), economists, journalists,
and diplomats.

April 7,1998: Italian PrimeMinister Romano Prodi says,
in answer to a question from EIR, “I personally believe that
we must move toward anew Bretton Woods.”

March 11, 1999: Helga Zepp-LaRouche addresses a
Rome conference, sponsored by EIR and the Civil Rights-
Solidarity Movement, onthe need for Italy tojointhe“ Survi-
vors' Club” and work to establish a New Bretton Woods and
to build the Eurasian Land-Bridge.

Feb. 9, 2000: Italian Deputies Michele Rallo (AN) and
Alberto Simeone (AN) ask the Italian government to com-
ment on the necessity of aNew Bretton Woods.

Feb. 16, 2000: Italian Sen. Riccardo Pedrizzi and other
22 Senators from the opposition parties of the “Polo della
Liberta” coalition, introduce afirst motion to the Senate, call-
ing for a New Bretton Woods. Similar resolutions are pre-
sented later to the City Councils of Milan and Rome, and to
the Regional Council of the Lombardy region.

Feb. 16, 2000: Italian Member of the European Parlia-
ment, Cristiana Muscardini (AN), presents a parliamentary
inquiry ontheNew Bretton Woods, from the European Parlia-
ment to the European Commission.

March 7, 2000: Four Italian Members of the European
Parliament in Strasbourg introduce a resolution calling for a
New Bretton Woods conference, “with the purpose of creat-
inganew international monetary system, capableof gradually
eliminating the mechanisms which led to the ‘speculative
bubble.””

April 7, 2000: A cal for an Ad Hoc Committee for a
New Bretton Woods is issued, and circulated worldwide for
endorsement. The statement includesthetext of the European
Parliament resolution, with the following introduction:

“The governments of the G-7 nations have repeatedly
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demonstrated their unwillingness and inability to prevent the
threatened collapse of the global financial system, through
a prompt, and thorough reorganization of the system. This
rendersit urgently necessary that al those who recognize the
devastating consequences of a systemic financial crisis, raise
their voices.

“We, the signators, refer to Lyndon LaRouche, as the
economist, worldwide, who has analyzed the causes of the
systemic crisis in greatest depth, and over the longest time,
and who, at the same time, has elaborated a comprehensive
package of measuresto betakento overcomeit: theanti-crisis
program for aNew Bretton Woods.”

Over the coming year, the statement is signed by former
President José Lopez Portillo of Mexico, former President
Jozo BaptistaFigueiredo of Brazil, over 500 parliamentarians
from over 40 countries, and several hundred civil rights|ead-
ers, trade unionists, industrialists, and representatives of so-
cial organizations.

July 23, 2000: Lyndon LaRouche speaks on the New
Bretton Woodsin the Cenacolo Room of the Italian Chamber
of Deputies in Rome. The invitation was extended by Hon.
Giovanni Bianchi (Partito Popolare Italiano) who has been
the promoter of alegal decree, later approved unanimously
by both Chambers of the Parliament, for a debt moratorium
for the devel oping countries.

Oct. 7-9, 2000: Lyndon and HelgaL aRouchevisit Ascoli
Piceno, Italy, for public and private meetings.

Oct. 12, 2000: Lyndon LaRouche addresses an informal
hearing of the Foreign Affairs Committeeof theltalian Parlia-
ment (Chamber of Deputies) in Rome, on the subject of “the
reform of the Bretton Woods system, the present ail crisis,
and the roots of inflation.”
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Oct. 19, 2000: Italian Sen. Riccardo Pedrizzi and other
24 Senators of several parties, both of the opposition and
of the government coalition, present a second motion to the
Senate, calling for a New Bretton Woods. The next day, the
same motion is presented to the Interparliamentarian Group
for the Jubilee 2000, the main organizer of the Assembly of
the Members of the Parliaments of the World, held in Rome
on Nov. 4-5.

Nov. 4, 2000: The Italian Catholic daily Avvenire pub-
lishes an article, titled “25 Senators of the Opposition Say:
We Need aNew Bretton Woods.”

Feb. 26, 2002: Nine Italian Senators introduce a motion
calling for aNew Bretton Woods conference, citing thecrisis
inArgentinain particular: “ The monetarist policy of theIMF
toward the so-called devel oping countries such as Argentina
has been directly responsible for the worsening of the situa-
tion in those countries, to the point of bankruptcy, forcing
the payment of high interest rates and cuts in spending and
productive investment which have seriously affected the do-
mestic output of the real economy of those nations.” The
Senators aim to get 50 signers for the motion, and to get the
same motion introduced into the lower house, the Chamber
of Deputies.

July 2, 2002: Sen. Riccardo Pedrizzi, president of the
Senate Finance Committee and member of the government
coalition party National Alliance (AN), issues a statement
callingfor aNew Bretton Woodsconference. Facinga“global
crisis,” he saysthereisonly one answer: “To organize at the
international level the necessary forces for a reform of the
global monetary and financial system, aNew Bretton Woods,
determined by the governmentsthat can, through continental
great projects of economic development, relaunch the world
productive economy, and renew dialogue, peaceful coopera-
tion, and employment.”

By now, more than 100 members of both chambers of
Parliament have signed theresol ution first presented by Sena-
tor Pedrizzi on Oct. 19, 2000.

July 3-5, 2002: Lyndon LaRouche visits Italy, speaking
at three events promoted by the Italy-Russia Chamber of
Commerce, the Chamber of Commerce of Vicenza, and the
Milan-based Association for the Development of Banking
and the Stock Market Studies.

Sept. 25, 2002: Italian Chamber of Deputies votes de-
manding a new international monetary system.

[0 LAROUCHE IN 2004 [

www.larouchein2004.com

Paid for by LaRouche in 2004.
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[taly ‘Domino Effect’:
Who'’s Next for NBW?

A source in the City of London told EIR on Sept. 30 that the
most likely immediate impact of the Italian Parliamentary
resolution calling for “anew financial architecture” will bein
Brazil. “In Brazil, more than in any other significant country
| am aware of, influential people are raising the question,
whether the system really works,” he said. With thefailure of
the International Monetary Fund's $36 billion bailout pack-
agefor Brazil (see articlein thisissue), and the deepening of
thefinancial crisisglobally, the stageisset for anew breakout
toward Lyndon LaRouche’' s New Bretton Woods.

LaRouche visited S&o Paulo, Brazil in June 2002, where
he was awarded honorary citizenship in the city, and where
he addressed numerous audi ences on the need for anew world
financial and monetary system. One of his hosts, Dr. Enés
Carneiro, former Presidential candidate of the Party for the
Rebuilding of National Order (PRONA), isaprominent orga-
nizer for thecall for an Ad Hoc Committee for aNew Bretton
Woods, a call which was also signed by former Brazilian
President Jodo Baptista Figueiredo.

Elsewherein Ibero-America, a" Declaration of the Sover-
eign Nation-State: March To a New Bretton Woods’ was
issued on Aug. 22-23 by the conferencein Guadal gjara, Mex-
ico, titled “Mexico-Brazil-Argentina: The Hour of Integra-
tion; March to aNew Bretton Woods,” and sponsored by the
Ibero-American Solidarity Movement (MSIA). The meeting
was attended by nearly 300 continental activists. Former
M exican President Jose L opez Portillo, who endorsed the call
for a New Bretton Woods in 1998, sent written remarks to
the conference. And in Colombia, a chapter of the Ad Hoc
Committee for a New Bretton Woods was formed on Aug.
17, 2000, at aconference convoked by former Labor Minister
Jorge Carrillo.

Milestonesin the U.S. Fight

During the 2000 Presidential campaign in the United
States, Lyndon LaRouche's Committee for a New Bretton
Woods, hisPresidential campaign committee, made the fight
foraNew Bretton Woodsanational i ssue—despitetheheavy-
handed illegal delegate-stealing by Al Goreto shut LaRouche
out of the Democratic Party’ s primaries and nominating con-
vention. The LaRouche movement’s work over more than
five years has created the potential for abreakout now.

During 2000-2001, resolutions calling for aNew Bretton
Woods were introduced into the state legislatures of Ala
bama, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, Mississippi, Pennsyl-
vania, Virginia, as well as the National Conference of
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State Legidatures.

Alabama: The State House of Representatives passed
House Joint Resolution 422 on May 4, 2000, “Calling for a
‘New Bretton Woods' Conferencefor | nternational Monetary
System Stability.” Sponsored by State Rep. Thomas Jackson
(D), theresolution described the positive contributions of the
1944 Bretton Woods mechanisms; the explosion of a global
financial crisissince 1997; the malfunctioning of theinterna-
tional monetary and financia institutions, and proclaimed:
“Beit resolved by the Legislature of Alabama, both Houses
thereof concurring, that we call for the convocation of anew
conference, similar to the one at Bretton Woods,” with the
goals of “creating a new international monetary system to
gradually eliminate the mechanisms which have led to the
‘speculative bubble,” " establishing new credit linesto foster
growth of thereal economy, and“ defining infrastructure proj-
ects of continental dimensions.”

Kentucky: State Rep. Perry Clark (D) on Feb. 16, 2001,
introduced House Concurrent Resolution 84, along similar
lines. The resolution also noted that “American economist
Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. has consistently warned of thiscri-
sis, and thereissignificant international support for asolution
based on Mr. LaRouche’s ‘New Bretton Woods' economic
policy.”

Maryland: In January 2001, House Joint Resolution 5
was introduced by Democrat Clarence Davis of Baltimore.
Thefirst reading of theresolution took placein the Economics
Matters Committee Jan. 29, and at a hearing in committee
on Feb. 22, testimony was heard from Davis himself, from
LaRouche associate Lawrence Freeman, and from Dave
Brode of COPE and the AFL-CIO.

Pennsylvania: State Rep. Harold James (D-Phila), a
leading member of the National Black Caucusof State Legis-
lators, introduced aresolution to hisstatelegislaturein March
2001. Explaining hisforthcoming action at atown meetingin
Baltimore, James said: “| believe that that standard of truth
and honor also means that we should frankly acknowledge
that Lyndon LaRouche was right about the economy, and
that everyone who talked about the great ‘ prosperity,” and
“economicboom,’ including someof us, werewrong. Accord-
ingly, 1 will be introducing a resolution in the Pennsylvania
House of Representatives, ‘ Calling for aNew Bretton Woods
Conference for International Monetary System Stability and
Development of the Real Economy.’

“1 believe that this resolution is urgent, not only for the
sakeof our own people, who aresuffering fromrapidly declin-
ing economic conditions, but for the sake of peoplearoundthe
world, many of whom, such asthoseliving on the continent of
Africa, arevictimsof genocide, often with theactive complic-
ity of our own State Department, the British Foreign Office,
and others.”

Virginia: Delegate William P. Robinson (D) introduced
House Joint Resolution No. 856 for aNew Bretton Woodson
Feb. 3, 2001, citing the“ significant international support” for
the New Bretton Woods.
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States’ High-Speed Rail
Plans Ignore Amtrak

by EIR Staff

While Congress—looking at a $200 billion war on lrag—is
cutting thenation’ sspending onitsAmtrak passenger railroad
systemto $700 million, thetwo largest stateshaveintroduced
plansfor their ownhigh-speedrail networks. Rather than fight
to save and expand Amtrak on the Federal level, as part of an
infrastructure reconstruction solution to the economic col-
lapse, officials in California and Texas are pursuing local
high-speed rail planswhich areimportant, but whose funding
mechanisms make them unlikely to be built at all in an eco-
nomic depression.

Lyndon LaRouche, in his “November emergency pro-
gram” of infrastructure rebuilding—the alternative to Presi-
dent Bush’s indifference and incompetence in the face of
economic collapse—emphasized that the national Amtrak
rail system, for passengers and freight, must be expanded
with new high-speed rail corridors, and magnetic-levitation
transport brought in as soon as possible.

Officials in California in particular, certainly know that
LaRouche was 100% right in warning that energy deregula-
tion would be a disaster, there and nationally. On the rail
crisis, heisopposed nationally by the same Heritage Founda-
tion-Mont Pelerin Society “free-enterprise” freaks who in-
sisted on electricity and gas deregulation. Neo-conservative
guru Paul Weyrich has taken over a so-called “Amtrak Re-
form Council,” and along with war-monger Sen. John Mc-
Cain (R-Ariz.), isdemanding that Amtrak be sold off. A Wall
Street-Heritage Foundation codlition, joined by the Wall
Street Journal, isvehemently calling for the break-up of Am-
trak, America sonly national intercity passenger rail system,
and itsreplacement by privateinvestor-staterail partnerships.
Weyrich, in addition, insists and that only “light rail’—i.e.,
modernized trolleys—be devel oped.

An Amtrak-killer funding bill was marked up on Sept. 26
by the House Appropriations Committee, under circum-
stanceswherefiscal year 2003 began under “ continuing reso-
lutions’ and “continuing impasse,” with no Federal budget
passed due to the depression-collapse of revenues. The Re-
publican bill would give $760 million in Federal funding to
Amtrak, leaving the passenger system $500 million short of
the $1.2 billion-plus Amtrak requested just to keep “stable.”

This level of funding—an 8% cut even from last year,
when Amtrak nearly shut down entirely—could lead to the
loss of all long-distance passenger corridors now operating.
In particular, six routes would go: the Three Rivers, from
Chicago to New Y ork; the Pennsylvanian, from Chicago to
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Philadelphia; the Kentucky Cardinal,
from Chicago to Louisville; the South-
west Chief, from Chicago to Los

FIGURE 1

California High-Speed Rail Authority

Angeles; the Texas Eagle, from Chi-
cago to San Antonio; and the Sunset
Limited, from Los Angelesto Orlando,
Florida. Thiswould all but end Amtrak
service in five states: Arizona, New
Mexico, Kansas, Arkansas, and
Texas—when Fort Worth had just
opened a new downtown intermodal
transport center through which Amtrak .
north-south trains, among others, now
operate. San Francisco's KCRA televi-
sion reported that California could lose
its “long-distance lines, that pass
through Sacramento on their way to
Chicago, Seattle, and Los Angeles.”

California’sPlan

LaRouche warned, in releasing his
emergency infrastructure plan on Labor
Day, that to allow this breakdown of
Amtrak whilethemajor airlinesarealso
going belly-up, will break up the nation
itself, asit would no longer be aviable
economic unit. In thisthreatening situa-
tion, the initiatives of California and
Texas, while having great technologi-
cal/economic merit, start at the bottom
to fix an economic system broken at
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thetop.

On Sept. 19, Cdifornia Governor
Gray Davis (D) signed into law legisla-
tionthat containsprovisionsto build ahigh-speedrail network
in Cdlifornia(see Figure 1), using very advanced technolog-
ieswhich, in meshing together the state’ s popul ation centers,
would halve passenger travel time. At the same time, the
legislation Governor Davis signed embodies apotentially fa-
tal funding proposal that would undermine the high-speed
system.

Thelegidation would create a 703-milerail network, ex-
tending from San Francisco and Sacramento in the north,
through Los Angeles, to San Diego in the south. It would, at
first, start running an express service of 380 miles, from San
Franciscoto Los Angeles, and then would add on other cities.
The bill, which passed by 4:1 magjorities in both houses of
Cadlifornia’s legislature, would place on the November 2004
ballot, areferendum on a$9.95 billion bondissue. Thiswould
finance the state’ s portion of the capital construction costs of
the 16-year project, whose projected total cost is $25 billion.

Theplan calsfor privateinvestorsto provide the balance
of funding. The Federal government would be alowed to
come up with some money for the plan, but is apparently to
be kept out of any significant directing functioninthisproject.

18 Economics

There is a mantra being spread across the country, pushed
by such Wall Street-run neo-conservative institutions as the
Heritage Foundation, that the Federal government should not
beinvolvedininfrastructureprojects. | nstead, Heritageenvis-
ages setting up state-private investor partnerships, in which
private investors can depend on a fat bottom line, and the
state concentrates only oninfrastructure projectswithininits
own borders.

LaRouche counters that the national rail grid is a Federal
government priority, and must be built as a national, inte-
grated system, with atop-down vision, to producethe greatest
rate of technological productivity for the economy. He has
called for arevival of President Franklin Roosevelt’s Recon-
struction Finance Corporation, to providethe directed Hamil-
tonian credit to make anational grid areality—including the
creation of arevolutionary maglev system.

It is not apparent to what degree the California High-
Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA), which wrote the plan, and
State Senator Jm Costra, who sponsored the legislation,
have been swayed by the Wall Street-Heritage Foundation
combine, but the CHSRA plan goes to great lengths to
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FIGURE 2
“Trans Texas” Rail Plan

stress that “rather than seeking to realize primarily socia
and political objectives that require substantial public subsi-
diesto construct and operate,” this plan emphasizes “return-
ing substantial financial, economic, and environmental ben-
efits.”

High-Speed System

However, were the funding proposal to be corrected, the
planwould represent avery positivetechnological thrust. Not
coincidentally, its prime contractor is Parsons, Brinckerhoff
construction company, the same Parsons Company that inthe
1960s designed the bold North American Water and Power
Alliance (NAWAPA) to bring water from Alaskato many of
the lower 48 states and Mexico.

The present plan would build a high-speed train system,
in which trains could travel at speeds of 150-200 miles per
hour, for most of itsextent. Thiswould require building sepa-
rate, dedicated high-speedrail tracksthat would not be shared
with heavier freight trains; an overhead el ectric catenary (sus-
pension wire) system which feeds power to the high-speed
trainset; an advanced electric-power locomotive/power unit,
replacing diesel power; and well-devel oped suspension sys-
tems and braking systems (the | atter of which are capable of
dissipating avery large amount of energy).

Theplanlookspositively toward the Japanese Shinkansen
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“bullet” train system. “Today the
Shinkansen network totals over 1,150
miles connecting Japan’ s major metro-
politan areas and carries over 300 mil-
lion passengers every year. While op-
erating hundreds of high-speed trains
each day, the Japanese have a perfect
safety record and near perfect on-time
performance with an average deviation
from schedule of only 24 seconds.”

The Californiaplan statesthat there
has not been a single passenger fatality
on any high-speed train system built on
a dedicated track, in any part of the
world.

Once the system is built, the 380-
mile trip from San Francisco to Los
Angeles could be accomplished in 2.5
hours, roughly half its current time by
train.

The plan’s experts assert that the
construction of the entire network will
create 300,000 construction jobs, and,
by building many of the parts of the sys-
tem from trainsets to tracks in-state, it
will create many more productive jobs
beyond that.

The'TransTexasCorridor’

In Texas, Gov. Rick Perry (R) un-
veiled his state transportation plan back on Jan. 28, featuring
the “Trans Texas Corridor.” It calls for some 4,000 route
miles of rail and highway to be built, based on state funding
authority. Figure2isthe” conceptual” sketch fromthe Texas
Department of Transportation. Perry speaksin termsof $175
billion in public and private money, over 50 years.

Asdescribed in hispressrelease, “ The corridorswill con-
sist of six highway vehicle lanes—three in each direction—
and six rail lines—three in each direction. One rail line will
be dedicated to high-speed commuter rail, one to high-speed
freight rail, and one dedicated to short-haul regiona rail,
which could serve as the backbone of alocal commuter rail
system serving all Texans.” Therail isto be built at the same
timeastheroads, and from the start, there are to be easements
for oil, natura gas, electric and telecommunications lines,
and even water lines and lift stations.

Funding? The Trans Texas outlines four funding mecha-
nisms, and authorizes the Department of Transportation to
make public/private partnerships. To begin with, “Toll Eg-
uity” isintended asa“jump start” to construction, by attract-
ing seed money with the promise of toll revenuefor payback.
In addition, the “ Texas Mobility Fund,” recently enacted, is
seen asaframework for the State Transportation Department
“to dedicate general revenue funds to bond construction of
some projects.”
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TRUTH! IN U.S. NATIONAL SECURITY POLICY

A Boldly Modest
U.S. Global Mission

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

This riposte to the Bush Administration’s September 2002 pre-emptive war doc-
trine called “ National Security Srategy of the United Sates of America,” was
released Sept. 27 by Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche’ s political commit-
tee, LaRouchein 2004.

A Preliminary Message To the Concerned
Citizen

Contrary to that hysterical state of denial which now grips the White House,
the present policies of the Presidency are impelling our aready bankrupt nation
into an Armageddon of avowed perpetua warfare, from which our Constitutional
form of republic might never return. In such acircumstance, there are certain well-
defined limits, at which point the critic’ swillingnessto empl oy appropriately rude
choices of language to describe such policies, become an obligatory test of that
critic’ s usefulness, candor, and sound judgment.

As ignorance and brutishness are often intertwined, both the uttered present
policies of the Bush “43” Administration, and their near-term inevitable conse-
guences, are so awful, that it would be inexcusable not to emphasize the strategic
significance of that pathetically banal, brutish prosestylein sentimentalities, which
permeates that President’s current utterance under the title of national security.
Serious statesmen around the world must recognize that the pathetic state of mind
reflected in that document’s literary style, is itself a source of insight into the
gruesomefolly of itsintention.

To speak of both that document’ sclinically, and strategically significant literary
qualities, President GeorgeW. “43” Bush’s"“ The National Security Strategy of the
United States,” would have brought a lingering, deep-red blush of shame to the
cheeks of both of two among Sinclair Lewis' epoch-marking characters, “ Babbitt”
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“and “Elmer Gantry.” Babbitt,” reading Bush’s prose, might
havegrowled, “| think heismockingme!” Similarly, torecog-
nize the thuggish, “Elmer Gantry”-like literary qualities, and
expressed mental state, of the proposed national security doc-
ument’ sstyleand content, shoul d requireno more demonstra-
tion than arelaxed reading of the pieceitself.

The physical significance of that literary fact, isthat “43”
permitted such a preposterous piece of rubbish to be uttered
asaprogramfor “ TheNational Security of the United States.”
Such negligence by him attests to what most governments
around today’ s world have come to perceive to be, with hor-
ror, the ominous moral and intellectua shortfallsin what is,
apparently, the President’ s present state of mind. Hopefully,
if the President were to review more self-consciously those
words which had been stuffed into his ears and coaxed from
his mouth by bad advisers, and also reassess them with a
suitable psychological detachment, he might sense the accu-
racy of my present assessment of the current year's spew
of White House propaganda. Perhaps, then, he would have
aready cried out to me, for my help in extricating him from
the looming, combined economic and strategic catastrophe
heisdigging for himself.

Since, our Constitution, wisely, does not allow that sud-
den dumping of ahead of government which parliamentary
constitutions promote, how do we keep the U.S. republic on
course toward survival and economic recovery, during the
slightly longer than two more years, under a President now
perceived as defective by most among the world's leading
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Soecial forces, forward
bases, and bio-warfare
gear do not make up
national security. When
someone says, “ national
security,” says
LaRouche, find out
what’ s under the
wrapping, the meat of
the content of the policy
which is supposed to
producereal national
security.
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circles? We are therefore obliged to focus on the question:
How many of the President’s apparent, Faustian shortfalls,
have been foisted upon him by the Brueghel esque rag-tag of
Chicken-hawks and kindred M ephi stophel ean advisers gath-
ered around Vice President Cheney? How do we, as the citi-
zen-caretakers of our nation’ s future, steer such a President,
to adopt that new, successful role of national leadership ap-
propriatefor the avalanche of disasters now descending upon
not only our nation, but the planet as awhole?

Therefore, before turning your attention to what | define
as the actually appropriate, new National Security Strategy
of our republic for this place in world history, | preface my
present document with acondensed account of theinformed,
Constitutional approach to steering this President through the
coming two yearswith arelative minimum risk of damageto,
and suffering by, both our nation and theworld at large.

Therefore, lest our citizens be plunged into despair by
the deepening impact of “43's’ continued shortcomings, we
should take comfort from the fact, that the office of President
of the United States has been previously occupied, from time
to time, by a wide range of talents: scoundrels—including
thieves or worse, saddening failures of once-promising fig-
ures, honest statesmen, heroes such as James Monroe and
Franklin Roosevelt, and at | east apair among them such mem-
orably authentic and noble geniuses as John Quincy Adams
and Abraham Lincoln. Our nation’ s history thus shows, that,
too often, our voters have been awesomely careless in the
way in which they choose Presidents, even before the major
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parties' altogether disgusting, Summer 2000 nominating con-
ventions. As long as it appears the job is getting done, the
negligent citizen sometimes breathes an irresponsible sigh of
relief when a President has quit office, shrugging his shoul-
ders, “We got by; but, | am sort of relieved that he is gone.
Let us hope that the next oneis no worse.” Usually, then, he
votesfor the next, asfoolishly ashedid for thelast. Nonethe-
less, al considered, our republic has survived, until now.

Unfortunately, despitethat history, it ismorethan merely
possiblethat, unlesswe act now, there might never beanother
President inaugurated under our Constitution, after this one.
Given the ominous shortcomings of the incumbent’ s perfor-
mance since January 2001, what doesthe history of our Con-
gtitution teach us about the possibility for getting safely
through even such an exceptionally terribletimeasours, even
under afellow with“43's” conspicuous flaws?

How We Survived Until Now

Today, if therelevant factsare considered, our republicis
gripped by theworst crisissincethoseof 1776-1789 and 1860-
1865. The economic depression which now hasthe Americas,
Europe, Japan, and othersinitsspin, isnot merely worsethan
the 1929-1933 Crash that Coolidge and Andrew Mellon built;
the available margin of idled productive potential for an eco-
nomic recovery in the U.S. today, is, speaking relatively,
vastly lessthan the potential which Franklin Roosevelt mobi-
lized to bring us to that matchless gain in world power and
prosperity which we achieved through the reconstruction
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President Bush, shadowed
by Vice President Cheney.
The President must free
himself fromthe grip of the
awful lies being foisted
upon him by Vice President
Cheney’s and George
Shultz s Chickenhawks.

which he led during the 1933-1945 interval. In the course of
these prefaced observations, | shall make passing reference
tothefactual basisfor that comparison of the present situation
with the crisis of 1929-1933, after | have first summarized
theimportance of taking up the implications of the atrocious
defectsin the referenced Presidential document.

The strength of the U.S.A. political system, on which we
must now draw once again, could not be adequately under-
stood without examining the role of leadership exerted by the
true father of our republic, Benjamin Franklin, the Franklin
who was the guiding hand behind the crafting of such Consti-
tutional instrumentsasthe 1776 U.S. Declaration of |ndepen-
dence and the 1789 draft of the U.S. Federal Constitution.
Thisimportance of Franklin’sleadership was shown quickly
by hisabsence, after hisdeath. It was shown by theindividual
folliesand general disarray among many of Franklin’ sformer
followers, such as the later Presidents Thomas Jefferson,
James Madison, and John Adams. Each of these |atter Presi-
dents, in particular, had become disoriented, even sometimes
foolish, under the acutely unfavorable strategic conditions
which prevailed from the time of the July 14, 1789 siege of
theBastille, throughtothat, literally, massed sexual Congress
of Vienna, which celebrated the close of the Napoleonic era.

So, fromtheretirement of Washington on, boththe Adams
Federalists and Jefferson’s party degenerated into political
quagmires. Happily, some first-rate, new leaders emerged
from about 1812 on, typified by the American Whigs emerg-
ing around Franklin’s publishing heir Mathew Carey, the

EIR October 11, 2002



great Speaker of the House Henry Clay, President John
Quincy Adams, economist Henry C. Carey, President Abra-
ham Lincoln, and others. Such heroes are typified, more re-
cently, by President Franklin Roosevelt. In this manner,
through al our crises, those brought from without, and those
spawned from within, our republic has survived, during two
centuriesinwhich no constitution of any nation of continental
Europe has lasted more than afew generations.

Thisexemplary resilience of the U.S. Constitutional sys-
tem, even in face of external enemies and even spates of
treasonous corruption from within, has been expressed until
now, by a resurgence of the controlling authority of three
principlesexpressed in the Constitution’ s Preamble: the prin-
ciple of perfect sovereignty, the overriding authority of the
principle of the genera welfare, and the obligation to define
the general welfare as a continuing commitment to posterity.
Under our Constitution, no interpretation of our Constitution,
nor any enacted law, should be permitted to stand, if it is
inconsi stent with thosethree great principlesinherited aswis-
dom from such precedents asthat 1648 Treaty of Westphalia,
crafted largely by Pope Urban VIII's and France's Jules
Cardinal Mazarin, which has subsequently defined thedivid-
ing line between decency and bestiality within and among
nations.

This uniqueness of our republic’s creation, itsrole as an
historical exception in modern times, is a continuing reflec-
tion of the fact, that from the beginning of the Eighteenth
Century toitsclose, theonly placearound the planet,inwhich
there existed the actually immediate possibility of launching
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Two obstacles to a peaceful
resolution of the U.S.
current crisis: the President
should take the resignation
of Cheney (right), and must
force the government of
Ariel Sharon (I€ft) not to
blackmail the United Sates
into war.

a true republic, was among the English colonies in North
America. The greatest minds of Europe, as typified by the
friends of our Benjamin Franklin, entrusted to our founders
that most preciousheritage of Europe’ s Greece-rooted Classi-
cal science, Classical art, and those historical reflections on
theart of statecraft, which became embedded intheformation
of our national culture through great intellectual leaders of
ours, such asthe Winthrops, the Mathers, Logan, and Frank-
lin, of the Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries. Under the
strong-mindedness of Franklin, the secondary leaders of the
American Revolution crafted a form of self-government
based not on a catch-basin-full of so-called “basic laws,” but
ontheoverreaching authority of asystemically coherent set of
interdependent principles, principlesexpressed, so concisely,
asthe essence of our Federal Constitution, inits Preamble.

Despite that excellent intention of our Constitution, our
republic has suffered from the corrupting affliction of acon-
tinuing internal conflict which has persisted, to the present
time, since the beginning of the British monarchy’s open,
1763 break with the vital interests of the colonies. Sincethen,
our nation has been always divided within, chiefly by aclash
between two leading, absolutely irreconcilable political cur-
rents.

The first current, from Franklin to Franklin Roosevelt,
and beyond, iswhat former Secretary of State, and Franklin
Roosevelt detractor Henry Kissinger denounced, in 1982, as
“the American intellectual tradition,” which isalso my tradi-
tion, as expressed by this, my present report.

Franklin Roosevelt’s and my own opponents, have been
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Thetruefather of our republic, Benjamin Franklin, the Franklin
who was the guiding hand behind the crafting of such
Constitutional instruments asthe 1776 U.S. Declaration of
Independence and the 1789 draft of the U.S. Federal Constitution.

what was known, since 1763-1789, to the present day, as
“The American Tories.” Those Tories are a faction rooted,
historically, in chiefly foreign, chiefly Anglo-Dutch, Vene-
tian-style financier interests. These Tories have been ex-
pressed as a faction often allied with the traditions of save-
holder interest, and, to the present day, with heritage of the
British East India Company’ s drug-trafficking interest.

Until now, in every national crisisof an existential sever-
ity, such as 1929-1933, the American intellectual tradition,
as from Benjamin Franklin to Franklin Roosevelt, hasinter-
vened, repeatedly, in atimely way, to save our nation from
the brink of self-inflicted ruin. Contrast the cumulative ruin
piled up asthe legacies of American Tories Theodore Roose-
velt, Woodrow Wilson, and Calvin Coolidge, to Franklin
Roosevelt's invoking of the American intellectual tradition
to rescue our republic from that accumulated Tory folly of
those predecessors. By contrasting Franklin Roosevelt then,
to the recklessly disordered state of mind exhibited by most
among the principal advisers of the Bush Presidency today,
wemay recognizethe deeply underlying, systemic, American
Tory origin, of the present threat to the continued existence
of our republic. It isan awful threat, which the promulgation
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The Continental Congress votes up the Declaration of
Independence, July 4, 1776.

of “43's’ “National Security” document typifies in the ex-
treme.

For today’ scrisis, wemust recogni zethat Franklin Roose-
velt’ s extraordinarily successful Presidency had two leading
features. First, that President provided to hisrecruited associ-
ates, anindispensableindividual’ squality of personal |eader-
ship, aquality akin to that which was otherwise expressed by
Generd of the Armies Douglas MacArthur’s leadership in
the Pecific War. Second, the President was able to draw upon
a depth of such mission-oriented, supporting leadership for
such enterprises as those great projects of the 1930s, which
enabled the U.S. to build up the depth of logistical capability
which led to asecured victory during the period of the 1939-
1945 war.

All relevant known history, including President Franklin
Roosevelt’s role, shows, that installing an able leader for a
timeof crisis, dependsupon bringing out thebest in personali-
tieshe or she selectsand assembles as aleadership team. The
qualities those personalities bring to their assigned missions,
are derived not merely from something which they had pre-
viously accomplished, but fromtheability of aleader to evoke
from hisor her team, as Jeanne d’ Arc did for France, powers
of innovative accomplishment which those followers often
appear, later, to have lost, as if they had been “playing way
over their heads’ during more glorious days.
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In later times, we should be grateful to hear those memo-
ries of their accomplishment which still lingered on their
tongues; but, most among them spoketo us, later, asonewho
retained only a fading memory of that prompting touch of
geniuswhich Roosevelt had exerted to inspire them; like Jef-
ferson, Madison, and President John Adams, after the death
of Benjamin Franklin, many veterans of the Roosevelt Presi-
dency had lost track of that spark of leadership which had
been supplied to them. This Roosevelt had been atrueleader,
with the fire of the anti-Tory, American System in his belly.
Thefirewasnot only passion; it wasadeeply ingrained histor-
ical knowledge of and belief in Hamilton’ santi-Adam Smith,
American System of political-economy. Thisisthe economic
policy otherwise named our National System of Political-
Economy, in contrast to both British East India Company
“capitalism” and European socialism.

That iskey for understanding that unifying, special spark
of geniuswhich Roosevelt’ s leading makers and shakers ex-
hibited in their glorious times. It was a spark evoked from
within them by atruly exceptional quality of national leader,
thelike of which we have not seen in high elected U.S. office
since. The mission-orientation characteristic of the members
of the FDR team, represents for us today, the image of an
urgently needed rallying of human resourcesto play againthe
roleof Roosevelt’ steam, resourcesrallied fromtheremaining
vestiges of our American intellectual tradition, today as for
the crucial, history-making mission of that time. Where shall
wefindtheindispensable spark to makesuchrecruitabletal ent
perform, once again, such miracles of genius?

That view of the matter provides the key to a possible
offsetting of thedanger to civilizationimplied by the personal
flaws of today’ s incumbent President. He must have, first of
all, afreshenedteam, rid of any among the misleading persons
now encumbering his judgment, a fresh team on which he
must rely to bring his Administration to a truly successful
outcomefor our republic. Just asFDR relied on ateam of both
Democrats and Republicans for the post-1936 preparation
for and conduct of U.S. action in the 1939-1945 war-time
interval, the incumbent President must have an able team
rooted in that American intellectual tradition hated by Henry
Kissinger. The President must beinduced to accept that qual-
ity of rearrangement, and must be provided adequate biparti-
san support from the Congress for that specific mission.

To provide the leadership needed, to cause such a team
to be rallied, some kindly guardian angel, or a reasonable
approximation of such a personality, must be brought in to
succor theimperilled Presidency. At thisinstant of writing, |
am playing the part of that lurking guardian angel. | come, as
did Dickens Old Marley to Scrooge: the unwanted but famil-
iar apparition, to tell the President what he needs to be told,
the tough truth, for his own good, and for the good of the
nation, too. With an appropriate team, he might succeed, if
someone else supplies the spark which sets the team into
creative motion.
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Franklin Delano Roosevelt before hisfirst Fireside Chat, March
12, 1933. Roosevelt was a true leader, with the fire of the anti-Tory
American Systemin hisbelly, “ a deeply ingrained historical
knowledge of and belief in Hamilton’ s anti-Adam Smith, American
System of political-economy.”

Guardian angels are not like tooth-fairies, nor genies
popped out of bottles. They do not tell a President what he
wishesto hear, nor do they do his bidding by means of magic
spells. They tell him what he needsto betold, counsel usually
contrary to hisstrongly held prejudices. Now, therefore, hear
me speak, as Old Marley did to Scrooge, of those terrible
criseswhich should scare the President into entertaining abit
of preciouswisdom, thewisdomto free himself fromthegrip
of the awful lies being foisted upon him by Vice President
Cheney’ sand George Shultz’ snasty flock of Chicken-hawks.

The Strategic Threats Before Us

Scrap that rambling, “Red Queen”-style gobbledygook,
which some swindling pranksters, likethetailorsfrom Ande-
rsen’ stale of “The Emperor’s New Suit of Clothes,” stitched
together asthat disgusting recent draft, The National Security
Strategy of the United States. Thisisno timeto tolerate such
charlatans as those (mostly) draft-dodging hucksters of war
have been. We need a policy designed, not for the foolswho
follow the popular opinion and tastesmeasured out by today’ s
mass media, but apolicy crafted for the guidance of the “for-
gotten man” of our time, that unusual citizen living on his
block, who seesto where heiswalking or driving, or invest-
ing, and who, similarly, actually thinks before voting. It is
upon the “grass-roots’ leadership role contributed by such
citizens located in the pores of our nation’s social and eco-
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nomic life, such as true, anti-Wall Street entrepreneurs, that
the needed mobilization of the nation can made possible.

We are presently confronted by, chiefly, three crises
which, taken together, now threaten the continued existence
of therepublic.

Thefirst, and most pervasive, near-term threat isinternal.
This threat to both the sovereignty and the bare existence
of our republic, is the interconnection between the ongoing
collapse of the present, infinitely crooked, world monetary-
financial system, the system of the present IMF and World
Bank, and the present, devastating, thirty-odd-year-long, con-
tinuing, self-induced, and economically suicidal collapse of
theinternal physical economy of the U.S.A. itself.

The second general near-term threat to our republic is
worldwide. This presents us with the looming prospect of
chaos, not only within our nation, but throughout the planet.
We are thus confronted by an emerging chaos which, unless
stopped, would becometheinevitable, early effect of acontin-
ued effort to sustain the, presently bankrupt, increasingly
globalized, and intrinsically predatory, “free trade” form of
world monetary-financial system.

Thethird general strategic threat tothe U.S.A. and planet
aike, is the influence of the present, utopians trend toward
Roman imperia stylesin perpetual warfare. Thisisthe trend
expressed by that utopian babbling of the present-day follow-
ersof the nuclear-terrorist madmen H.G. Wellsand Bertrand
Russell. This is the same Mephistophelean evil expressed
by such followers of the satanic Russell as Vice President
Cheney, and Cheney’s unwholesome flock of Chicken-
hawks.

Our strategy must pinpoint the origin of al three of those
trends, which have culminated, now, in the presently existen-
tial crises of our republic’s, and the world's situation. The
approximate point of origin of these present trends is found
during the Summer 1944 Democrati ¢ nominating convention,
when a predominantly pro-Churchill, Anglo-American fac-
tion succeeded in replacing Vice President Wallace as the
Vice-Presidential candidate for President Franklin Roose-
velt’s fourth term, by the nomination of Senator Harry Tru-
man. The outgrowth of that shift of the nomination of Vice
President to Truman, cleared the way for introducing what
became aradical, post-Roosevelt change in post-World War
[l military policy, away from our military tradition, as Tru-
man’ sK orean War entrapment of General MacArthur attests,
a change to what became known, variously, during the first
post-war decades asautopian strategic doctrine, or “military-
industrial complex.”

Thefirst step in this shift toward a utopian U.S. strategic
policy, away from the traditiona strategic policy of France's
Lazare Carnot and Germany's Gerhard Scharnhorst,! came

1. Admittedly, there was a relevant defect included in the refreshed West
Point program employed after 1815, typified by the emphasis upon the writ-
ings of Jomini. A pronounced influence of Napoleon, Murat, et al., was
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immediately after President Roosevelt’s death, by Truman's
scrapping of crucial chunksof the President’ santi-colonialist,
post-war foreign policy, and Truman’ ssupport for the British,
Dutch, French, and Portuguese empires' retaining, or even
regaining many among their colonies by force of arms, asin
Indonesiaand Indo-China, for example.

That turn to a pro-imperial policy, under Truman, was
complemented by the dropping of two nuclear bombs, need-
lessly, on the civilian populations of the cities of Nagasaki
and Hiroshima. This matched pair of signal actions by the
Truman Administration, adopting both pro-colonialist and
nuclear-utopian strategies in foreign policy, represented the
initial steps of reversal of the post-war policies of President
Franklin Roosevelt, and laid the basis for the subseguent vir-
tual takeover of our nation by the utopians' policy, most nota-
bly in the aftermath of the assassination of President John
F. Kennedy.

The nuclear bombing of Japan was crucial in making that
shift to a kind of utopian imperialism which echoed, vari-
ously, the common features of thefascism of ancientimperial
Rome, of thefascist Emperor Napoleon Bonaparte, and of the
imperial, universal-fascism doctrine of the circles of Vice
President Cheney and his brood of Chicken-hawks today.
Despitethe popularized outright lie, that the nuclear bombing
of Japan “saved amillion American lives,” that bombing oc-
curred in defiance of General MacArthur’s certainty that Ja-
pan was already a hopelessly defeated nation, and was done
over theexplicit objections of General Eisenhower. Asoneof
thenotablefoundersof modern military science, Machiavelli,
had warned, inhiscommentariesonthe Ten Books of Livy, no
sane commander engages fresh war-fighting with an already-
defeated, successfully blockaded adversary, such asthe Japan
of Summer 1945.

TherewasnoWorld War |1 motivefor that nuclear bomb-
ing. The motivewas supplied by Bertrand Russell’ sinfluence
in pushing the use of nuclear weapons as a utopian mode of
“preventive nuclear warfare,” nuclear warfare intended, as
Russell and hisaccompliceH.G. Wellshadinsisted explicitly,
and repeatedly, to terrorize nationsinto accepting the treason-
ousact of handing over their sovereignty to theform of world
government setforthinH.G. Wells' 1928 The Open Conspir-
acy. That Wells-Russell imperial policy, isthe guiding doc-
trine behind the utopians George Shultz and Vice President
Cheney on Bush Administration strategic policy today.

The mechanics of “Cold War,” and the interrelated role

introduced, in various ways, including some direct ones, into the military
and rel ated traditions of thefuture Confederacy conspiracy. Hence, therewas
astrong flavor of Napoleonic fascist ideology and methods of practiceinthe
1848-1861 preparationsfor the Confederacy’ s 1861-1865 insurrection. This
pro-fascist influence, as typified by the origina formation of the Ku Klux
Klan, anditsrevival by sitting President Woodrow Wilson, typifiesthefascist
undertow reflected in the current utopian practices of “43's’ Administration.
Nonetheless, the mainstream of the U.S. miilitary tradition was strongly in-
fluenced from France and Germany, by thework of Carnot and Scharnhorst.
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of what became the RAND Corporation in defining the nu-
clear triad of utopian warfare, through addition of nuclear-
armed air-power, set into motion the weeding-out of the U.S.
military tradition of exemplarssuch asMacArthur and Eisen-
hower. However, it was not until the close of the Eisenhower
Presidency, that the utopians were able to fully unleash their
lunatic’ swet dreams. Thus, the “Bay of Pigs’ and 1962 mis-
siles crisiswere followed by kindred other developments, as
by the 1964-1972 strategic insanity unleashed by the fraudu-
lent Gulf of Tonkin resolution’s plunge of the U.S. into the
Roman imperial-style, no-win, perpetual war in Indo-China.
That war never ended; after approximately eight yearsof fruit-
less brutality, the U.S. simply walked away from an uncom-
pleted, ill-conceived project, as from a bad job better left
undone.

The origins of al of those institutions which developed
thisutopian military dogma, aretraced from suchinstitutional
configurations as: therole of Russell’ s Unification of the Sci-
ences project; the exemplary part played by such inhuman
creatures as Russell devotees Professor Norbert Wiener and
John von Neumann; and, such locations as MIT's RLE and
RAND Corporation. Wells and Russell personally are not
merely the literary ideologues who fathered the military uto-
pian doctrine expressed by Cheney’s chickens. The relevant
evidence on the public record, is overwhelming. It was the
fanatical utopian Russell who actually coordinated, person-
ally, the apparatus which ran the operations, including Henry
A. Kissinger's sometime patron John J. McCloy, the opera
tions behind the creation of what President Eisenhower de-
nounced as “the military-industrial complex.”

Asacompliment to the Wells-Russell-inspired utopians
program of world government through nucl ear-weapons ter-
ror, his utopian followers moved to uproot and destroy that
principled commitment to scientific and technological eco-
nomic progress whose destruction had been the crucial issue
of the British monarchy’ s 1763-1789 campaign to crush tech-
nological progress within both the English colonies and our
young republic.

So, from the middle of the 1960s, until the present date,
theU.S. hasbeen destroyingitself internally by itscontinuing
drift into becoming a “post-industrial society,” as Rome of
the civil wars and the Caesars rotted out the culture of Italy,
in a process of transition, step by step, from a producers’, to
aconsumers' society, during the period foll owing the Second
Punic War.?

2. Itistobeemphasized, that the usages of termssuch as“Kaiser” and“ Czar”
reflected the ultramontane doctrine associated with such referents as the
fraudulent “ Donation of Constantine.” Thisdoctrine, referencing the Roman
Empireand the empires of Mesopotamiaearlier, isthe precedent upon which
today’ s anti-nation-state notions of “free trade,” “world government,” and
“globalization” are premised. Under this ultramontane dogma, which domi-
nated Europe from the Roman Empire until the Fifteenth-Century, Italy-
centered Renaissance, the power to create law was limited to an emperor, a
titleinterchangeablewith the ancient Roman religious notion of the superior
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Thistrend toward domestic economic collapse of theU.S.
role as a producers’ society, first became conspicuousin the
gutting of the space-oriented science program in the Federal
budget of 1966-67. Although some manned Moon landings
nonethel essdid occur, beginning the close of the 1960s, | ater,
by the end of the 1970s, the U.S. had not only terminated the
effort, but had lost much of the technological base on which
the success of the first Moon-shot had depended. The gutting
of the nation’ sbasic economicinfrastructure, agutting begun
under President Nixon, and Nixon’ slunatic monetary actions
of August 15, 1971, consolidated atrend of decay inthe U.S.
physical economy, which has continued, at agenerally accel-
erating rate, from that time to the present day.

Meanwhile, parallel utopian effortshad prompted theeco-
nomic self-cannibalism which was launched within the
United Kingdom under the first Harold Wilson government,
the true predecessor of the ruinous London governments of
Margaret Thatcher and Tony Blair. The floating-exchange-
rate monetary system, set into motion by Nixon’s August 15,
1971 acceptance of the advice of the utopian trio of Henry
A. Kissinger, George Shultz, and Paul Volcker. That is the
change in international institutions which, during the past
thirty years, has ruined the nations of Central and South
America, produced what became genocidal side-effects on
sub-Saharan Africa, and dragged Europe and Japan into the
same global swamp, where Federal Reserve Chairman Alan
Greenspan’ s bubble-headed monetary-financial insanities as
the “New Economy” hoax was spawned, and into more than
three decades of generalized physical-economic ruin overall.

Then, just dightly less than two decades after American
Tory utopian Henry A. Kissinger’s installation as National
Security Adviser, came a subsequent, crucial turn, with the
collapse of the Warsaw Pact, at the close of the 1980s.

During 1988-1990, two directly opposite U.S. strategic
policieswere put on thetable, my own, and thedirectly oppo-
site policy which the first Bush Administration adopted in
concert with both the silly but nasty British Prime Minister
Margaret Thatcher, and with France' sPresident FrancoisMit-
terrand. On account of this deep difference between me and
such asthose |eading adversaries of mine, beginning 1986, I,
personally, becametargetted, repeatedly, for relatively imme-
diate, attempted political, and al so biol ogical destruction, and
was placed so, as both adeclared target for official assassina-
tion or imprisonment, on the one side, and aleading, interna-
tionally influential policy-crafter, on the other side. So, |
stood, then asnow, onthe stageof al post-1986 world history.

Now, my unique success, in forecasting the presently

authority of a Pontifex Maximus over the cults included in a pantheon of
legally permittedreligions. Thus, world government required the codification
of a“world religion,” and even monarchs were reduced to the authority of
mere administrators, without that authority to define law which was limited
to the personality of the emperor. Hence, the effort, as by the U.K.’s Prince
Philip, to bring a“world religion” into being as a complementary feature of
world government.
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tragic outcome of the adoption of my opponents' economic
and strategic policies, has put me, once again, near center-
stage amid leading U.S. and global breaking developments,
now in alarger role than ever before.

L aRoucheand Bush, 1988-1990

The most crucia recent turn of events in recent world
history began on October 12, 1988, when | delivered acrucial,
subsequently historic, Presidential candidate’ s address, from
what was then West Berlin. This address was recorded for a
subsequent national U.S. TV broadcast which occurred later
that same month. With today’s turn in world economy and
politics, my purposeindeliveringthisforecast, first, in Berlin,
then, should become readily obvious.

| announced that the crucial issue of U.S. policy under the
next U.S. Administration would be theimpending collapse of
the Warsaw Pact system. | stated then and there, that this
would be a development leading toward the reunification of
Germany and designation of Berlinasitsfuturecapital. Inthat
address, | emphasized theappropriate U.S. policy-orientation
for this impending seismic shift in world politics. My pro-
posal, delivered then in my capacity as a Presidential candi-
date, was that the next President of the U.S.A. must foresee
the impending of such a crisis of the Warsaw Pact, as the
occasion to offer cooperation in aEurasiareconstruction pro-
gramwhichwouldbeled by aU.S. initiativefor acooperative
general revitalization of the obsolescence-wracked civilian
economies of Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union.

Thisprogram, as| defined it thusin October 1988, should
have been quickly successful under the forecast circum-
stanceswhich erupted slightly morethan ayear after my Ber-
lin press conference. In retrospect today, this program would
have ensured a rapid and enduring long-range economic re-
covery and growth of theworld asawhole. Today’sU.S. and
European depression-crisiswould never have cometo be the
immediate, devastating threat itistoday, had my policiesbeen
adopted. Instead of my policies, my opponents succeeded, to
asignificant degree, in pushing those lunatic utopian schemes
demanded by such as the Bush “41” Administration’s Che-
ney, back as early as 1990.

So, Thatcher, Mitterrand, and “ 41" succeeded in adopting
apolicy directly oppositeto my own, apolicy consistent with
the influence of the rabid strategic utopians in “43's’ own
Administration today. That trio’s response to the fall of the
Berlin Wall, dlightly more than ayear after my 1988 Berlin
conference, hastherefore been aprincipal contributing cause
for the accelerated rate of collapse of physical economy of
the combined U.S. and European economies since that time.

That typifies the issues underlying the often embittered
personal differences arising from the conflict between my
policy and theirs, differences amplified by the issue underly-
ing their extraordinary fear of superiority of my intellectual
powersover theirs, in mattersof economic and rel ated policy-
making. This same specific fear of my intellectua powers (I
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Press conferencein Berlin: The most crucial turn of eventsin
recent world history began on Oct. 12, 1988, when LaRouche
delivered a historic Presidential candidate' s address on the

impending collapse of the War saw Pact system, and the Eurasian
reconstruction program that must necessarily follow.

command no other kind) had been that expressed by the U.S.
utopian faction since 1982-1983 devel opments around what
became known asthe SDI.

It was my personal role in the crafting of the SDI, in
collaboration with relevant officials of the Reagan Adminis-
tration, and my personal role in related back-channel discus-
sionswith the Soviet government, which pre-qualified me as
uniquely suited to the negotiations which should have occur-
red at the 1989-1990 point of the collapse of the Warsaw
Pact system.

My proposa for a system of strategic ballistic-missile
defense based on new physical principles, which then-Presi-
dent Reagan adopted for his March 23, 1983, SDI proffer to
Moscow, had been previoudly designed by me as the most
effective means of outflanking both the Anglo-American and
Soviet utopian factions’ Bertrand Russell-led commitment to
Mutual and Assured Destruction (MAD). | had forecast, in
February 1982, that were President Reagan to make the prof-
fer | recommended, andif the Soviet Unionwereto reject that
proffer, we must expect a probable Soviet economic collapse
to occur, approximately five years ahead. The collapse, as |
had forecastit, occurred just dlightly morethan six yearslater.
That forecast had been based on two included considerations.
First, my attention to certain characteristic flawsin the Soviet
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civilian economy. Second, evidence assembled during my
1977-1982 effort to define a mutual U.S.A.-Soviet escape
from the “Kissingerian” trap of Mutual and Assured De-
struction.

From Summer 1982 through 1989, the hate-filled utopi-
ans, such as the Heritage Foundation, their controlled mass-
media, and their corrupt political-party henchmen, mobilized
their forces, inside and outside government, against me, and,
abit later, dso Dr. Edward Teller. My policy, as expressed
by President Reagan’s March 23, 1983 and October 1986
Reykjavik proffer of cooperation to the Soviet government,
was, like my early-1986 summary of aforty-year space-pro-
gram, the long-range strategic planning basisfor my October
12, 1988 announcement concerning theimpending economic
collapse of the Warsaw Pact. For my international influence
on account of this nested set of policies, | was openly hated
and feared by both the U.S. utopiansand Soviet General Sec-
retaries Y uri Andropov and Mikhail Gorbachev, moreor less
asmuch asby the U.S. utopiansand their political supporters.
However, with the collapse of the Warsaw Pact system, my
thus-validated credibility for dealing with the Soviet govern-
ment on the matters posed by theradically transformed global
strategic situation was outstanding.

With me put temporarily out of the way, almost immedi-
ately following the January 1989 inauguration of Bush “41,”
theutopian faction around Shultz and Cheney withinthe Bush
Administration conducted itsterribleblundersalmost unchal -
lenged. Theutopians’ policy, adopted, if only inpart, by “41”
at that time, was to seize the opportunity presented by the
collapse of Soviet power, to establish what was intended to
bean“eterna” Roman-imperial-stylerule of the entireworld
by the Anglo-American Tory concert of power. Later, asthe
utopians grew increasingly insane over the course of the
1990s, the largely “wise-guy-connected” Chicken-hawk bri-
gade of utopians, showed their commitment to establishing
an eternal U.S. imperia rule over the planet. These creatures
tended, more and more, toward merely tolerating the still
unavoidable burdensof partnership with the United Kingdom
they had formerly viewed with awe; by their actions, they
cameto view London as acome-down Sancho Panzatrailing
after thelunatic, passionately homicidal, American Don Qui-
xote. (Naturally, sane leading Britons are not at all pleased
with such paranoid schemes of Vice President Cheney and
his Chicken-hawks.)

Anintelligent approachtothecollapse of theWarsaw Pact
system, would have beentointegratethe massivepotential for
net economic growth bottled up within the system into both
areduction in the costs of operation of existing military sys-
tems, and amohilization of new mechanisms of international
credit for a coordinated, accelerated rate of increase of pro-
duced net physical output, per capitaand per squarekilometer,
globally. We could have emerged from the physical-eco-
nomic depression aready fully under way inside the U.S.
during the 1980s, into the greatest rate of increase of real
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physical productivity in history, a planet-wide growth.

Instead, under the cover of agreements adopted by
Thatcher, Mitterrand, and Bush, we did exactly the opposite.
The policy conducted against Europe and the territory of the
former Soviet Union since 1990, wasto loot and destroy the
greatest part of the productive potential existing in 1989-
1990, in not only the former Warsaw Pact area, but within
Europe as a whole as well. Worse, during the same time-
frame, 1989-2002, the policies of the U.S.A., the IMF, and
theWorld Bank, haveaccel erated the al ready ongoing, willful
destruction of the basic economic infrastructure and physical
production capacity of the Americas asawhole.

As a consequence of 1990-2002 U.SA., IMF, World
Bank, and related supranational agreementsand practices, we
have exhausted therecent dozen yearsin deliberately causing
therelatively greatest collapse of productive potential in our
planet’ s history.

The outcome of these 1944 patterns of shiftinU.S.A. and
world policies and practice, has become today the complex
of the three cited, leading threats to U.S. national security. If
theU.S. soondies, asit probably would if the present policies
of Cheney et al. were allowed to continue, and if anyone
survived to erect atombstone for our poor, fallen nation, the
appropriate inscription would be, asfor the lost glory of Ath-
ens at the close of the foolish Peloponnesian War: “Died of
Self-Inflicted Wounds.”

So far, the U.S. major-party hominating conventions of
Summer 2000, rank prominently among those self-inflicted
wounds.

TheDoom of Our Reigning Economics
Imbeciles

Modern European civilization was born within the Italy-
centered, Fifteenth-Century, Platonic Renai ssance. Themod-
ern nation-state republic, and the great increase in human
productivity and well-being of modern times, wereacontinu-
ing outcome of the republican, anti-oligarchical tradition set
into motion by that Renai ssance. Themodern economic prog-
ress so set into motion, could have occurred, as it did, only
throughtheforceof scientificandtechnological progresstypi-
fied by Nicholas of Cusa’ sfounding of modern experimental
physical science, by the continuation of Cusa’'s program by
geniuses such as Leonardo da Vinci, and, later, the founding
of acomprehensive, systemic form of mathematical physics,
by thediscoveriesof that avowed follower of Cusaand L eona-
rdo, Johannes Kepler.

Thenand now, economic progressisessentially aproduct
of the practice of the kind of anti-Romantic, Classical scien-
tificand artistic culturetraced, chiefly, fromwithinthebounds
of modern European culture's intellectual debts to ancient
Classical Greece. Itisthrough the discovery and employment
of experimentally validated universal physical principles, as
discovered through the Socratic method, that the human will
is able to increase society’ s power in and over the universe,
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as no other living species can do this.

Through those methods, we acquirethe meanstoincrease
the ratio of the essential physical wealth of nature produced
by us, in excess of the wealth we must consume to generate
that production. The physical margin of such profit, islimited
by the rate and relative scale of application of discovered
universal physical principles. A “zero-technological growth”
culture, is not aform of economy, but acommitment to end-
less attrition, an economic suicide-pact.

This notion of the discovery of universal physical princi-
ples, has been efficiently understood by the best minds of
European civilization since ancient Classical Greece, asfrom
Archytas and Plato through Archimedes and Eratosthenes.
The explosive progress of modern physical science and pro-
ductive powersof labor, during morethan six recent centuries
of modern European culture, hasbeen chiefly the result of the
Fifteenth Century’s revival of that ancient Greek Classical
tradition in science and artistic composition radiating from
thelantern of Brunelleschi’ scatenoid cupolafor the Cathedral
of Florence.

In contrast to that knowledge, the problem is, that, for a
parasitical financier or kindred oligarchy, poor, ignorant serfs
and slaves are much preferred, politicaly, to asturdy, intelli-
gent citizenry of the sort unlikely to put up indefinitely with
the rule by oligarchical parasites such as those associated
politically with Cheney’s crew, and with the Enron and
George Soros gang. To induce the submission of the human
cattle of apast or new Roman Empire, one must stupefy the
human subjects, as U.S. educational, “recreationa” drugs,
mass-media, investment, and employment policies have
done, increasingly, with notabl e success, sincethemid-1960s
“Aquarian” cultural-paradigm shift.

Intoday’ spost-1968 U.S., wehave now replaced therela-
tively competent education under pre-1968 teachers, by aRi-
talin-assisted proliferation of ignorant but fiercely opinion-
ated teachers, who, often, themselves, would not have been
qualified to graduate even from primary school, back during
the mid-1960s. Such pervasive ignorance and superstition
within an entertainment-stupefied popul ation asawhole, like
theimperial Romeof bread and circuses, or themodern equiv-
alentintheU.S.A. today, arequalitiesof decadencein popula
tionsdesired by those who would hope to maintain a Roman-
styleworld empire.

A population employed in true scientific and technol ogi-
cal progress, can not be a stupefied one, like most of those
young victims coming out of our schools and even many
university programs today. A population addicted to the
quasi-psychotic pseudo-science of video-games, were better
suited to the role of the Roman-imperial-style cannon-fodder
of global perpetual warfare.

Thus, to realize the social-control objectives of the utopi-
ans, the U.S.A. and Europe had to be transformed from reli-
ance upon technologically progressive forms of physical-
goodsproduction and professional health-careservices, tothe
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Thefirst Roman Emperor, Caesar Augustus. The danger that
confronts us now, isthat we will be trapped in a Roman imperial-
style, no-win, perpetual war by the Cheney Chickenhawks' utopian
fantasies.

kind of decadent consumer soci ety we havetended to become
sinceapproximately thetimemad Zbigniew Brzezinski’ spro-
posal for a post-industrial “technetronic” economy was pre-
sented, during the late 1960s.

Therefore, theimmediately practicable solutionto theim-
mediate U.S. internal crisis, must appear to be something like
areturn to the daysof the Eisenhower and Kennedy Adminis-
trations. The object isto reverse rapidly the damage done by
the 1965-2002 cultural paradigm-shift. However, it would be
insufficient to do no morethan imitate, indifferently, both the
follies and actual successes of the 1945-1964 interval. We
must distinguish between the follies and successes of that
time; and, we must use the successes as proven benchmarks,
which show the way back toward that innovative highway of
progress which the U.S.A. was created to become.

Today’s policy-shaping must take into account the fol-
lowing essential differences between the disaster of 1929-
1933, and the far worse, onrushing disaster of today.
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Despitethefinancial and economic crisesof 1905-07, the
first two decades of the Twentieth Century were a period of
continued, energetic expansion and technological progress of
theU.S. and European economies. Through thelatter decades
of the Nineteenth Century, into 1914, the world was mobiliz-
ing, both in technology and volume of output, for the war
which the U.K.'s Prince of Wales (and later King Edward
VII) was intent on unleashing on the continent of Europe.
Edward was putting France, Germany, Italy, Russia, Austro-
Hungary, the Ottoman Empire, and Japan, a one another’s
throats, all for the subsuming purpose of maintaining the Brit-
ish Empire’s “geopolitical” rule of the world through mari-
time supremacy over both the U.S.A. and the interior of the
Eurasian continent.

During the so-called “war to end war,” and at the Ver-
sailles Treaty negotiations, thewatchword wasthe expression
of intent to proceed toward future “world government,” a
utopian goal sometimes identified as World Federalism.
Then, and under the influence of the post-1944 utopians,
“peace through disarmament” became a code-name for de-
industrialization and halting scientific and technological
progress, as much as might be deemed feasible. Thus, the
combined, ruinouseffect of “ The Great War” wasthedestruc-
tion suffered by that war, and maliciously pre-calculated, and
largely economic-cannibalistic destruction of existing, post-
war wealth. The post-war V ersaillesand rel ated policieswere
aimed at the further destruction of the kinds of maintenance
and growth and technological progress which had character-
ized the period since the 1861-1876 emergence of the U.S.A.
astheworld' sleading model of agro-industrial progress.

Thus, whereas less than a generation passed between the
end of World War | and President Roosevelt’s launching of
the U.S. recovery from the 1929-1933 Great Depression,
twice that interval of time has elapsed since the mid-1960s
beginning of thewillful destruction of the U.S. internal econ-
omy. Worse, has been the savagery of the rate of willful de-
struction of basic economic infrastructure, especialy since,
firstly, the tenures of American Tories Henry A. Kissinger
and Zbigniew Brzezinski asU.S. National Security Advisers,
and, secondly, the more accelerated rate of net destruction
since 1990 up to the present time.

While the general principles of reconstruction for today
remain broadly the same for today’s crisis as they did for
Franklin Roosevelt’ sfirst and second terms, the sheer magni-
tude of the U.S.A.’ s present own economic disaster at home,
asmeasured per capitaand per square kilometer, is, speaking
relatively, qualitatively greater than during themiddle 1930s.
We should havelearned enough, collectively, from the 1933-
1945 experience, and from other lessons acquired since, to
overcomethedifficultiesbefore us, but wewill fail unlesswe
recogni ze those combined physical and ideological factors of
destruction embedded withinthe present economy anditside-
ologies.

The greatest single internal danger to our republic today,
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is not as much the admittedly terrible physical shortagesin
our infrastructure and productive capacity which have piled
up over the recent thirty-five years. Our worst economic af-
fliction is the set of habits which have been built into our
popular culture and our economic thinking, under the recent
three-and-a-half decades’ shift from our former general con-
sensusasavigorous productive economy, down deep into the
pit of a post-productive, decadent culture of an habituated
“consumer society.” Those habits which we have cultivated,
in the prevalent zeal for a “post-industrial” utopia, have be-
come the knee-jerk cultural reflexes which aways tend to
cause today’s majority of popular opinion to prefer, repeat-
edly, the wrong, ultimately self-destructive choice of deci-
sion. To the degree that that cumulative cultural paradigm-
shift isregarded as the wisdom of “democratic opinion,” the
U.SA. today is a self-doomed nation. Without recognizing
that thisdanger to our nation, and usall, comesfrom, largely,
within ourselves, there coul d be nothing describable asadem-
ocratic possibility for a general economic recovery today;
today, that recognition is what stands between us and our
nation’ s self-extinction.

The utopian policy rat-race currently organized by Pied
Piper Cheney’s fanatics, is to be recognized as something
which became possible today, only because of the broader
accumulation of insanity which has taken increasing control
of popular opinion, and also policy-shaping, since approxi-
mately 1964.

Such arethe essential, predominantly internal features of
the strategic threatsto the U.S.A. today.

TheU.S. Strategic Situation Today

One way to set off consternation in most discussions of
“national security,” istoask, what each of those personsrepre-
sented believes President George W. “43” Bush really means
by the term “national security.” It should be evident, beyond
reasonabledispute, that, sofar, the putativeauthor, or authors,
of the document entitled President George W. Bush s The
National Security of the United States of America, may
simply mean to take pleasure from seeing the effect of the
sound of those words uttered there on others, as President
Bush does, visibly, in many of those instances he is seen
speaking on camera. Therefore, especially under today’ scon-
ditions, our first step in any discussion of the leading crucial
issues of “U.S. national security,” now, must be to clarify
what you and | ought to understand the term to mean. | am
using theverb* to mean” in its physical-science meaning, as
the intention, expressed by means of a universal principle,
created by God or man, to produce, systemically, a specific
type of result.’

L ook around you. What do you read and hear on the sub-
ject of “national security?’ Today, in circles of our govern-

3. For example, intention as employed by Johannes Kepler to indicate the
universal principle of gravitation which he had been thefirst to discover.
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Bush’s Preposterous
New Doctrine

From*“ TheNational Security Strategy of the United States
of America,” issued by the WhiteHouse over the Presiden-
tial seal, September 2002.

From the Preface: “The United States will use this
moment of opportunity to extend the benefits of freedom
across the globe. We will actively work to bring the hope
of democracy, development, free markets, and free trade
to every corner of theworld.”

Fromthe Overview: “The United States possesses un-
precedented—and unequal ed—strength and influence in
theworld. . . . Americais now threatened less by conquer-
ing statesthan weare by failing ones. We are menaced less
by fleets and armies than by catastrophic technologiesin
the hands of the embittered few.”

From Section |Il—Presidential speech Sept. 14 in
Washington, D.C.: “Wewill disrupt and destroy terrorist
organizations by: ... defending the United States, the
American people, and our interests at home and abroad by
identifying and destroying the threat before it reaches our
borders. While the United States will constantly strive to
enlist the support of theinternational community, we will
never hesitate to act alone, if necessary, to exercise our
right of self-defense by acting preemptively. . . .

[We will] compel states to accept their sovereign re-
sponsibilities.”

From ((Section V—Presidential speech of June 1 at
West Point: “Wemust be prepared to stop rogue statesand

their terrorist clients
before they are able
to threaten or use
weapons of mass de-
struction against the
United Statesand our
aliesandfriends.. ..
[T]he United States
has long maintained
the option of pre-
emptive actions to
counter a sufficient
threat to our national
security. The greater
the threat, the more
compelling the case
for taking anticipatory action to defend ourselves, even if
uncertainty remainsasto thetimeand placeof theenemy’s
attack. To forestall or prevent such hostile acts by our
adversaries, the United States will, if necessary, act pre-
emptively.”

From Section |IX—Presidential presentation to
Congress, Sept. 20: “To contend with uncertainty and to
meet the many security challenges we face, the United
States will reguire bases and stations within and beyond
Western Europe and Northeast Asia. . . . Our forces will
be strong enough to dissuade potential adversaries from
pursuing a military build-up in hopes of surpassing, or
equaling, the power of the United States.

“In exercising our leadership, we will respect the val-
ues, judgment, and interests of our friends and partners.
Still, we will be prepared to act apart when our interests
and unique responsibilitiesrequire.”

THE NATIONAL
SECURITY STRATEGY
OF THE
UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA

SEPTEMBER 2002

ment, there is great confusion, much pure and simple igno-
rance and, al so, buncombe. Don’t be so simplistic asto blame
President Bush entirely; competent discussion of the subject
of national security today, may require your getting into
deeper watersthan you probably even suspected until now. If
you really care about the result of whatever is called your
national security, you can and will make a successful effort
to understand the subject in those terms which | identify and
explain asfollows.

Tobeginthat discussion: Most of you, for example, proba-
bly define“ national security,” accordingto your desiretofeel
a certain way about your immediate physical and financial
circumstances. Or, you may think, similarly, about your de-
sirefor afeeling of security about conditionsin your family,
your neighborhood, or the town’s leading employer. In that
degree, you are thinking as a consumer, not a producer of
that product you desire.
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| do not ridicule those concerns; but, at the same time,
I, a person on the published record as our nation’s leading
practicing economist, and the only person qualified, sofar, to
stand for the 2004 Presidential €l ections, must think of myself
as a “producer of national security,” rather being merely a
consumer. In every areaof experience, the same object looks
entirely different to the person who thinks of it only as an
object of consumption, than to the person responsible for
actually producing that condition of our nation’ s affairs. The
distinction probably becomes clearer if you remember the
timeyouwereluredintothemisfortuneof relying onaproduct
manufactured to fit the preconceived ideas of manufacturers
who think only as consumers.

In other words, when President Bush speaks of “national
security,” heisnot committed to delivering an actual product.
Likemany of today’ ssellershe—liketheformer management
of Enron, or the stock broker you have come to despise—is
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preying ontheirrational suggestibilitiesof investors, govern-
ments, and others, all of whom are thinking only as consum-
ers. President Bush is peddling the “sizzle, not the steak.”
Like certain major accounting firms, heis not selling you the
truth about Irag, or the financial condition of U.S.A., Inc.; he
is selling you—or, shall we say, “uttering” ?—the “bottom
line,” but without giving you relevant facts concerning the
way that “bottom line” figure was fabricated. If you are a
wide-awake citizen, your rebuke to the President is, “Forget
the packaging! What's inside? Who built it, and how? Does
it come with aworthwhile warranty?’4

When 1, unlike “43,” speak of national security, | am
thinking of the conditions which must be produced to create
that security. You, in your role as not merely a “consumer”
of national security, but also aresponsible citizen, should be
demanding of me, and of the President, and our government
generaly: “How shall we, together, produce that product
whichwill really betherewhen | openthe packageto discover
the actual product on which you have pasted the label ‘na-
tional security’ ?’

That said, let us now rephrase the question accordingly.

Today, when the sovereignty of nation-states around the
world isbeing corroded into virtual nothingness by the acids
of “freetrade,” “globalization,” and so-called “world rule of
law,” why should any government which acceptssuch trends,
ask us to believe the sincerity of its commitment to some
nebulous thingamajig referred to by the name of “national
security” ? Throughout known history, prior to the Fifteenth-
Century, Italy-centered Renai ssance, sovereign nation-states,
in the sense of our U.S. Declaration of Independence and
Federal Congtitution, did not exist. What, therefore, is na-
tional security, as something which could not exist, except
within the context of modern society dominated chiefly by a
system of sovereign nation-states?

I, for one, am committed to U.S. sovereignty and national
security; but, does “43" really know what that term means?
In practice, from the evidence on the public record, those
words probably have a directly opposite meaning for Presi-
dent George W. Bush, than for seriousthinkers. For example:
Lately, especially since his January 2002 State of the Union
address, he often appears to believe that “ Cheney says that |
own this government as my personal property, for the dura-
tion. Now, I"'m asking you, do as| tell you, nicely; but, if you
don’'t do exactly as | say, | may have to kill you.” Before
accepting anyone’ s use of the words “ national security,” you
should settle what that term ought to mean in practice, rather
than accepting some empty phrase-mongering which atele-
prompter istelling that speaker to recite.

4. The joke is: Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld quit government
to set up a fast-food hamburger chain. When the customers complained,
“Where's the beef?” Rumsfeld replied, taking a firm grip on his dentures
with his upper lip, “I won't tell you where the beef is hidden, but | have
bullet-proof evidencethat it exists.”
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To begin with: if national security is a condition of a
sovereign nation-state, what is a sovereign nation-state?

What |sa Modern Nation-State?

Before the Fifteenth-Century Renaissance, many varie-
ties of governments existed, but certainly not “ of the people,
for the people, and by the people.” The customary pre-1400
A.D. society was some people hunting down flocks of other
people, for herding, breeding, and culling. The people who
had been targetted for killing or capture, were considered to
bevirtually wildvarietiesof human cattle, aspeopleor nations
otherwise described as “rogues.” Were existing sovereign
governments to be liquidated by either total anarchy or a
world government, such as the United States turned into
“43's’ new, world-wide Roman Empire, the result would be
areturn to a similar state of affairs, in which most people
would soon be in the process of being killed as rogues, or
herded as human cattle, all in aworld-wide perpetual war on
thebordersof the empire; hunted and slaughtered by asmaller
number of other people.

Therefore, instead of chattering like excited squirrels
about “national security,” demand that our present govern-
ment make a credible effort to clarify the bloody state of
perpetual warfare it is both advocating and generating. Our
nation should ask itself, is it doing anything to ensure the
creation of apresent, or futurestate of affairswhichisintrinsi-
cally peaceful. “ Peaceful” should signify astate of affairslike
that defined by U.S. President James Monro€' s great Secre-
tary of State, John Quincy Adams, as a condition maintained
by acommunity of common interest among sovereign nation-
states. Sofar, “ 43" appearsto have no conception of themean-
ing of the term “sovereign nation-state republic.” Since he
appears not to know what such a state is, whereit is, how to
build it; nor could possibly know what it is, or is not; how
could heknow what constitutesits* national security?’ Could
aworm find security in a Robin’s crop, or a nut in a squir-
rel’s cheeks?

Therefore, the following should be explained to him, as
to others who have, similarly, mistakenly viewed national
security only from what could be described as a radically
“consumerist point of view.” Infact, | amvirtualy certain, as
perhapsyou are, that “ 43" does not know many of thefollow-
ing essential facts.

The sovereign nation-state came into being during the
Fifteenth-Century Renai ssance, in Jeanned’ Arc’ sFrance, un-
der her political heir-in-fact, the superb statesman King Louis
X1. The second such state, was brought into being by force of
arms, as Henry VII's England. The concept used to create
these states, was derived, in significant degree, from thewrit-
ings of Dante Aligheiri, as from, most notably, his De Mon-
archia. The crucial design for establishing a community of
principle among sovereign nation-state republics, was deliv-
ered in Nicholas of Cusa's book, Concordantia Catholica
(roughly: Universal Community of Principle). The develop-
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ment which set the preconditions for theformation of thefirst
sovereign nation-states—Louis XI's France and, subse-
quently, Henry VII's England—was the great ecumenical
Council of Florence, out of which came Cardinal Nicholas of
Cusa s initiative for those trans-Atlantic voyages, of which
the included result was Columbus' inspiration, under the in-
fluence of Cusa's leadership, leading to rediscovery of the
Americas.®

These new kinds of governments, which werethe specific
forerunners of our own republic, became known, during the
course of the late Fifteenth through Seventeenth Centuries,
as what English-language usage termed “ commonwealths.”
Thissignified aform of society in which the ruling sovereign
was not considered to be divinely selected asashareholder in
human cattle, but was held accountable for promoting a cer-
tain notion of the general welfare of all of the people, in all of
that territory, and for the benefit of the future as well as the
present. The Council of Florence and the subsequent first
establishment of such nation-states premised on suchanotion
of the principle of the general welfare, mark the point of
separation between modern European civilization and feu-
dalism.

Now define that certain principle, under which people
were no longer to be treated as human cattle: The state and
its government were accountable for promoting the general
welfare of al of the people, including posterity. Now, con-
sider the origin of the set of ancient Greek and Christian,
Classical principlesfrom which the crafting of the principled
character of the modern sovereign nation-state is premised.
To simplify the tracing of the transition, put to one side the
important roleand i nfluence of the Arab Renaissance, astypi-
fied by the Baghdad Abassid Caliphate of al-Mamoun, Har-
oun el-Rashid, et a., and the related matter, of important
influence of the scientists al-Farabi and ibn-Sina. Conceding
the existence of those important facts put to one side, the
specifically Greek-Christian contribution to the foundations
of modern European civilizationis, summarily, thefollowing.

Inall European culture since thetime of Solon of Athens,
this emerging concept of just government was derived from
aprinciple which is termed agape in the Classical Greek of
Plato’s Republic. The relevant political-legal definition of
that term, as referenced in that location, is defined in that
dialogue, within the debate respecting mutually irreconcil-
able principles of government, among the figures Socrates,

5. It was discovery, in Portugal, of aletter of Cusa's, which set Christopher
Columbus on thetrack leading to the discovery of amap of theworld crafted
by Cusa's collaborator, the astronomer, Paolo del Pozzo Toscanelli. Note,
that the great-circle circumference of the Earth was measured with ahighly
significant degree of precision by the famous Eratosthenes late during the
Third Century B.C., and Cusa had already written that the Earth orbitted the
Sun. By relying on Toscanelli’s map, Columbus assumed he was sailing to
Asia. The error was almost certainly Toscanelli’s misplaced confidence in
Venetian sources, concerning the distance from Italy to the Pacific Coast
of Chinal
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Glaucon, and Thrasymachus. Socrates, there, expresses the
relevant notion of the term agape. Thisnotion of agapeisthe
basis for defining that relevant, certain notion of the general
welfare.

This same conception appears famoudly in the Christian
Apostle Paul’s famous I Corinthians 13, and is a notion
which pervades the Gospel of John. This Christian adoption
of Plato’s notion of the term agape, was later translated into
Latin Christian usage as caritas, whence the English transla-
tion of The New Testament derives the original meaning of
the term charity, rather than today’s popular misuse of that
term. Itsmeaning, asspecified by Plato, and the Apostles John
and Paul, appears as the specid, religious, and natural-law
connotation of Liebe, inthe briefer, alternate Germantransla
tion of agape for Christian texts.

Under the natural law for society, the practical corollary
of these usagesisthe principled conception of the promotion
of the general welfare, or of the common good. Hence, we
have Cotton Mather’s and Benjamin Franklin’s emphasis on
the principle of doing good, as the Apostle Paul had done
earlier, as an underlying standard, rather than crude lists of
do'sand don’t’s, for defining moral conduct. It isnot the act
in itself, but the consequences of either acting, or failing to
act for the common good, which is the measure of moral
conduct under natural law. It is not isolated deeds which
measure true morality, but, rather an efficient intention ex-
pressed asacontinuing mission, an intention akinto auniver-
sal law of nature. Inother words, agoodintentioninitsformas
an ongoing, practiced mission, asI Corinthians 13 specifies
this. Itmay befairly said, therefore, that the essence of wicked-
nessisnegligenceof thegeneral welfare; and, that thedistinc-
tion of pureevil isaBertrand Russell-like, existentialist indif-
ferencetoitsimplications.

As | shall point out, below, the strict meaning of agape,
so used, for purposes of what istermed natural law, can not
be separated from Plato’ s Classical definition of the meaning
of theimmortality of theindividual soul of the mortal human
being, asthisunderliesall of Plato’ sdialogues, either explic-
itly in some cases, or at least implicitly in al others. Plato’s
Phaedo and M oses Mendel ssohn’ s Phaedon are of outstand-
ing relevance on this account. All competent insight into the
principles of modern statecraft, depends upon adeep insight,
likethat of Plato and M endel ssohn, intothestrictly functional,
rather than arbitrary (“ivory tower” logic’s) definition of the
immortality of theindividual human soul.

The issue of the immortality of the soul, as | shall treat
that as a scientific conception in the following pages, is not
only amatter of any merely arbitrary theology; it has been a
central theme of statecraft throughout the literate history of
European civilization. | shall show here, that if a religious
teaching did not properly define the meaning of that term,
“the very stones would speak.”

In this report on the subject of U.S. National Security, |
proceed as if to educate aman such as our current President,
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who is bereft of valid knowledge of the principles of state-
craft; to educate him in those rudiments of that matter he
would require, were he to intend to extricate his mind from
what are merely typified by histruly, Classically tragic blun-
ders so far. In service of that model intention, | assort the
essential components of the subject-matter, among four gen-
eral classifications.

Firgt, the strategy for peace. | shall emphasize the ex-
pected pitfallsalong the pathway of attempting an ecumenical
approachto securing apeaceconsi stent with national security.

Second, | shall emphasize a cluster of certain intercon-
nected, fundamental principles underlying the conception of
the modern sovereign nation-state republic: the notion of the
immortality of the sovereign individual human soul.

Third, the actual function of the so-caled “great man”
man in preserving national economic security, as President
Franklin Roosevelt did, under conditions of systemic crises
such as the present one.

Finaly, | summarizethe nature of the chief present threat
to U.S. national security: the collective, pathological syn-
drome, which continuesto control “43's’ government, up to
the present moment.

| now proceed so.

1. Two Concepts of Ecumenicism

In modern statecraft’ s reflections upon the horror of such
religiouswarfare asthe medieval Crusades, the bestial expul-
sion of the Jews and Moors from Spain, the horrors of the
Inquisition, and the 1511-1648 period of Venice/Habsburg-
directed religious warfare, the pivotal issue for defining what
modern convention terms “peace,” or “national security,” is
akey to understanding the challenge of preventing both reli-
gious warfare as such, and, also, defeating similar horrorsin
the form of ethnic warfare. All other important challengesto
peace in the world today, can be best understood from that
point of reference.

Presently, the governments of the U.S.A. and Israel are
gripped by the intention to unleash the greatest proliferation
of both ethnic and religious warfare since what British histo-
rian Trevor-Roper described as that “little new dark age”
which actually dominated Europe during the interval 1511-
1648. For example, the administration of President George
W. Bush, Jr. is currently committed to an extended ethnic-
religiouswar against |slam, with Iragtheimmediatejumping-
off point.

One of the leading examples of the present doctrine be-
hindthelaunching of suchracia warfare, isthat craftedjointly
by Bernard Lewis, formerly associated with the British Arab
Bureau, and two former protégés, Samuel P. Huntington and
Zbigniew Brzezinski, of the notorious, now deceased Nash-
ville Agrarian and Harvard Professor, William Yandell El-
liott. This overlaps the Isragli ethnic-religious war against
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Arabs, which is currently being conducted by that Isragli po-
litical factionwhichwasfounded by theavowedfascist Vladi-
mir Jabotinsky, with support from the faction associated with
U.S. Vice-President Cheney.

Modern European civilization’s most elegantly clear re-
flectionson these mattersof principle, aretypified by Cardinal
Nicholas of Cusa's De Pace Fidei and Lessing's drama Na-
than der Weise, the latter composed in honor of his friend
M oses Mendel ssohn. The theme of both isthe souls’ appeal,
asamong Christian, Jew, and Muslim, to the Creator: “ Since
You created al of usto be Your worshippers, why do You
permit usto kill one another in Y our Name?”’

Proceed from a glance at this worst form of warfare,
known as religious and kindred forms of ethnic warfare, and
gofromtheretowarsamong stateswhich, unlikecivil war, are
more or less neatly defined by conflict among governments
whose popul ations are separated from one another by more
or less clearly defined national borders.

Theworst kind of warfaretofight istypified by conditions
of homicide among adversaries living at close encounter, as
warsfought either among the membersof common neighbor-
hoods, or in similar proximity to one another. In the age of
such novel terminology as “weapons of mass destruction,”
bringing on€’s own troops, as invaders, to dwell for atime
among neighborhoods populated by adversary general popu-
lations, as in the U.S.A.’s 1964-1972 folly in Indo-China,
creates a related military problem. It was martyred Israeli
Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin’'s recognition of this danger,
which prompted his part in that Oslo accord which each de-
scribed as“apeace of the brave” between himself and Chair-
man Arafat. It was the intent to unleash religious warfare
throughout theMiddle East region, and beyond, which explic-
itly motivated such followersof theavowed fasci st Jabotinsky
as Prime Ministers Netanyahu and Sharon. Currently, the
Bush “43” U.S. government is operating under the control of
the utopian circles of Vice-President Cheney, with the intent
to unleash religious and related forms of Roman-imperial-
style, perpetual warfare throughout most, at least, of the Eur-
asian continent. There are no axiomatic differences between
Cheney’ s commitments and those of the “ Clash of Civiliza-
tions’ doctrines of Bernard Lewis, Brzezinski, and Hun-
tington.

Thereligious warfare in Europe, dominating the interval
1511-1648, the devolution of the U.S. war in Indo-China,
the ultimately suicidal lunacy of continued Israeli “religious’
warfare against the Palestinians, and the prospect of a U.S.
land-invasionintothecitiesand other territoriesof thedensely
armed population of Irag, are examplesof warsinwhichyour
neighbor, indigenous or invading, kills you, and you him.
Thisisonly typical of the special quality, and “ Armageddon
Now” -like perils of warfare bogged down in thistype of con-
flict.

Any protracted practice of even regular warfare, must
tend, by the nature of the situation, to degenerate into such a
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fruitless form of an unjustified war, one which is inherently
not worth fighting at such aprice. Inreligiousand ethnicwars,
such as Ariel Sharon’swar upon the Palestinian population,
we see the worst variety of cases. By starting one’s study of
the issues of war and peace from that sort of warfare, as a
point of reference, all of theissues of security of nations and
peoples come together in a common point of reference. The
name of the topical heading under which that study should
proceed, isecumenicism: How arethecombatantsof religious
or ethnic warfare brought to desire to cease killing one an-
other, especially in warfare where opposing general popula-
tionsareengaged at close quarters, asin“land warsin Asia’ ?
With what spiritual motive could one defeat the evil religious
motives behind the present drive toward such warfare?

If you have adopted a principle which obliges you to en-
gageinreligiouswarfare, thentheevidencethat you aredoing
S0 proves something terribly wrong, morally and otherwise,
in the way you have defined the religious or other interest
which you purport to defend. That conflict between true spiri-
tuality and areligiousdoctrineriddied with evil motives, con-
fronts us, now, with the same issued addressed so well by
Cardinal Mazarin, in his role in bringing about that 1643
Treaty of Westphalia which ended thirty years of religious
warfarein central Europe. We must take up the deepest ques-
tion of all statecraft: Why should people not kill each over
conflicting doctrines of religion? That question can not be
answered competently, except by restating it; Does the indi-
vidual human soul exist, and, if so, what does that mean in
political, strategic practice?

The answer emerges in two successive steps.

First, when and why is an attempt at an ecumenical solu-
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President Clinton with Prime
Minister Yehud Barak and
President Yasser Arafat, at
Camp David, July 25, 2000.

“ By substituting a compromise
of principles for a correction of
principles, we produce, asin
the case of the Clinton-Barak
negotiations, compromises
leading into a breakdown of the
negotiations based upon what
were essentially unprincipled,
pragmatic designs.”

tion for areligious conflict foredoomed to fail ?

Second, how and why doesthe proper notion of themean-
ing of theindividual human soul, as provablefrom the stand-
point of experimental physical science, lead to the discovery
of that kind of ecumenicism which were most likely to halt,
or prevent religious or ethnic warfare?

Now, | shall derive a corresponding conception of na-
tiona security, from these considerations, showing it to be a
provable notion of statecraft.

War, Religions, and Peace

Inall significant instances, we must recognize that mortal,
or potentially mortal conflicts between or among religious
communities, encounter the difficulty, that areligious belief
has what must beidentified asits systemic characteristics.

A good first approximation, but only an approximation,
of what is signified by systemic characteristics, is the case of
atraditional classroom Euclidean geometry. That geometry
is bounded by a set of definitions, axioms, and postulates, to
such a degree that no proposition can be accepted as a theo-
rem, if it is inconsistent with the governing array of defini-
tions, axioms, and postulates. If arbitrary theoremsareforced
upon that geometry, then the systemic characteristic of that
geometry as awhole disintegrates. In that case, the ecumeni-
cal intentionwill fail, leading toward amental state of frustra-
tionwhich U.S. President Clinton experienced, repestedly, in
his failed attempts to bring about a durable implementation
of a Middle East peace agreement. Such attempts as his, to
reach agreements without actually addressing the deeper,
controlling, practical issues of principle, then tend, as they
didinthosecases, to promotethevery religiouswarfarewhich
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the preceding, failed accord had claimed it would have
averted.

What the U.S. utopian war-mongers, including Bernard
Lewis, Zbigniew Brzezinski, and Samuel P. Huntington, are
doing now, is a parody of the methods of imperial rule by
ancient Rome, the methods which Napoleon Bonaparte
adopted to launch the first among a series of fascist move-
ments and states.

The Roman use of apantheon, composed of variouscults,
officially certified as being “non-rogue’ religions, used the
systemic differencesamong variously approved and outl awed
religious and ethnic groups, as a principal mechanism of “di-
vide and conquer.”

This was the same method, including the Crusades, by
which the financier oligarchy of a Venice which was tucked
away at the North of the Adriatic, long maintained maritime
power over Europe and most of the Mediterranean and Black
seas, from about the time of the death of Charlemagne, until
the last quarter of the Seventeenth Century. After that time,
the same city of Venice continued to deploy its traditional
stilettosof dirty diplomacy to continuecontrol over thecrucial
issues of peace and war in Europe, until the occupation of
Venice by Napoleon Bonaparte. Venice's organization of,
and control over the Crusades, beginning with the Norman
Conquest, through most of the Thirteenth Century, is exem-
plary. Venice and the Habsburgs used their control over both
the Spanish monarchy and the Princely Council of the Holy
Roman Empire, as a controlling factor in religious and other
warfare throughout Europe, during a period beyond its or-
chestration of the religious warfare during the 1511-1648 in-
terval. Thefinancier oligarchy controlling the Dutch and Brit-
ish India companies, from William of Orange on, were
developed as imperial maritime powers in imitation of Ven-
ice’ sfinancier-oligarchical tradition, and used the Venetians’
same Romantic methods of “divide and conquer,” to subju-
gate and loot many peoples more numerous than their own.

Only with the birth of the modern nation-state republic,
in the Fifteenth-Century Renaissance, did warfare of thissort
cease to be the characteristic expression of virtually all gov-
ernment. In its post-Renai ssance efforts, such as those of the
1511-1548 interval, Venice used such assets as its Madrid
and ViennaHabsburg tyrannies and other instruments, inthe
attempt to crush the modern institution of the sovereign na-
tion-state out of existence. A part of that promotion of reli-
gious and other wars has been the characteristic impulse of
pro-feudalistic relics, such as the puppet-role of our own
American Tory hard core’ srolein creating and deploying the
L ondon-Paris-Madrid-backed Confederacy.

Today’ soften asserted claim, that it isthe modern nation-
state which is the cause of war, is a terrible lie; exactly the
opposite is true. Faith in lying utopian recipes such as “free
trade” and “world government,” as proposed today, is the
poisonous gruel of those anti-nation-state delusions spread
by theawful, such asthefollowersof H.G. Wellsand Bertrand
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Russell, to weaken and destroy those foolish enough to ad-
mire them.

Asthereferenced and other examples show, religiousand
related formsof ethnicwarfarearethemost effectively deadly
strategiesused to degrade nationsmorally and otherwise. The
fellow who proposes policiesaimed at such goalsasa“ Clash
of Civilizations,” as Bernard Lewis, Samuel P. Huntington,
and Zbigniew Brzezinski do, typifiestheworst of al criminals
the human species is capable of producing today. Such
wretches not only make war; their influence, if permitted,
pollutes and destroys all civilization. With thisfact in mind,
focusuponthedistinction between flawed and effectiveforms
of ecumenical strategiesfor peace among religions.

For the reason of the known danger which | have just
pointed out, the emerging military policy of those of us
attached to the cause of the sovereign nation-state republic,
became the modern doctrine of strategic defense. Since, most
notably, the policies of Cardinal Mazarin, of the great Jean-
Baptiste Colbert, Vauban, Lazare Carnot, and Scharnhorst,
the modern nation-state prepared itself, by aid of logistics
and explicitly military means, either to greatly discourage an
adversary in advance, or to win durabl e peace quickly against
the onslaught of any possible aggressor. In such a contest for
peace, the development of the strength of cultureis the all-
subsuming characteristic of competent modern strategy.
Weaponsdefend, but it is culturewhich must bring the peace.

When Ecumenicism Must Fail

However, as | had warned publicly, and President Clin-
ton’ sfailed effortsto bring about Middle East peaceillustrate
the point, merely pragmatic types of approaches to peace
through ecumenical aternatives, must tendtofail, and usually
will. The fault copied by Clinton liesin the substitution of a
compromise of principles, for thetask of correcting, and thus
uprooting, the faulty axiomatic assumptions which will lead
to war despite all efforts at merely pragmatic compromises.

Pragmatic compromises of principles must, necessarily,
usually lead to adegenerative state of personal psychological
and moral incoherence among the victims of such anillusory
compromise. When unprincipled pragmatic “trade-offs’ are
used, instead of fruitful compromise rooted in agreed princi-
ple, as Israel’s brave Prime Minister Rabin proceeded; it is
the moral sense of both parties which is compromised. Asin
the case of the failed, Clinton-sponsored peace negotiations
between Pal estinian and I sraeli, when the compromise of op-
posing principles has failed in practice, as this must be ex-
pected, thepartiesaremorelikely todoevil after theinevitable
failure of that compromise, than in times before the compro-
mise had been adopted. Such is the outcome of the failed
Camp David exercise today.

The reason for that historically recurring pattern should
be obvious. In seeking an alternative to simplistic, merely
pragmatic approaches to conciliation among representatives
of differing ethnic-cultural strains, what shall we mean when
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we say we are seeking “acompromise’ ? A careless approach
to ecumenicism may obtain compromise at the price of com-
promising the integrity of the deep sense of personal identity
among oneor each of the participating parties. Theprincipled,
systemic issue here, is the essential part of the individual’s
sense of personal mora-intellectual integrity within the
framework of a specific culture. Remove that sense of per-
sonal integrity, and his next spate of rage will muster not
aman at war, but a caricature of a man, a predatory beast
gone mad.

In the case of |sraeli-Paestinian relations, the failure of
eventheL abor Zionist current’ sleadership, typified by David
Ben-Gurion and GoldaMeier, was not to come to the view of
Nahum Goldmann, or the “peace of the brave” doctrine of
Rabin, in atimely fashion. The natural impulse of European
Jewry would have been the deeply embedded Socratic tradi-
tions of Moses Mendel ssohn and the Eastern European Yid-
dish Renaissance. To the degree that concessions to the axi-
omatic moral depravity of avowed fascist Vladimir (Zeev)
Jabotinsky were allowed to take over Israel’s political pro-
cesses, no Middle East peace could ever be brought about
except by the superior force exerted, as Presi dent Eisenhower
did, by the U.S.A. and Europe.

To restate that point. Rather than compromising existing
principles, discover, and remove the relevant fallacy in the
set of principles, asisdonein every case of ascientific discov-
ery of principle which overturns, by correcting, a flawed set
of principles. By substituting a compromise of principlesfor
a correction of principles, we produce, as in the case of the
Clinton-Barak negotiations, compromises leading into a

38 Feature

“Thereligiouswarfarein
Europe. . . 1511-1648, the
devolution of the U.S war in
Indo-China, the ultimately
suicidal lunacy of continued
Israeli “ religious’ warfare
against the Palestinians, and
the prospect of a U.S land-
invasion into the cities and
other territories of the densely
armed population of Iraqg, are
examples of warsin which your
neighbor, indigenous or
invading, killsyou, and you
him.” Here, Francisco Goya’'s
image of Napoleon’ s disastrous
invasion of Spain.

breakdown of the negotiations based upon what were essen-
tially unprincipled, pragmatic designs. At the point that Presi-
dent Clinton, foolishly, publicly blamed Arafat for thefailure
of Clinton himself, the breakdown of the peace process was
virtually assured, clearing the way for consequences such as
the horrors produced by the Sharon government.

The pivot of that failure was President Clinton’ s conced-
ing publicly to Barak’s demanded violation of the well-de-
fined, principled basis for any peace between Israelis and
Arabs: that no political settlement shall violate the policy of
maintaining theinviolability of theholy placesintheregionas
presently, historically defined. By defending Barak’ sdemand
for such a violation, President Clinton himself violated the
implicit principle underlying the Oslo accords, thus unleash-
ing the dogs of religious war, by demanding compromise on
thevery “peaceof faiths’ principleuponwhich aviable peace
agreement depended axiomatically. Clinton’s error opened
the door; Sharon charged through that door, with his feint
against the site of the mosque. So, Clinton’s compromise of
aprinciple unleashed the dogs of war. Had | been President,
| could, and would have prevented that war.

Inall cases, durablepeacecanbeachieved only by premis-
ing it uponacomplementarity of inner, principled agreements
among the parties. To securethat peace, those principlesmust
be discovered, and made the self-enforcing basis for the de-
sired agreement.

For example, durable peace among religions, ethnic cul-
tural currents, and even “white, Protestant, middle-class
neighborhoods,” depends upon the efficient acceptance of
a notion of truthfulness, rather than mere personal opinion.
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Fascism, for example, depends, as in the case of Germany,
upon the victim-believer’ simplicit adoption of aform of de-
nial of the existence of knowable truth, a denial typified by
the Nietzschean existentialism expressed in common by the
pre-Hitler associates Martin Heidegger, Theodor Adorno,
Hannah Arendt, the neo-Kantian Karl Jaspers, et al., as also
by the Nazi philosopher Heidegger’ s pupil and admirer Jean-
Paul Sartre.

In the case of the Nazi or other so-called “totalitarian”
mental states, such asthat of the leadership—among the fol-
lowers of the self-avowed fascist, Vladimir Jabotinsky—of
Isragl’s Likud party today, or the “universal fascism” propa-
gated by Michael Ledeen, a substitute for the sane and moral
person’s function of truthfulnessisfound, in the inducing of
a quasi-schizophrenic, elated state of “true belief” in some
fantastic concoction modelled upon a scheme outside the
knowable domain of space and time. This elation, clinically
akin to that of the lynch mob or Nazis' Wagnerian “ Nuremb-
ergRally,” functionsvirtually asa“chemically” induced feel-
ing of lunatic elation among the victims sharing that delusion.
A similar problem, as portrayed clinically in Sinclair Lewis
Elmer Gantry, afflictsbodiesamong so-called “reveadled reli-
gions,” when a sexua-like quality of excitement (e.g., “ec-
stasy”) infects those assembled in ecstatic entertainments of
the Jonathan Edwards tradition, in which “more souls were
born, than saved,” or in more frankly Satanic mass “rock
concerts’ today.

The only systemic remedy and inoculation against such
potentially homicidal, induced mental states, istheadherence
of the individual to what serves, in effect, as an antidote to
Kantian, empiricist, Cartesian, American pragmatist, and ex-
istentialist states of mind. That remedy is a systemic sense of
truthfulness, the same sense of truthfulness which separates
a great scientific mind like Leibniz's and Gauss's from the
connect-the-dots irrationalism of the Eighteenth-Century
“Enlightenment.” It is the same sense of truthfulness which
separates Classical musical composition and performance,
such asthat of J.S. Bach, Joseph Haydn, Mozart, Beethoven,
Schubert, Schumann, and Brahms, from those Nineteenth-
Century Romantics such as Czerny, List, and Berlioz, who
sought to produce degraded caricatures of Classical composi-
tion and performance, for the sake of those more or less
frankly “sexual,” or quasi-sexual, sensual effects famously
typified by the Liebestod duet from Wagner’s Tristan and
Isolde. Adolf Hitler’ sattachment to, and roots within the cult
of Wagnerian Romanticism, typifiesthecoherenceof existen-
tialism, and of the tradition of Jonathan Edwards, with
fascism.

A sense of ecumenical peace premised on a surge of ec-
stasy over the amorphous feeling of peace (e.g., “ Schwarme-
rei,” informerly standard international usages among Freud-
ian and related psychological doctrinaires), is not an
ecumenical solution. It isacall to adictatorial imposition of
an arbitrary scheme, such as “world government,” through
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the fascist-like, Jonathan Edwards-like emotional elation of
the devotees. (e.g., “Since | have agreed to love you, | have
tokill you if you don’t agree with my peace-plan.”)

Vernadsky’sImmortal Soul

To restate and develop that argument in broader terms,
include the following considerations.

Thus, for reason of precisely that importance of reaching
peaceful compromises which do not impair the individua’s
sense of personal-moral integrity, alikely agreement to dura-
ble peace is the work of Classical philosophers; that, in the
sense of Classical Greek philosophy, not lawyers. That rem-
edy is provided only by a rigorously defensible sense of a
principle of discovery of knowable truth. The referenced
cases of Plato, Cusa, and M oses Mendel ssohn, serveto typify
such work of such Classical philosophers. The key to the
possible success of thiswork, is the issue of those proofs of
thesovereign existenceof theimmortal individual soul, which
are to be found, as | shall show a bit later here, in Classical
practice of natural law.

This principle is applicable to all cases; that form of the
problem, commonto all cases, isonly morefrankly expressed
in the cases of what are explicitly, religious and ethnic con-
flicts.

Therefore, at least in part, theimplied solution must come
from outside what is classed as “revealed religion.” By that,
| mean a body of religious belief which relies on arbitrary
assumptions of definitions, axioms, and postul ates, asaclass-
room Euclidean geometry, or today’ s“ new math,” isnot truly
science, but a form of revealed religion. By definition, any
arbitrary assumption, such as one of those commonly taught
in classroom geometry, is a controlling belief adopted under
apurely arbitrary, unproven authority. If that were the case,
then it is the axiomatic fact of the situation, that the believer
doesnot actually know that the assumptionistrue. Therefore,
the belief, being arbitrary in that degree, does not rise to the
standard for truthfulness, even when it seeks to discover
truth otherwise.

For example, inside the U.S.A. today, the most likely
political base of support for a policy of religious warfare, is
to be found, ironically, in a combination including chiefly
traditional anti-Semitic “white, Protestant” sects of the

6. Thisargument isidentical with the premises of Carl Gauss's exposure of
thefolliesof “Enlightenment” empiricistsD’ Alembert, Euler, and Lagrange,
aspresented in Gauss's 1799, original announcement of hisdiscovery of the
fundamental theorem of algebra, which proved the existence, and implica-
tions of that (physical) complex domain existing outside the arbitrary defini-
tions, axioms, and postul ates of areductionist form of arithmetic and geome-
try. Notably, Gauss's copy of Plato’s notion of physical powers, as in the
Theatetus dia ogue, reflectstheknowledgeof theexistenceof ananti-Euclid-
ean notion of a physical geometry, known among such as Archytas, Plato,
and Eratosthenes, and probably among the Pythagoreansearlier. Riemannian
physical geometry today, is the form of anti-Euclidean physical geometry
which expresses the currently known form of outgrowth of that Classical
tradition in mathematical physics.
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glazed-over-wild-eyeball variety; kindred sorts of Pope-hat-
ing, pro-feudalist, pro-anti-Semitic nominal Catholics, such
as the Carlists and their like; together with the temporary
allies of both among pro-fascist, Likud-allied religious and
secular Zionist cults. All in all, a heteronomous accretion of
single issues, a coalition with no coherent, single, unifying
principle among them. A phenomenon akin to playwright
Peter Weiss sportrait of themental asylum at Charenton. The
result is not areligious body, but apestilence, like the locust-
like epidemic of roaming hordes of Flagellants during Eu-
rope’ smid-Fourteenth-Century “New Dark Age.” Thuscom-
bined, thisconstitutesaminestroneof eternal bad taste, whose
very existence is both an intended insult to God and a horror
for mankind. A living caricature of misguided ecumenicism
at itsworst.

That caseis admittedly extreme, but nonethel ess undeni-
able, rampant evil. It points to the importance of locating
ecumenical solutions in the constitutional functions of per-
fectly sovereign nation-state republics, such as our own. The
danger to be averted by such a policy, is fairly described as
the menace of pantheism, asthe case of imperial Rome only
illustratesthe point. Thistradition of pantheism did not origi-
nate with Rome; it has been the recurring form of the same
type of afflictionin al known cultural tendenciestoward im-
perialism, from Babylon and Delphi, to the coalition rallied
insupport of Vice-President Cheney’ spresent Bush Adminis-
tration.

Thisimmediately raises arelated crucial problem. There
exists the delusion of some of today’s U.S. Federal judges
and others, that the intention to separate church from state,
as prescribed in that addendum called the “Bill of Rights,”
compels government to play atheist. If, as must be done, the
reading of all parts of the U.S. Federal Constitution, and all
enacted lawsandjudicia rulings, areto beinterpreted aways
and solely from the standpoint of the historically-defined au-
thority of the Constitution’s Preamble, this exclusion of God
from the classroom is precisely the sort of atheists’ variety of
religious fanaticism which does need to be outlawed, that
becauseit is being forcibly imposed, wrongly in fact, and by
unjust means.

Under the United States’ obligation to outlaw ancient im-
perial Rome's law and practices, two things are implicitly
banned. First, inthesimpler case, an established state Church.
Second, inthematter before ushere, theintroduction of either
any pantheon, or any approximation of aprinciple of Pontifex
Maximus or Delphi cult; and also any other kind of effort to
impose a pantheistic principle of law on society.

The state's obligation is to recognize no other legal au-
thority by, or over religiousbodies, or belief, but the principle
of truthfulnessin the proper functions of the state itself.

For example, consider some of the evidence showing rea-
sonswhy such astandard of truthful ness poses an enormous,
perhaps insuperable mental challengeto “43.”

The case of the daughter conducted under Texas Gover-
nor George W. Bush, isarelatively simpleillustration of the
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presently imperilled status of truthfulness in law. Governor
Bush’s galloping irresponsibility in respect to executions of
convicts, illustrates, in the most disgusting way, the often
mutually exclusive meanings of a conviction adopted as a
matter of alegal fiction, ontheoneside, and atruthful determi-
nation of justice, onthe opposing side. Therejection of proba-
ble cause-in-fact for reexamination of aconviction and death-
sentence, on the pretense of adoctrine of “finality,” typifiesa
judicial practice now fostered by the worst of the wild-eyed
fanatics on the Supreme Court; a practice which kills for the
sake of afictitious assumption, instead of truthful one.

James Baker |11, acting as legal representative for the
Republican Presidential nomination of Governor George W.
Bush, explicitly invokedthefictionof “finality” asasubstitute
for truth, in his public pleading on the matter of the troubled
Florida election-result. The truthful, and reasonably expedi-
tious procedure for such a contested Electoral College vote-
total, was variously prescribed and otherwise implicit; that
procedure was not followed, because of the intervention of
Justice Antonin Scalia's crafting of a specia legal fiction
of “finality” which prevented atruthful process of law from
taking itsproper course. The Constitutionitself was seriously
damaged by that use of a hastily concocted administrative
fiction.

Theproclivity for adoption of hastily composed, and often
blatantly anti-constitutional fictions of administrativelaw, in
the abused name of national security, has been an increasing
characteristic of the Bush Administration throughout the
course of 2002 to date. Presently, an increasingly exuberant
excess of legal fiction, thustransforms usinto what threatens
to become, in truth, alawless nation.

This problem tends to erupt most readily when the state
appliesits sanctions to the area of the sundry fictions of reli-
gious belief—asin support for Sharon’ sracist religious war-
fare; and diding into awar on Irag with no honest evidence
presented, with no license for military action under under-
stood rulesof engagement; and preemptively launchingagen-
era war intended to be of extended magnitude, against aseries
of targetted nations, without waiting for the mere constitu-
tional technicality of the prescribed Declaration of War au-
thorized by the Congress.”

The point is, that there are certain matters of religious
belief which either do, or do not coincide with an extant,
truthful determination of universal principle. It is possible,
nonetheless, to cut through this Gordian Knot. My intention
here, isfocussed on the matters of war and peace; so, | touch
on other mattersonly asfar asthose are of important bearing
on the war-peace matters.

To go as directly as possible to the core of the way in
which separation of church from state affects the design of a

7. Testy impatience with the UNO’ s or Congress' s processes of deliberation
is the premise for an impeachment of a President, not a justification for
ordering awar to proceed. Irag is much more important than Monica Lew-
insky.
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national-security doctrine, | shall now summarizetheimplicit
definition of the immortal human soul which is central to
scientist Vladimir Vernadsky’s definition of what he named
TheNodsphere. | summarizehiscrucial point, andthenrestate
thesame set of issuesin the setting of my own original discov-
eriesin thefield of the science of physical economy.

2. The Human Soul, a Scientific
View

At St. Petersburg, Vladimir I. VVernadsky had been among
the studentsof that Dmitri |. Mendeleyev famousto all physi-
cal chemiststoday, as the discoverer of the periodic table of
elements. Vernadsky, himself the founder of the branch of
physical chemistry known as biogeochemistry, was the first
to develop arigorous conception of what he named the Bio-
sphere. Heproceeded from that success, to present hisdiscov-
ery of what he named the Noosphere. All scientifically com-
petent environmental studies in the world today, are
referenced to Vernadsky’s development of the interrelated,
but al so respectively distinct concepts of Biosphere and Nod-
sphere. My own original discoveriesin the field of physical
economy, lead me to accept those features of Vernadsky's
work which overlap my own principal specialty. However,
more than ahalf-century ago, | had added what isrecognized
here as a relevant, distinct point of difference between my
conception of the Noosphere and that presented by
Vernadsky.

From the standpoint of constitutional law in general, his
experimentally based, proof of principle argument for the
distinct existence of the Noodsphere, suppliesnatural law with
a physical basis for the application of the principle of the
immortal soul, a proof which stands without need for any
appeal to axiomatic assumptions of so-called reveaed reli-
gion. So, “the stones may speak,” without violating the sepa
ration of church from state.

Although Vernadsky’s definition of the Nodsphere pro-
vides a specific, conclusive physical-scientific proof for the
existence of the human soul, his definition lacks the addition
of my proof of that soul’s efficient immortality. This latter
proof has contributed an indispensable element to my unri-
valled thirty-odd-year, published record of consistent suc-
cess, as, cumulatively, theworld’ s presently most successful
long-range economic forecaster. | am therefore empowered,
by reference to the relevant physical evidence, to speak with
truthful confidence on the subjects of both the efficient im-
mortality of the soul, and the essentia role that knowledge
must play asacontrolling factor in political leadership of na
tions.

Here, | now summarize the relevant aspects of the argu-
ment and proof | have given in earlier published locations. |
summarize the crucialy relevant points of Vernadsky’s dis-
covery, and then restate the matter from the vantage-point of
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my own work. In the first instance, | define the physical-
scientific knowledge of theexistenceof thesoul. Inthesecond
instance, | use the economic significance of physical science
to demonstrate the immortality of the soul within society.

The political importance of such knowledge, lies in the
fact, asl shall indicate, that theleadersof society, soinformed,
will tend to act appropriately in the policy-shaping of nations,
whereas those who are ignorant of these principles would
almost certainly not. One should emphasize, that onewho has
not mastered those most essential features of Vernadsky's
work which | reference immediately below, is not yet quali-
fied to formulate conclusions for official action bearing on
the policies of nations respecting the environment.

To go directly to those points, | first summarize my own
defense of the physical argument made by Vernadsky, and,
after that, my own relevant standpoint within the science of
physical economy. Some of the language | use here is un-
avoidably technical; but, it is necessary in any competent
argument on amatter of science such asthisone.

Vernadsky’s Noosphere

From my standpoint, what V ernadsky defines asthe Noo-
sphere, is describable in mathematical-physics terms, as a
Riemannian manifold composed of three distinct, but multi-
ply-connected phase-spaces. Vernadsky, without employing
Riemann’s concept of physical geometries, defines it to the
following effect.®

In the history of experimental physics since Johannes
Kepler' s1609 publication of hisepoch-making New Astron-
omy, universal physical principles are competently defined
mathematically only asexperimentally demonstrated, univer-
sal effects which are discovered as solutions to evidence of
problems which can not be comprehended within the frame-
work of a preestablished physical-mathematical system.
Thus, the fact that the orbit of Mars was, in fact, not only
elliptical, but also not of uniform motion, presented that para-
dox which discredited all of both Aristotelean and empiricist
schemes. This evidence led Kepler to discover a universal
physical principle, gravitation, by recognizing a built-in in-
tention of the universe as operating “from outside” the com-
prehension of theivory-tower mathematical schemesof Clau-
dius Ptolemy, Copernicus, and Tycho Brahe. Since
Vernadsky’s later experimental definition of the Nodsphere,
such effects are divided among three general classes: abiotic
(non-living), the Biosphere, and the Nodsphere.

Vernadsky’ s discovery of the Biosphere was not strictly
new. Since ancient Classical Greece, pre-modern physical
science had already recognized that the physical universeis
composed of two interacting phase-spaces, one of systemi-
cally non-living processes, the other living. The foundations
of modern scientific thinking were provided by the adoption
of the Classical Greek heritage along these lines.

8.LyndonH. LaRouche, Jr., The Economics of the Nodsphere (\Washington,
D.C.: EIR News Service, 2001).
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It was aready recognized, even prior to Plato’s crucial
work in this area, that non-living and living processes re-
flected different, but interacting classes of principles, such
that living processes were dominant, if only in the long run.
This defined the universe as hylozoic (e.g., “living matter”).
For Classical Greece, as documented since the collaboration
between Archytas and Plato, the mathematical proof of the
hylozoic principle, wassupplied chiefly by threegreat, crucial
anomaliesin physical geometry. These three were the prob-
lem of doubling the square and the cube by construction, and
the anomalous implications of the proof of the construction
of the five Platonic solids. In other words, that the mind of
man could change the world by the methods associated with
those mathematically paradoxical challenges, showed human
nature as expressing a universal principle beyond both non-
living, and merely-living processes.

Thus, on the one side, non-living processes seemed de-
scribable within the bounds of what has been passed down as
the first nine books of Euclid’'s Elements, but only up to a
point of crisistypified by the challenge of doubling the square
and cube by construction. The construction of the Platonic
solids introduced a qualitatively new paradox, reflected in
approximation in the last three books of Euclid’'s Elements.
This paradox was a central feature of Plato’s contributions
to physical science, and would occupy the central place in
Kepler's founding of the first approximately comprehensive
form of modern mathematical physics.

Thepoint, sofar, isthat an axiomatically different system
isrequired for dealing with the behavior of living processes
and their effects, than with processes which are, ostensibly,
intrinsically non-livinginorigin. Thisdistinction hasonecru-
cia qualification, that, asthe case of doubling the square and
cube, by construction, illustrates, a standard classroom form
of today’ sinstructionin arithmetic and geometry isnot capa-
ble of representing the real universe of even originally non-
living processes. The left-over problems from Classical
Greek accomplishmentswere solved inan essential way, dur-
ing modern times, by certain among the most crucial, succes-
sive discoveries, by, most notably, Kepler, Leibniz, Leibniz-
Bernouilli on a principle of universal least-action, Gauss,
and Riemann.

The cause of the hylozoic principle was reinvigorated
by the work of Louis Pasteur and his followers, including
Vernadsky’s relatively youthful studies within that milieu.
Gauss's development of the notion of the complex domain,
had solved many of the left-over questions from the work of
Archytas and Plato through Eratosthenes and Archimedes.
Thisincluded Gauss' s notion of ageneral principle of physi-
cal-space-time curvature, and Riemann’'s generalization of
that. Through theadvancesin crystall ography and mathemati-
cal physics sparked by the Classical currents of Alexander
von Humboldt’ scollaboratorsin French and German science,
the conceptual apparatus needed was developed, to deal ex-
perimentally with the geometrical side of the mathematical-
physics of living processes and their fossil residues.
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Meanwhile the work of Kepler on the almost Bachian,
harmonically internal ordering of the Solar system as a
whole—asreflected in Kepler’ sironical little masterpieceon
the subject of the snowflake—supplied important, experi-
mentally based indications of the general way in which two
distinct phase-spaces, the non-living and living, interacted,
to the ultimate advantage of the living, within the universe
at large.

Through his work in establishing the branch of physical
chemistry called biogeochemistry, V ernadsky wasableto put
together the evidence needed to show a genera case for the
existence of the Biosphere.

The Noosphere

Just asthe concept of the Biosphere depended upon show-
ing physical effects which could not have been generated
by non-living processes, so the concept of the Nodsphere
depended upon showing of physical effects within the Bio-
sphere which could not have been generated by either abiotic
or living processesin general. To make the argument as short
aspossible, these effects are each and all generated by aform
of human action of which no other formof lifeiscapable. That
formof actionismost simply illustrated by theexperimentally
validated discovery of a universal physical principle by the
samegeneral standard displayed by Kepler’soriginal discov-
ery of universal gravitation, asthat application of Plato’ sprin-
ciple of hypothesis is presented in exemplary, psychologi-
caly intimate detail, in his New Astronomy. Thisisthe same
principle of discovery exhibited by Archytas, Plato, Era-
tosthenes, et a., in the solution to the paradoxical problem
of construction of the doubling of the square and the cube,
otherwise expressed as the so-called Cardan problem, and
Gauss' s uniquely original (1799) report of his discovery of
the fundamental theorem of algebra.

The study of theway in which such hypotheses, so gener-
ated, transform the biosphere, to the effect of increasing the
potentia relative population-density and life-expectancy of
mankind, defines a specific phase-space, thus defining the
superceding of the Biosphere by the Noosphere.

This capacity of the sovereign powers of successful hy-
pothesizing by theindividual human mind, setsmankind cate-
gorically apart from, and above al other living species. Thus,
whereas the potential relative population-density of lower
speciesislimited in range by its ostensibly genetic heritage,
the human species’ cognitive powers for hypothesizing, en-
able mankind to increase that potential by arelevant type of
act of will.

Plato, like Gauss after him, definesthose physical discov-
eriesof experimentally validated universal principlesaspow-
ers, asthetransformation from line to surface, and surfaceto
solid, isaphysical act which reflects the power of the action
which that transformation expresses. Leibniz, the original
founder of scientific economics—the science of physical
economy—emphasized this same notion of powers defined
by Plato, as echoed by Gauss's 1799 paper. Herein lies the
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special, central role of Gauss s discovery of hisfundamental
theorem for all physical science after that.

These physically efficient creative powers of the individ-
ual human mind, define the existence of the individual soul
as an efficient physical existence.

That far, in that direction, Vernadsky’s work will carry
us. However, respecting the search for answersto those prob-
lems of statecraft being addressed in this report as a whole,
Vernadsky does not go far enough.

LaRouche Against Russell

| shift from Vernadsky’s definition of the Noosphere, to
my own work. | begin this phase of this discussion of the
Noosphere, with a brief summary of the relevant points of
personal background.

My own relevant discoveries date from the setting of my
adolescent defense of Leibniz's so-called “monadology”
against Kant's Critique of Pure Reason. Early during the
immediate post-war period, | recognized the fatal moral and
intellectual defects in Bertrand Russell devotee Professor
Norbert Wiener’'s fraudulent “information theory” dogma. |
set out to show the nature and importance of Wiener's fraud
from the standpoint of the way in which the discovery of new
physical principlestransformstheaverage productive powers
of labor in manufacturing, in an anti-entropic way; atransfor-
mation thus increasing the anti-entropy of the relevant “uni-
verse”—of therelevant phase-space—inwhichsuchtransfor-
mations are generalized. That far, my commitment was a bit
unusual for that time, but not revolutionary in quality.

As aresult of work then centered on my acquisition and
study of William Empson’s delightful book Seven Types of
Ambiguity, during the period prior to my early-1948 peek
at an advance copy of Wiener's book, | adopted my own
modifications of Empson’ s consummately excellent work as
a clue, from literature, as the basis for studying the whole,
broader process of the way in which language must be used
for thetransmission of physical-scientificideasand other con-
ceptsof principlewithinageneral social culture: ideasbeyond
the scope of propositions such as“Who ate my cat?’

Theinitial phase of these explorationsled meinto agen-
eral encounter with the utopian school of systemsanalysis, as
that was then centered on the work and promoted influence
of Russell devotee John von Neumann. Thisdefined measan
adversary of Russell and hiskindergarten, and also led to my
early adoption of the model provided by Bernhard Riemann
as the appropriate way for representing the fruits of my dis-
coveries and related labors. My early ventures into national-
economic forecasting during the second half of the 1960s,
camelargely asaresult of maturing reflection ontheimplica
tions of the sundry adoptionsand original discoverieswhich,
while somewhat entwined with my activities as a manage-
ment consultant, had been the happiest hours of my intellec-
tual life during the post-war period up to that point.

The creative aspects of theindividual’s mental processes
do not occur in the form of arithmetical thinking, but in the
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same kind of activity expressed as the roles of paradoxical
forms of irony—or, more emphatically, metaphor—and the
role of the subjunctive mood in good Classical poetry. The
connection of that function of Classical poetry to mathemati-
cal physics, istypified by such exemplary casesasthe Classi-
cal Greek geometry paradoxes to which | have aready re-
ferred. The notion of powers as employed by Plato’s
dialogues—as, for example, the Theatetus—and by Gauss's
fundamental theorem, pointstotheway inwhichthehypothe-
sizing powers unique to the individual mind generate and
represent thediscovery of anexperimentally validated univer-
sal physical principle.

Thus, powers, as Plato and Gauss typify that notion, are
another namefor that class of ideas which are congruent with
a demonstration of the validity of an act of discovery of a
universal physical principle. Thisis also the notion of power
which Leibniz introduced to his founding of physical econ-
omy as abranch of science.

The significance of the pointsjust listed, becomes appar-
ent when we shift attention to the transmission of such ideas
(i.e., powers) from one mind to another. The picture becomes
richer and clearer, aswe study the functional role of irony, in
general, and metaphor, in particular, in Classical forms of
composition and performance of both plastic and non-plastic
art. Anexampleisthebest Greek Classical sculpture,inwhich
an instantaneous moment of a body in motion is the idea
expressed. Thisconceptionisdemonstrated by Brunelleschi’ s
crafting of the cupolaof the famous Cathedral of Florence, in
which the principle of constructing the cupolaisthe catenary
(“hanging chain” curve), the curve which isthe Leibniz-Be-
rnouilli epitome of auniversal principle of least action—the
epitome of frozen motion in action, and the secret underlying
such closely related other residents of the complex domain as
hyperbolic and natural -logarithmic functions.

Thetransmission of ideas of that class of universals, such
asuniversal physical principles, isthecrucial, functional con-
nection which defines a viable form of socia processes. We
use measurement, and mathematical formulations, but the
essence of the matter is aform of cooperation premised on
the process of transmitting ideas of the class belonging to
the category of powers. It isin art, rather than mathematics,
especialy Classical art forms, that the standardsfor the social
process of transmitting such ideas are cultivated.

Therefore, wemust think of avalid typeof physical-math-
ematical conceptionsasabranch of Classical art, and of Clas-
sical art as a branch of physical science. It is a physical sci-
ence, because it generates a palpable physical effect, a
measurable increase in the human species’ ability to exist,
andtoincreaseitspower, asaspecies, inand over theuniverse
it inhabits. Such transmitted ideas, as long as they exist as
ideas within society, are immortal. So is the moment of
thought, which later generations replicate within their own
individual minds, through re-creating the act of discovery by
an Archytas, Plato, Kepler, Leibniz, or Gauss, within their
own minds.
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Such ideas may be compared with “improved genes,”
which have the kind of effect on society’s power to exist,
which only a genetic improvement would accomplish in a
lower form of life. The progress of society asaliving process,
inthat way, keepsthe original individual’ sdiscovery of such
a“gene’ alive aslong asthat process of self-development of
society iseither continued, or revived.

It is such ahuman individual, asan immortal soul within
an ongoing historical social process, whichisthestandard for
defining the meaning of agape; of the general welfare, the
common good.

Thatis, inbrief, the gist of the matter. That isthe standard
of truthfulness by which al society should rule itself in all
matters.

3. The Great Man in History

The essentia principle of peace depends upon the exis-
tence of individuals who are exceptional, morally and intel-
lectually, evenrelativeto the class of those who are otherwise
deserving of being classed as needed leadersin society. The
cross-over from the ordinary leader, even some outstanding
ones, to such exceptional individuals, is defined by the way
in which only today’s historically exceptional person, such
as Pope John Paul 11, for example, is efficiently self-ruled by
asense of the true meaning of theliving person’sruling self-
interest immortality of the human soul.

The ordinary person today, locates his or her so-called
self-interest within the perceived interests of the mortal self,
or, similarly, within the bounds of painsand pleasureswhich
are the common experience of mortal life. The person of a
higher degree of moral development, thinksprimarily of what
his or her life will mean after his or her own death, both for
past and future mankind considered asawhole. All truly great
statesmen, such as Solon of Athens, think so. Jesus Christ
taught—and was a living expression of such wisdom in his
Passion and Crucifixion—so.

Thedistinction doesnot end there. An adequatedefinition
must shift emphasis from the simple choice of deed, to that
which is specifically auniquely human act—an act exempli-
fied by thediscovery of auniversal physical principle, suchas
Kepler' suniquely original discovery of universal gravitation;
Leibniz' suniquely original discovery of many things, includ-
ing the calculus and the related principle of universal least
action; Gauss's 1799 presentation of the original discovery
of thefundamental theorem of algebra; and Riemann’srevo-
[utionary 1854 habilitation dissertation. On that account, we
honor the past and future with our momentary mortal exis-
tence, andwill not permit oursel vesto do anything, or perform
any act of omission, respecting principle, whichwould rightly
be considered shameful in the vision of us by the aways-
watching past and future generations of mankind. Thosewho
achievethat superior conception of personal self-interest, are
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thetruly great men and women of their time and place.

To what degree, | have not determined; but, on balance,
President Franklin Roosevelt wasagreat man for histime. In
every great crisisof mankind, the production and sel ection of
|eaderspartaking of that exceptional quality, hasusually been
relatively decisiveintheoutcomeof that crisis, for that period,
and that situation. So, it isfor the U.S.A. today.

One would hope, that the future of mankind would not
be gambled on the rarity of great men and women of such
exceptional qualifications. A better result would not be
achieved by greater emphasis on democracy, but only by
cultivating so many qualified to beleadersfor times of crisis,
that ahappy outcomewere alwaysamorelikely prospect than
we have before usin the U.S.A. today. Today, our nation’s
survival asarepublic hangs by athread or two. |, fortunately
and unfortunately, am one of the few such threads available.

Until now, the most pervasive problem in known history
of cultures, has been the role of the exceptional quality of the
leading individual personality ininducing asociety to master
asystemic crisisintrinsic to its existing culture and general
popul ation—such as theimperilled U.S.A. today—or, in the
alternative, the great suffering which such a society brings
upon itself if it either lacks such a person to assume that
leading role, or if it refuses to accept that |eadership when it
wereavailable. Thus, in all great Classical drama, the princi-
pal two subject-matters are The Tragic and The Sublime.
Hamlet's Denmark is a Classically Tragic society, whereas
Jeanne d’ Arc epitomizes The Sublime in a most poignant
way. Jeanne d’ Arc spent her mortal life wisely; not only for
France, but for al civilization; sheisablessed immortal soul.

Where Hamlet, given the opportunity to spend hislifeto
save his nation, succumbed for fear of offending the custom
carrying that nation, and led himself, toward doom, Jeanne
was what Friedrich Schiller defined as a beautiful soul; she
knew her lifewas mortal, and chose to spend her talent well.
That quality of the Sublimewhichiscrucial for anation, or a
world wracked by an existential quality of systemic crisis,
requires an individual who isdedicated not to “ my interests,”
but, rather, to ensuring that thetotality of amortal life’ soppor-
tunity was not wasted by spending that talent on thingswhich
would be worth nothing to aman once he were already dead.
If that person’ schoiceistruthfully useful to human progress,
he or she has achieved the effect of the Sublime.

That notion of the Sublime defineswhat shoul d be classed
as “the great man” in society, the man who expresses the
Sublimeinthat way.

The conflict between the great personality and the “little
me,” isjust that. Thelittle people, just because of their little-
ness, often tend to destroy their great personalities, and their
nation, in two ways. On the one side, they seek to drag the
person of higher dedication down to the common level, say-
ing, perhaps, “We will trust you if you are humble, because,
then, you are no better than we are.” Or, they express their
hatred of leaders, by putting clowns from among themselves
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on the throne. This conflict is a variable degree of problem.
Where the influence of Classical culture and scientific prog-
ress are relatively more influential, popular opinion prizes
accomplished and dedicated |eading personalities, and Clas-
sical art. When asociety isrelatively depraved, it esteemsthe
worst strata of exemplars, in leading personalities and art, to
represent the little-mindedness of that nation as awhole.

When thecrucial pointisreached, asnow, when agenera-
tion or more of habituated folly brings a society to the brink
of general collapse, thepopulationingeneral,and alsoleading
institutions and personalities are confronted with a choice.
End your foolishness, or go under! The U.S.A., among other
nations, is at that critical threshold today. In such a circum-
stance, no individual, not even a Jeanne d' Arc, for example,
candeterminetheoutcome. Nonethel ess, if those personswho
areblessed with thedevel oped potential for ahigher, Sublime
quality of personal commitment, do not act, the worst for all
of that society becomes more or lessinevitable.

Those are simply the basic facts of the problem described
in ageneral way. There is another aspect to the significance
of the great man under conditions of grave systemic crisis,
such asthat of the present moment. There are several crucial
topicsto be considered under that heading, but the economic
aspect isthe most crucial.

Capital Formation and Recovery

Thetrendinreportsis, that the U.S. domestic product may
beinthe order of $10-11 trillions per year, and the aggregate
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for the world as a whole in the order of something more
than $40 trillions. The total debt exceeds some hundreds of
trillionsof dollars, much of it off-market, and muchrelatively
short term, such as financial derivatives. The presently out-
standing debt could never be paid in atimely fashion within
the framework of the existing world monetary-financial sys-
tem and economic policies of nations. Therefore, the attempt
to collect on that mass of debtswould plungetheworldinto a
genocidal crisiscomparableto Europe’ s Fourteenth-Century,
genocidal New Dark Age.

At the same time, the principal nations of the Americas,
and Europe and Africa, are operating at levelsbelow aphysi-
cal-economic break-even point. There must be arapid expan-
sion of employment, with emphasis upon a shift from finan-
cial and other dispensabletypes of services, tolargeincreases
in employment in production of amix of essential and high-
technology capital goods, and asurgein employment inlong-
term basic economic infrastructure, such as transportation,
power, water management, land reclamation, education and
health-care systems. These imperative changeswill requirea
relatively vast and growing infusion of long-term credit for
capital improvementsin the private and public sectors.

Such achallenge can be managed. However, by thenature
of the situation, there must be a profound shift in policy-
thinking, from today’s shrinking of forward thinking to the
microscopic time-span of today’s financia trader, to long-
term thinking focussed largely on one to two generations of
build-up of physical capital factors. Short- to medium-term
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thinking will continue, but will emphasize the task of manag-
ing stability of the long-term process over the span of the
bumps and gulliesin therelatively shorter term.

The management of that balance between shorter-term
and long-term capital formations, will require areturn of the
United States to the kinds of strict regulation, and fixed ex-
change-rates which prevailed in national and world affairs
during theimmediate two post-war decades.

Those conditions and requirements require a change in
the character of the functions of government, back toward
those of the Franklin Roosevelt era and immediate post-war
decades. The habits of deregulation, privatization, free trade,
and shareholder value, must be uprooted. The emphasis must
beon crafting asystem of checksand balancesaimedto ensure
the stable upward flow of physical capital formation, techno-
logical progress, and rebuilt standard of infrastructure and of
living over the course of more than ageneration.

A recovery program of the required scale and central
missions must beintegrated by aid of what used to be termed
“Critical Pathway” scheduling. The principal source of dan-
ger to the success of arecovery program of that type, is that
the effort will be nibbled to death as if by an invasion of
mice; mice disguised as members of Congress, lobbyists,
populist demands for those kinds of shiftsin priorities which
would fritter the recovery away in such fashion. The allotted
funds for fixing a crucial bottleneck are diverted to some
worthy cause, and the bottleneck is left uncorrected. The
effect might remind us of the old gag: “A camel is a horse
designed by a committee.” Only a strong President, with
energetically capable key aides, can prevent those sorts of
corrosive attrition, by going directly to the people whenever
a popular political mobilization for frictional corrosion
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China tests the world' sfirst operating
maglev railroad, at Shanghai. In the
U.S, “ there must be a profound shift
in policy-thinking, fromtoday’s
shrinking of forward thinking to the
microscopic time-span of today’s
financial trader, to long-termthinking
focussed largely on one to two
generations of build-up of physical
capital factors.”

threatens the integrity of a long-term reconstruction.

For this set of conditions and tasks, personalities which
find their identity in the long-term effects of their present
actions, are the indispensable |eaders of society. The quality
of such personsis expressed by their dedication to progress
in knowledge and use of universal principles, as typified by
progress in the accumulation and employment of universal
physical principles. Their motives are located within the
bounds of the long-term, universal view, thus touching the
Sublime.

When acultureisin self-inflicted collapse, asthe U.S.A.
today; when the economy has collapsed to alevel of physical
output whichisnot at | east sel f-sufficient; getting successfully
into the future, that as soon as possible, is indispensable. To
march into that future, demands that leaders “see” both that
future and the choice of pathway by which it may bereached.
The ability to meet those requirements of foresight and deci-
sion-making, touches upon the Sublime. In such times, it is
national leadership so selected which leads the nation to its
national security, as President Franklin Roosevelt did.

4. The Present World Situation

At the present time the U.S.A. has no capable strategic
adversary, or combination of adversariesonthisplanet, unless
“43" creates such adversary forces by a continuation of his
presently accelerating, reckless capitulation to the current
utopian policies of Vice-President Cheney et al.

Should we put the presently depression-ridden world
through the necessary measures of constructive economic re-
organization in bankruptcy, the preconditions exist for sus-
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tainable and gradually accelerating improvements in the
world economic conditions, using methods and objectives
akin in spirit to the decolonized world of sovereign nation-
states which President Franklin Roosevelt had intended for
the post-war world.

Admittedly, there could be dangers of aviolent type, but,
were we engaged in a general economic recovery—that, in
partnership with most of the nations of the Americas and
Eurasia, for example—we could readily develop and main-
tain adepth of strategic defense capabilities which would be
awesome against any likely eruptions by a foolish govern-
ment el sewhere.

The Administration’s presently hysterical lunge toward
war is not prompted by any desire to overcome some actual
strategic threat extant today. It lungestoward war, because it
wisheswar, andisdisposed to adopt any pretext it can concoct
to have that war. There are no actual facts, no evidence, no
cause of action under rules of engagement, no basis for a
declaration of war. The lack of production of any actual evi-
denceof probabl e causetellsusthat the Administration wants
war for no other reason than that it, like Roman Emperors
Tiberius, Caligula, Nero, et d., passionately desireswar asan
intemperate child might be prepared to kill for the sake of
getting alollipop.

The other key factor aiding the war drive, is the fact of
those leading forces who would prefer to risk sending the
worldintothelikely prospect of global Hell, rather than resist
the war. Cowardly “world-historical” figures, in sundry na-
tions, would rather go to Hell than risk the severe displeasure
of a government of the U.S.A. which has currently no net
base of support among its allies, or the mgjority of its own
population. The shortage of great |eaders of nations, at atime
we need them most, might, unfortunately, be noted on the
tombstone of thisglobal civilization.

The Common Tasks of Mankind

On the other side of the ledger, the immediate need for a
global network of great infrastructure projects, is the marker
of the practical basisfor bringing at least most of the nations
of theworldintothiscomplex of transportation, power, water-
management projects. These projects, typified by what my
associatesand | havedefined asthe Eurasian Landbridgeproj-
ect, would become, within ageneration or less, the most pow-
erful economy-driver ever. Although the national compo-
nents of these projects would be installed on and by the
relevant sovereign governments, the cooperation and coordi-
nation in matters of technology and credit must be facilitated
by new international monetary-financial systems through
which the needed long-term credit and settling of accounts
would be well-ordered.

These great infrastructure programs would provide part
of the market for expanding industries and agriculture, and
would serveasthe basisfor devel opment of new industry and
new urban centers in new areas. The long-term objective of
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such infrastructure development in Eurasia, is the opening of
areas where large natural resources exist, resources which
could not be devel oped without the new infrastructure.

For thismission, theworld must haveapreval ent standard
set of rates for debt-service which do not rise to the level
of the rates of physical growth, per capita and per square
kilometer, associated with the capital improvements for
which the credit is extended.

The secure passage of our U.S.A., will be predetermined,
not by any mere interpretation of the existing, imperilled
world order, but, rather, by our choice of that intention, that
mission, which predetermines our planet’s successful orbital
trajectory, its escape from the grip of the past and present,
into the future. This ability to discover and adopt creative
physical-scientific and kindred choices of our republic’sin-
tentional orbit, is a power which exists only for the human
species, and not for any other type of abiotic or living species
within the Creator’ s universe.

With the world’ s present monetary-financial system now
disintegrating, and the economies of all of the nations of the
Americas and Europe presently in a powerdive, it should be
clear that the generally accepted slogans, explanations, and
recipes of the leaderships of our political parties, major news
media, and popul ar opinion, represent, combined, nothing but
ahighway toaglobal catastrophefor our nationanditspeople.

Clearly, the time has come when the possibility of the
survival of our republic dependsonthewillingnessof amajor-
ity among our people to abandon their habitual mind-slavery
to so-called popular opinion. If our republic isto outlive the
present crisis, we must not only abandon the war policies of
Vice-President Cheney and his Chicken-hawks. Despite the
monstrous mental decay in our schools, universities, and fi-
nancier-controlled mass media, our survival as a nation now
requires a magjority among us to turn to actually thinking, as
Britain's Percy Shelley wrote in his “In Defence of Poetry:”
we require areawakening of mental life of our citizens, away
from mind-dulling populism and its fads, to the practice of
“imparting and receiving profound and impassioned concep-
tions respecting man and nature.”

There exist no simple-minded answers for the problems
of survival or collapse of our nation today.

It is now atime when we shall either think and discuss
in rigorous and profound terms, or we shall not continue to
survive asanation for very much longer. Widespread numb-
headedness and opportunistic resort to populist rhetoric, in-
stead of actualy thinking, is presently the greatest single
threat to our republic’s security today. Demanding that poli-
tics be brought down to the level of, for example, outgoing
Senator Phil Gramm's simple-minded populist slogans,
would ensure the continued stupefaction of our political pro-
cesses and their leading ingtitutions, causing the probable
early disintegration of our republic. “Politics for Dummies’
may appear to bethe popular standard for political discussion
today. The fact remainsthat such standards are likely to pro-
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duce results in the same direction as manualsin “Brain Sur-
gery for Dummies.” Confining political dialoguetothelevel
of content preferred by self-avowed dummies may turn out
to bethe most important of, even perhapstheonly great threat
to our national security under today’s national and world-
wide crisis conditions.

The successful struggle for true freedom—to gain it, to
regain it, to preserve it—always began within the human
mind. All the great movements for freedom depended upon
a core of future leadership rooted in a Classical-humanist
approach to education, such asthat of the famous Brothers of
the Common Life who, like the writings of Dante Alighieri
and hisfollowers, had great influence onthe generationwhich
brought forth the Fifteenth-Century Renai ssance.

Thereforethe deepest fault of theimperilled United States
today, is that its present policies are dominated by foolish
conceits of those disciples of Thomas Huxley who have
crafted the lunatic utopian doctrine of such Bertrand Russell
followers as Vice-President Cheney and his unsavory flock
of Chicken-hawks. These dupesof the utopian rant of Russell
et al., have, manifestly, like Russell himself before them,
refused to recognize the existence of a principled distinction
between mankind and British Lord Solly Zuckermann's ba-
boons gathering nuts from the baobab trees.

National Mental Security

At thismoment, the greatest danger to U.S. national secu-
rity, comes from internal, not external threats. The threat is
essentially apsychological one, or, better said, apsychopatho-
logical problem. The current epicenter of that problem isthe
White House itself. The evidence needed to prove that fact,
isin plain sight, like the “purloined letter” of one of Edgar
Allan Poe's famous detective-stories. More importantly, so
isthe obvious cure.

In the beginning of thisreport, | emphasized the fact that
the current President isaman living, mentally, notintherea
world, but in a controlled, “other world” environment, like
theall too familiar case of amature woman who hasretreated
into a “soap opera’-like world of playing “doll house.” As
long as the victim of her flight from redlity is able to avoid
subject-matters which do not threaten her obsessive clinging
to her need to believe that the real world is a shadow of her
“doll house” -like world, she may appear to be quite normal.
The same “doll house”-like syndrome also appears in the
behavior of “ controlled groups,” which hidefromfearful real -
ities, by building a mental wall as a kind of self-imposed,
controlled psychological environment, such asthat which the
current WhiteHousecrew haserected asan attempted hysteri-
cal denia of the redlity, that the delusion which they share,
“our economic way of life,” isdisintegrating. To defend that
“doll house” fantasy, to make economic reality “go away,”
they are prepared to launch a new World War, thistime “A
War to End the World,” the war currently demanded by an
hysterical President George W. Bush, Jr.
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The nature of psychopathologiessuch as“43's,” states of
mind comparable to the image of “Hitler in the Bunker,” is
rather well known among able psychopathologists, and rele-
vant other specialists. Playwright Tennessee Williams' Glass
Menagerie, is areflection of such a psychopathological pat-
tern rotting out thelife of anindividual family.

The essential difference between the typical, individual
case of the “doll house” syndrome, that which controls the
life of afamily household, and the same shared delusionary
conditionina“tight group,” such asthe current Bush Admin-
istration, isto be found in the notion of the controlled group,
such asareligious group modelled upon what Sinclair Lewis
saw so insightfully in his portrait of “Elmer Gantry.” We
witness the same mass psychol ogy in the current behavior of
the government of Israel, and the controlling influence of
Cheney’ s Chicken-hawkswithin the “doll house”-like quali-
ties of the overall behavior of “43's” Administration.

The fact that that Administration is presently controlled
by asevere case of the “doll house” syndrome, is made clear
by the Administration’s refusal to face up to the exploding
reality of a present global, aswell as U.S. internal economic
and monetary-financial collapse. This is made clear by the
explosive eruption of sanity among our people, in their hith-
erto suppressed, now growing perception of the reality of
the economic collapse, and their horror of “43's’ mad flight
forward, from the unbearabl e fear of economic collapse, into
the consoling, suicidal euphoria of a mad dash toward the
hoped-for killing fields of Armageddon.

Many people, including most of the professional psychol-
ogistswhosework | have studied, may be ableto describethe
form of the“ doll house” syndromerather convincingly, up to
the point their interpretation falls into the same pathological
trap which they describe in their relevant mental patients.
“Doll house” syndromesin the behavior of adults can not be
competently diagnosed without showing the existence of a
corresponding difference between the controlling belief of
the proverbial woman holding family tea-partiesin the attic,
andtheactual natureof thereality from which the participants
in that common delusion are fleeing so hysterically.

The*“doll house” syndrome (* Step on acrack; break your
mother’s back!”) in a larger-than-family grouping, usually,
perhapsaways, emergeswith the associated feature of patho-
logical control over the group of victims as a whole. There
must be one or moreleading personalities, within the ostensi-
ble leadership of the grouping, who—Ilike a wife-beating,
bipolar head of a household—enforces the control; who mo-
bilizes the group in pack-rat formation to rally against those
dissidentswho insist on bringing realities, such as the doom
of thepresent world monetary-financial system, into conjunc-
tion with thereal-life personal experience of the group itself.

It isthose kinds of mechanisms, expressed, so obvioudly,
in the extreme, by the current Bush Administration, which
arethe chief real-life source of threatsto the national security
of the U.S.A. today.
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alswho privately agreewith you; but
> do not carry your dissent to the point
of challenging the axiomatic errors
of the population, as axiomatic er-
rors.” Thislatter syndrome has been
typical, even in earlier generations,
of certain otherwise gifted scientists,
even some |leading ones, who out of
fear would seek to prostitute them-
selvesto what they knew to befalse,
even disgusting, for the sake of their
academic honors, their careers.

The pivot of the currently in-
creased spread of that type of psy-
chopathology today, isthe degreeto
whichideasarenot considered amat-
ter of truthfulness, but of mere

AN

Thefactisthat “43,” like economic advisors such as Paul
O'Neill and Larry Lindsey, isinaninsaneflight fromtoday’s
economic reality. That fact merely symptomizes, rather than
defines, the specific psychopathological mechanism control-
ling the increasing collective insanity of the Administration.

Theaxiomatic root of the hysteriashared among the lead-
ersof the Administration, isshown by thefact that they typify,
inthe extreme, that majority among that generation of “Baby
Boomers” whose adult experience, in Europe as in North
America, has been a delusion. This has been the delusion
associated with the 1964-1972 cultural paradigm shift, also
in Europe, including many of the Soviet elite's privileged
youth, now turned financial predators, from that same genera-
tion. Itisthedel usion associated with suchincluded character-
isticsymptomsas* post-industrial society,” “informationthe-
ory,” and “ consumerism.”

These changes in axiomatic assumptions of combined
conscious and unwitting belief, typified by the widespread
psychopathology known as “consumerism,” congtitute a
pathological belief-system of the relevant members of that
generation. Eventhoseof that generationwho have principled
rational objections to the tenets of that cultural paradigm-
shift, fall prey tothesocial pressuresof “you haveto goalong,
togetalong,” and adapt to those pressuresin the hope of being
accepted by thecontrolling forcesnow dominated by thechar-
acteristicideology of that generation. In other words, thefear-
ful sense that “we must be redlistic; we must adapt to the
presently ruling authority of that opinion,” becomesthe psy-
chopathologica mechanism by which even the more rational
members of that generation tended to be controlled, either
directly or indirectly, by the ideologies shared among what
appear to be the presently empowered representatives of that
“Baby Boomer” ideology, today.

One form of adaptation among dissenters, is a kind of
psychological encystment: “ Shareyour dissent withindividu-
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opinion.

The hope of freeing our people
from the pathological syndromes which have controlled the
adults of the Baby Boomer generation, from the aftermath
of the 1964-1972 cultural paradigm-shift, until now, is that
reaity itself hasintervened into the consciousness of society,
with ageneral economic depression, whose existence has be-
come undeniableto all but psychopathological cases such as
thecurrent White House, and the continuing crescendo among
the numbers of people, influentials and others, around the
today’ sworld, who are now saying of me: “Obviously, hehas
been right all along, while we werewrong.”

For this reason, | have always cautioned my associates
and other collaborators of the importance of practicing So-
cratic dialogue in their outreach into the street and other
marketplaces of ideas. There are severa reasons for this;
one is maintenance of one's own sanity. The majority of
the public may be wrong, and, in fact, usualy is; but we
must always know the realities of our society, and must deal
with the errors of sundry varieties of wrong-headed popular
opinion, by engaging it in a Socratic dialogue, as Plato’'s
Socratesdid. We must discover therealities of the experience
to which various strata of the population are being exposed,
and play back those redlities to them. It is by means of that
outreach, into the streets and other relevant places, which |
have always insisted my associates apply, that my associates
protect their own sanity from the risk of the “doll-house
syndrome,” and also the larger population to whose welfare
we are devoted.

Only groups afflicted with the kind of “doll house” psy-
chopathol ogieswhich | have summarily identified here, could
deny the physical reality of my definition of the strategic
practical issues of humanity.

That potentially fatal denia presently persists. Fight to
change that, in yourself and others. Fight so, as if the life
of you and your friends and family might depend upon the
outcome. It does.
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War on Iraq Already Begun,
Can Still Be Stopped

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

The early October war moves of the U.S. and British govern- ~ Council resolutions. It demands that Irag provide in 21 days :
ments, against strong internal and international oppositiomomplete inventory of its entire biological, chemical, nuclear,
and amid economic collapse, point to the necessity of stop- ballistic missile and related programs, including “any whict
ping a war that has already begun. it claims are for purposes not related to weapons production
Following the announcement by chief UN weapons in-  or materizgf6re weapons inspectors can return to Iraqg.
spector Hans Blix on Oct. 1, that Iraq had okayed UN de-A further condition: UN and International Atomic Energy
mands, and inspectors could arrive Oct. 15, the White House ~ Agency inspectors must be allowed to conduct interviews |
went into a “thwart mode,” as State Department spokesmalraq with Iragis and their families, “without the presence of
Richard Boucher putit, and concentrated on ramming through observers from the Iragi government,” or to remove the Iraqi
resolutions for war powers, in the U.S. Congress, as well affom Iraq for the interviews. The resolution demands the
in the United Nations Security Council. While Russia, China, “names of all personnel associated with Iraq’s chemical, bio-
and France signalled satisfaction with the UN-Iragi accord]ogical, nuclear and basllistic missile programs and the associ-
Secretary of State Colin Powell informed the world that“Our ~ ated research, development and production facilities.” It
position is that [Blix] should get new instructions in the form would also establish an armed UN security force with the right
of a resolution.” to declare no-fly/no-drive zones, exclusion zones, ground and
From Finland, former President George H.W. Bush threwair transport corridors “which shall be enforced by UN secu-
his weight behind the war, announcing, “I fully support the  rity forces or by members of the Council.” And of course, it
Iraq policy of my son.” authorizes war if Iraq interferes with any of its conditions
The war documentthat came out of White House meetings  or actions.
with members of Congress Oct. 2 (s&odngressional
Closeup), announced from the Rose Garden by George WCan the War Be Stopped?
Bush, represented a deal between the President, right-wing LyndonLaRouche onOct. 2 calledthe resolution awitting
Republicans, and the war-mongers of the Democratic Leader-  fraud, designed to provoke rejection by Irag and thus provic
ship Council who have been pressuring Bush for war sinceanction to continue the war. With its demand for unfettered
Sept. 11, 2001. The attendance at the press conference to  access to all Presidential palaces, without prior notificatic
release the draft pointed this up: Joe Lieberman (D-Conn.and the deployment of a military force to back up the inspec-
and John McCain (R-Ariz.); Trent Lott (R-Miss.), Dennis  tors, the resolution’s intent is evidently to create the circum-
Hastert (R-11l.), Evan Bayh (D-Ind.), and Dick Gephardt (D- stances where Saddam Hussein can be assassinated. Thus
Mo.). White House spokesman Ari Fleischer's statement Oct. 1,
That same day, the proposed UN Security Council resoluthat “the cost of one bullet” to assassinate Saddam Hussein,
tion being pushed by the United States and Britain was leaked would be preferable to costs of a war, was not just flippat
by the New York Times, and is a lollapalooza, intended to arrogance; it conformed perfectly to the spirit of the UN reso-
make the resumption of inspections impossible. The resolu- lution. That resolution also demands the identification of ev
tion finds Irag in “material breach” of existing UN Security ery Iraqi scientist and engineer—a hit list for assassinations
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or kidnappings, in the tradition of Pol Pot’s Khmer Rouge,
who tried to liquidate all well-educated Cambodians.

LaRouche said the resolution, and the minds behind it,
areinsane. He suggested, that, if Bush pushesthisinthe UN
Security Council, that body should respond by establishing a
Sanity Commission toinspect President Bush, Vice President
Dick Cheney, and Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, to
determine whether or not they have lost their minds.

In LaRouche's estimation, the war can till be stopped.
Resistance iswidespread in the United States popul ation and
among elected and other local leaders. It is coal escing around
thealternative strategi c approach launched by LaRouchewith
hismasscirculation of 7 million |eafl ets and broadsides since
July, hisdemand that war party leader Vice President Cheney
resign, and his“TruthinU.S. National Security Policy” coun-
terattack to the White House “ pre-emptive war” doctrine in
this week’s Feature. If the U.S. House of Representatives
will do nothing, the Senate could wield power to block any
resol ution giving Bush powersto wagewar. Democratic Sen-
ator Robert Byrd of West Virginiahastakentheleadershipin
thisfight, by exposing theroleof Defense Secretary Rumsfeld
inhelping“makeamonster,” by supplying Iraqwith chemical
weapons. The offensive opened up by Senator Byrd (a 50-
year veteran of the Congress), could contribute to blocking
action by that body for war.

War ‘No Matter What Saddam Does

The political battle to halt the war is arace against time,
sincethemilitary actionisunder way and being steadily accel-
erated. LaRouche and EIR's assessments agree with recent
estimates issued by two leading military observers, Jacques
Isnard of France and Amir Oren of Isragl, that the war has
already begun. Writing in Le Monde Sept. 25, Isnard stressed
that the targets of increasingly frequent aerial bombardments
by Anglo-American fighter-bombers in the “no-fly” zones,
have shifted from Iragi anti-aircraft positions, to command,
control, and communications centers. | snard noted other sig-
nificant indications of the military escalation: The expansion
of Al-Udeid air base in Qatar and its becoming the location
for a command center of the U.S. Central Command; the
deployment of additional U.S. and British air, ground, and
naval forces in the Persian Gulf region—5,000 in Kuwait,
5,000 in Bahrain, 2,000 in Oman, 2,000 in Turkey—and B-2
bombers at Britain’s Diego Garcia basein the Indian Ocean.
Sixty-four thousand American soldiers should be in the Gulf
by mid-Octaber, wrote Isnard, not counting the personnel
(plusplanesand helicopters) onboardsix U.S. aircraft carriers
to arrive before year’s end. Finally, he cited reportsin Avia-
tion Week & Space Technology that six U.S. military recon-
nai ssance satellites have been positioned to cover theMiddle
East region.

In an article in Ha' aretz on Sept. 20, Isragli expert Oren
stated that future history books will identify Sept. 5, as the
“date on whichthesecond Iraqwar started.” That day, “ planes
of the Western alliance, which lifted off from Kuwait, at-
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tacked acommand and control facility of thelragi air defense
network at H-3.” The H-3 site “was the western terminal of
the [old] oil pipeline built by the British through Irag and
Jordan to its Mediterranean outlet” in Haifa. The air attack
involved “nine American F-15 and three British Tornados,”
escorted by “dozens of interceptor, control, refueling, rescue
and electronic warfare aircraft.”

Inthe 1967 and 1973 Israeli-Arabwars, H-3 wasthe start-
ing point for Iraqi attacksagainst I srael, and, inturn, thetarget
of Isragli air attacks. In 1991, the H-3 base was thought to be
the placewherethe Iragishad chemical warheads, which they
did not use. Thistime, though, when attacked by the United
States, Irag“ might try to launch chemical or biological mate-
rial at enemy targets, both military and civilian.” Oren con-
cludes: “Therefore, the bombing of the H-3 base was the
first combat operation, and not by chancein the western Iraq
sector, of the current campaign—a campaign that will not be
called off, no matter what Saddam Hussein does.”

On Sept. 30, another expert observer—editor Charles
Heyman of the military publication, Jane's Fighting Ar-
mies—agreed. Heyman told BBC: “History will record that
thewar against I rag actually began threeweeksago.” Heyman
pointed to the important new factor, that the targets of U.S.-
U.K. bombardments were now both inside and also outside
the no-fly zones.

No Cakewalk

Judging from statements made by Rumsfeld, Cheney,
Wolfowitz, and Richard Perle, the Administration must be-
lieve it can conduct a“blitzkrieg,” and declare early victory.
Thus, Perle, for example, inan Oct. 2 interview tothe German
financial daily Handelsblatt—in which he otherwise brutally
insulted Germany’s Chancellor, Gerhard Schroder, for not
supporting an Iraq invasion—said the war would be “target-
ted, effective, and quick.”

Significantly, military experts who have had ample war
experiencefrom two countries, Great Britain and Israel, have
been voicing their concerns that such “blitzkrieg” fantasies
are absurd. Most recently, Isragli military historian Martin
van Creveld offered his expert views. Writing in the German
daily Die Welt, on Sept. 27, van Creveld noted that, unlike
1991, this time neither Irag’'s Arab neighbors nor Turkey
wantsto provide basing rights. A massive aerial war will not
succeed alonein ousting Saddam Hussein, van Creveld said;
therefore, groundtroopswill haveto bedeployed, and airports
near Baghdad will haveto betaken, to allow for further troops
and matériel to beflownin.

The Isragli historian, who reports that he had heard of
such war plans in Washington, warned that they could fail.
Herecalled that German air landingsin Holland in 1940 and
in Cretein 1941, had heavy casualties, and nearly ended in
fiasco. Heconcluded: “If theactual planlookslikethissketch,
the Bush Administration would be well advised to rethink—
or to risk a spectacular defeat, like that of the French under
comparable conditionsin 1954 in Dien Bien Phu.”
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condemning Welch'’s call for censorship. It was published in
Al-Ahramon Sept. 24, and read as follows:
“Inits meeting on Sunday, the Bureau of the Supervisory
U. S. AIl’ﬂDaSSEIdOI’ TellS Board ofthe Journalists’ Society discussed the comments sent
to the Society in response to the article written by Mr. David
Eg}lpt: Censor IJaROUChe Welch, U.S. Ambassador to Cairo, and published idhram
daily; especially his call on Egyptian chief editors to ban
by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach any articles and opinion commentaries that do not fit into the
American viewpoint on the responsibility of al-Qaeda for the
September 11 attacks. On this occasion, the Bureau empha-
sizes that the main principle to which the Society and all
During the Clinton Administration, Secretary of State Made- Egyptian journalists are committed, is that the freedom of
leine Albright used to pop up in foreign capitals and preachexpressionincludes the rightto publish all opinions, no matter
the virtues of “democracy,” American-style. In Kazakstan how much they go against the general consensus; and that tt
and other Central Asian republics, for example, she wouldoad to truth starts from presenting all views, and not from
bring a laundry list of demands that her hosts should immedi-  the scissors of censorship.
ately fulfill, in order to be counted among the “free nations”  “There is no doubt that the publishing of this article [by
of the world, and friends of the United States. Liberal, free-  Welch] by the oldest and most prestigious Egyptian and Arak
market economic policies, plus freedom of the press, weraewspaperAl-Ahram), is the embodiment of this principle,
always high on the list. while it is highly doubtful that a similar article criticizing
Now, with the George W. Bush Administration, much hasthe American press would ever find its way to an American
changed—including, apparently, freedom of the press. U.S. newspaper that easily.
Ambassador to Egypt David Welch recently demanded that “While expressing its astonishment at the U.S. Ambassa-
the country’s newpaper editors do quite the opposite, and  dor’s disregard for the principle of freedom of expressior
perform political censorship in their press. On Sept. 20, and publishing, it also [rejects] his attempt to manipulate this
letter written by Welch appeared i-Ahram, the leading principle for the advantage of the American Administration’s
daily and weekly of Egypt, understood to reflect the views ofviewpoint. . . .
the government, and considered a newspaper of record, not “The Bureau would like to assure Mr. Ambassador th:
only in Egypt, but throughout the Arab world. any attempt to interfere in the publishing policies of Egyptian
In his letter, which was published there in Arabic (and newspapers is regarded as an unacceptable move, violatin
also, in English, on the Embassy’s home page[@imen-  the independence of the press as granted by the constitution
tation), His Excellency referred to numerous articlesthathad  and law. Furthermore, it is useless to expect a positive re
appeared on the anniversary of Sept. 11. He complained thaponse from any Egyptian chief editor to any orders that might
there were many “voices in the media questioning who bring the real damage to the reputation of the Egyptian press.
planned and committed the attacks, and positing incredible
conspiracy theories without the slightest bit of evidence tdt’sL aRouche
back them up.” Not only that, but a leading sociology profes-  The refusal to accept the official cover story about the
sor “spent nearly half an hour trying to cast doubt on al-  attacks of Sept. 11, 2001—that “Osama bin Laden did it"—
Qaeda’s culpability and even went so far as to implicate thes not a phenomenon limited to Egypt. Behind closed doors,
American government by asserting that America had bene- and increasingly publicly, doubts are being raised. Nor at

and Hussein Askary

fited from the attacks.” those asking questions about it, projecting a “conspiracy the-
_ o _ ory.” Rather, since the day of those terrible events, serious
‘Editors. Keep Thisin Mind’ political analysts have pointed to the impossibility that such

Denouncing the Egyptian news reporting as “disregard an operation could have been planned, organized, and ex
for the facts,” which may “tarnish the reputation of the Egyp- cuted by this or any other terrorist group.
tian media in the eyes of the world,” Welch called for censor- The first to issue an analysis of this sort, was Lyndon
ship: “I hope editors will keep this in mind and exercise theirLaRouche, on the day of the attacks. His immediate and sub-
editorial judgment when reviewing articles or columns to  sequent, more detailed, analyses of the attacks identified th
print in their publications.” strategic intention, as well as the historical, philosophical,
This blatant intervention into the internal affairs ofasov-  and political background to the Clash of Civilizations faction
ereign country created an uproar in Egypt, with a large grougbehind the operation.
of Egyptian intellectuals calling for expelling Ambassador LaRouche’s analysis was picked up immediately in the
Welch from Egypt and declaring hipersona non grata. A Arab and Islamic world, and was prominently covered in the
statement was issued by the Egyptian Journalists Society, Egyptian press. In January 2002, a LaRouche representat
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wasinvited to present hisanalysisto aseminar at the Univer-
sity of Cairo, alongside Egyptian Gen. Mahmoud Khalaf,
whose military-strategic  analysis dovetailed  with
LaRouche'sreading (see EIR, Feb. 1).

Sincethat time, LaRouche’ sviews, not only onthisissue,
but on economic, political, and strategic developments more
generaly, have been aired widely in the Egyptian press. In-
creasingly, LaRouche has been being identified as the voice
of the “other America,” the “real America,” and acknowl-
edged as aPresidential candidate they would like to endorse.
Al-Ahramran an interview with LaRouchein August, by So-
hair Soukkary. Then, ontheanniversary of Sept. 11, aplethora
of articles, including interviews with LaRouche, appeared.

The following gives just a taste of the coverage: From
Sept. 7-13, articlesfrom EIRon therole of Isragli PrimeMin-
ister Ariel Sharoninthe Sept. 11 provocation, appeared inthe
Saudi daily Al-Watan and the Egyptian Arabic version, Al-
Ahramal-Arabi. The Arabic trandation of LaRouche’ sPresi-
dential campaign statement, “Pollard Affair Never Ended,”

was published on Middle East Online’ sfront page, and inthe
Saudi daily Al-Watan, and circulated through Internet
groupswidely.

Many editorials in the Persian Gulf pressincluded refer-
ence to LaRouche’ s analysis of the 9/11 attacks. The Dubai-
based Al-Bayan daily referred to LaRouche twice on Sept.
11, 2002, in the editorial of its political supplement, and in
commentary on the “ Arab Affairs’ page.

The same daily published an op-ed on Sept. 13, 2002, by
Egyptian Brig. Gen. Hosam Swelam (ret.). Swelam, a re-
nowned military strategist, cited LaRouche in the context of
theincreasing Egyptian-American strategic tension, and said
that LaRouche indicated that the deteriorating U.S. policy
toward Egypt was the result of the growing influence of the
Zionist and Isragli circles inside the Bush Administration.
Swelam also referred to the Israeli Jabotinskyite schemesfor
redrawing the map of theMiddleEast. Hestressed that “ Presi-
dent Mubarak has been fully aware” of these developments,
and therefore has been acting prudently and on the basis of

Israelis Attack U.S.
Chicken-Hawk Faction

Echoes of Lyndon LaRouche' sMiddle East initiativesare
surfacingin Isragli political discourse, especially concern-
ing the danger that Prime Minister Ariel Sharon and the
U.S. “Chicken-hawks’ roosting under the wings of Vice
President Dick Cheney, pose for the survival of Israel.

Akiva Eldar, senior commentator for the daily
Ha’ aretz, authored an articleon Oct. 1, “ Perlesof Wisdom
for the Feithful,” blasting U.S. Defense Policy Board
Chairman Richard Perle and Undersecretary of Defense
for policy Douglas Feith. Current Washington discussions
about redrawing the map of the Middle East, he writes, fit
“some old dreams of afew of the key strategists around
the Bush-Cheney-Rumsfeld triangle running America’'s
Irag policy.” He references the infamous briefing at the
Pentagon in July, organized by Perle, where a presenter’s
dide proclaimed, “Palestineis Israel, Jordan is Palestine,
and Iraq isthe Hashemite Kingdom.”

A former Isragli security official, Eldar reports, “met
two weeks ago with a very well-connected Republican
member of Perle’s Policy Board. . .. The Isragli warned
the American about an all-out war with the entire Arab
world, and added that the Perle plan would create ‘an im-
possible strategic environment’ for Isragl.”

Eldar quotesfrom the 1996 policy statement that Perle
and Feith wrote for then-Prime Minister Benjamin Netan-

yahu, “Clean Break: A New Strategy for Securing the
Realm.” Thisstatement had been featured in amass|eafl et
circulated by the LaRouche in 2004 Presidential cam-
paign. Eldar comments, “ The two Jewish experts, eventu-
ally to become key Pentagon players, are walking afine
line between their loyalty to American governments and
Isragli interests.”

Another | srael commentator, Aviad Kleinberg, writing
inHa'aretzon Oct. 1, wrote that “the political horizon for
Sharon and his gang is clear. It is based on a somewhat
primitiveinterpretation of Ze' ev Jabotinsky’s‘lron Wall.’
The Arabs want to destroy us. They regard every sign of
Israeli weakness asacrack in the door through which they
can shoveafoot or two. Israel, therefore, must never alow
any such crack; no window of opportunity can be allowed
tobeopened. Theonly language spokenintheMiddle East
isthe language of force. Israel must constantly use force,
lest it loseits ‘ deterrent capabilities.” Deterrence does not
serve any specific goal; it’ san autonomous essence, aMo-
loch demanding endless sacrfices.”

“Imposing fear, humiliating, lording it over the oth-
ers—these are not character flaws, but carefully thought-
out, deterministic instruments for survival,” he writes,
warning that these policies of Sharon will turn Israel into
an outcast country. “If we become a state after Sharon’s
liking, we may be of some use to the Americans, but it's
worth noting what happened to some of America sdubious
aliesof the past: When they finished their jobs, they were
declared unfit to dine with respectable guests, and sent
home. | wouldn’t count on the Bush family’s love of
Israel."— Dean Andromidas
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principle, in his dealing with the Bush Administration.

Theworld' slargest Arabicdaily, the L ondon-based Saudi
Asharq al-Awsat, had short items referring to LaRouche's
identification of therole of theinternal U.S. “ military-indus-
trial complex” and thefaction pushing for aClash of Civiliza-
tionsand religious war, in the Sept. 11 events.

It is this massive coverage that has so thoroughly upset
Ambassador Welch. Though he would not mention
LaRouche's name, it is widely recognized among Egyptian
intellectual circles, that his letter was intended to stop
LaRouche'sinfluence.

Welch's outrageous call for censorship has backfired
completely. Not only hasthisintervention becometheleading
topic of talk shows and political protests, but, in the second
half of September, LaRouche's views were everywhere in
the Arabic press: Commentaries appeared on the Qatar-based
website aljazeera.net, Saudi Arabia’ s Asharq al-Awsat, the
U.A.E.’sAl-Bayan, Egypt’ sAl-Ahramal-Arabi weekly mag-
azine, Saudi Arabia s Al-Watan, the London-based Al-Arab
International, and Middle East Online. All these articles re-
ferred to LaRouche’ sview of the Sept. 11 attacks asan inter-
nal, special military operation. Some commentators, such as
Turkish Islamic scholar Orkhan Mohammed Ali, went back
to LaRouche's July 24, 2001 webcast, when he warned
against the” Guns of August” and theimmediate threat of the
collapse of international financial system, “unless thereisa
major war or assassi nationsof |eadersof major nations.” Ali’s
feature article has been posted by aljazeera.net since Sept.
11, 2002.

Ahmed Hamroush, a renowned Egyptian military histo-
rian, writer, and member of Gamal Abdul Nasser 1952 Revo-
lution’s Free Officers, wrote an article in the Oct. 1 Asharq
al-Awsat, on the collapse of the peace processin the Middle
East, but stressed that “ there are still someraysof light” shin-
ing over the dark situation. One such ray of light, hewrote, is
Lyndon LaRouche.

Documentation

Thefollowing letter totheeditor by U.S. Ambassador to Egypt
David Welch was published in the Egyptian daily Al Ahram
on Sept. 20. Itistitled “ Time To Get the Facts Right.”

The commemoration of the one-year anniversary of the Sept.
11 terrorist attacks has licited a host of remembrance, com-
mentary, and analysis in the Egyptian media on the signifi-
cance of the events and how America and the world have
changed since that fateful day. Some writers offered Ameri-
cans renewed condolences, for which we are grateful, aswe
are for the help Egypt has extended so far in bringing to
justice those responsible for these crimes. President Bush
has publicly thanked President Mubarak for such assistance,

54 International

recognizing that Egyptians know first-hand the horrors ter-
rorist groups can inflict. Egyptians also understand the need
to pursue such terrorists before they can commit further
atrocities.

Unfortunately, the anniversary has also brought forth yet
more voicesin the media questioning who planned and com-
mitted theattacks, and positing incredibleconspiracy theories
without the slightest bit of evidenceto back them up. Leading
Egyptian newspapers and magazines in the past two weeks
alone have published columns by senior columnistswho sug-
gested governments or groups other than al-Qaeda were re-
sponsible. A leading Egyptian professor of sociology, in a
public lecture on September 11, spent nearly half an hour
trying to cast doubt on al-Qaeda’ s culpability and even went
so far as to implicate the American government by asserting
that America had benefited from the attacks. Much attention
and credibility have been given in the mediato abook by a
Frenchman, a book that has been completely debunked by
more careful and thorough French authors.

Itisafact that most of the world accepts the voluminous
evidence of al-Qaeda sresponsibility. No serious debate till
existsabout this. Thisevidence hasbeen detailed in thousands
of articlesin independent mediain many different countries,
articlesavailableto anyone with accessto the Internet. More-
over, a-Qaeda itself fully admitted its culpability in inter-
views given in June to Yusri Foda of Al-Jazeera, interviews
which aired on the network last week. It isdifficult to fathom
how commentators can simply disregard these confessions,
coming on top of all the other publicly available evidence.

That educated columnistsand professorswoul d still doubt
who designed and carried out the attacks makes one wonder
if they areill-informed or simply too upset with American
policy on other issues to accept the reality on this one. If
the former, then their sources of information are flawed and
incompl ete. If, however, thereason for such persistent skepti-
cism stems from an emotional response rather than an objec-
tiveregard for the facts, then these commentators do a disser-
viceto theideal of truth and accuracy in reporting.

Sadly, such disregard for thefactsin such aserious matter
can tarnish the reputation of the Egyptian mediain the eyes
of theworld. | hopeeditorswill keepthisin mind and exercise
their editorial judgment when reviewing articles or columns
to print in their publications. If nothing else, responsible me-
dia should be dedicated to telling the truth, not spreading
falsehood, and knowing the difference between the two.

[0 LAROUCHE IN 2004 [

www.larouchein2004.com

Paid for by LaRouche in 2004.
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Bush 41 Armed the Iraq, Which
Bush 43 Wants To Destroy

by Edward Spannaus

President GeorgeH.W. Bush (Bush 41) in 1992; “As
you may remember in history, therewasalot of support
at the time [the 1980g] for Iraq as a balance to a much
more aggressive Iran under Khomeini. . . . So that was
part of the policy of the Reagan Administration. | was
very proud to support that.”

President George W. Bush (Bush 43) in 2002: “ Sad-
dam Hussein launched a large-scale chemical attack
against Iragq’ sKurdish populationinthelate 1980s, kill-
ing thousands. On at least ten occasions, Saddam Hus-
sein’ smilitary forceshaveattacked I ranianand Kurdish
targets with combinations of mustard gas and nerve
agents through the use of aerial bombs. . . rockets. . .
and conventional artillery shells. . . .”

Theabove 1992 statement by Bush 41, came after aseries
of news reports documenting how he had personally inter-
vened to get the U.S. ExIm Bank to approveloansto Iragin
the mid-1980s. In 1987, Vice President Bush had met with
thelragi Ambassador to the UN, to assure him that Irag could
buy more dual -use equipment from the United States.

It is therefore the height of hypocrisy for the Bush 43
Adminstration today to cite Saddam Hussein’ s use of chemi-
cal weaponsduring the lran-Irag War, or other conduct onthe
part of Saddam during the 1980s, as evidence of his brutality
and aggressive intent—when it was the policy of the Reagan
and Bush 41 Administrations, from 1982 up until the eve of
Iraq'sinvasion of Kuwait in the Summer of 1990, to supply
Iraq with military equipment and many “dual use” materials,
including chemical and biological agents, whichwereusedin
Iraq’ sprogramsfor the development of chemical, biological,
and nuclear weapons. It wastheintention of top circlesinthe
United States and Britain that such weapons would be used
against Iran.

(Asis well known to those who have seriously studied
the matter, Irag developed chemical weapons in response to
Iranian “humanwave” infantry attacks, and used them as part
of anintegrated battle plan. They were not used as* weapons
of mass destruction”)

Even after the end of the Iran-lraq War, and after the
reports of atrocities allegedly committed by Iragi military
against the Kurds, Bush 41 continued to pressfor closer ties
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with Irag. In October 1989, President Bush signed a secret
order, National Security Decision Directive 26, directing that
his Administration establish closer tieswith Irag. Over objec-
tions from officials in the U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Bush pushed through $1 billion in agricultural credits.

In November 1989, the State Department sent a cable to
the U.S. Ambassador in Baghdad, April Glaspie, instructing
her to deliver amessage from Secretary of State James Baker
[11, to Iragi Foreign Minister Tariq Aziz, advising that “this
decision by the Administration reflects the importance we
attach to our relationship with Irag.”

Earlier,in1983-84, thecurrent U.S. Secretary of Defense,
Donald Rumsfeld, went to Baghdad at |east twice to develop
closer tiesbetween the United Statesand Irag, and to pavethe
way for expanded U.S. military assistance.

Newsweek Tells Story

In its Sept. 23, 2002 issue, Newsweek magazine' s cover
story was “How We Helped Create Saddam.” Newsweek an-
nounced the story in a Sept. 15 press release which stated:
“During the 1980s, when Iraqwasat war with Iran, the United
States decided to help Irag and began supplying Iraqgi dictator
Saddam Hussein with suppliesand military hardware, includ-
ing shipmentsof ‘ bacteria/fungi/protozoa’ tothelrag Atomic
Energy Commission.” It added that former U.S. officials say
that the bacteria cultures could be used to make biological
weapons, including anthrax.

The Newsweek article begins: “The last time Donald
Rumsfeld saw Saddam Hussein, he gave him a cordia hand-
shake. The date was amost 20 years ago, Dec. 20, 1983. An
official Iraqi television crew recorded the historic moment.”
Thearticlesaysthat Rumsfeld, then aprivatecitizen, had been
sent by President Reagan asaspecial envoy, and, accordingto
a declassified State Department cable, Rumsfeld “conveyed
the President’ s greetings and expressed his pleasure at being
in Baghdad.”

The article goes on to describe how “the Reaganiteswere
seeking to support Iraq inalong and bloody war against Iran.
... For the next five years.. . . the United States backed Sad-
dam’s armies with military intelligence, economic aid, and
covert supplies of munitions.”

Others have reported that, after Rumsfeld’s first trip to
Baghdad in December 1983, he returned to Irag and met with
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Foreign Minister Tariq Aziz on March 24, 1984, to prepare
the groundwork for the normalization of U.S.-Iraqgi relations.
This was a few weeks after the U.S. State Department had
issued areport sayingthat Iraq had used | ethal chemical weap-
ons, and U.S. Ambassador to the UN Jeane Kirkpatrick had
denounced Iraq publicly for this.

Shortly after Rumsfeld’s second meeting, the New York
Times reported that “ American diplomats pronounce them-
selves satisfied with relations between Irag and the U.S. and
suggest that normal diplomatic ties have been restored in all
but name.” Full diplomatic relations were in fact restored in
May 1984,

Rumsfeld Admitslt

A few daysafter the Newsweek article hit the newsstands,
Rumsfeld appeared before the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee. At this Sept. 19 hearing, the only Senator who had the
courage to question Rumsfeld about the Newsweek report,
was Sen. Robert Byrd (D-W.Va.), who read portions of the
articleto Rumsfeld, and compelled Rumsfeld to admit that he
had in fact travelled to Iraqg and met with Saddam Hussein.

Byrd asked: “Did the United States help Iraqg to acquire
the building blocks of biological weapons during the Iran-
Irag War? Arewe, in fact, now facing the possibility of reap-
ing what we have sown?’

Rumsfeld responded: “1 have not read the article. Asyou
suggest, | was, for aperiodinlate’ 83 and early ' 84, asked by
President Reagan to serve as Middle East envoy after 241
Marineswerekilled in Beirut.

“And as part of my responsibilities | did visit Baghdad. |
did meet with Tariq Aziz. And | did meet with Saddam Hus-
sein and spent some time visiting with them about the war
they were engaged in with Iran.”

Rumsfeld then went on to claim that “I’ve never heard
anything like what you've read,” and said that he doubted it
was true. But, when Byrd pressed him, Rumsfeld would not
say that the story was inaccurate. He ended up whining
through hisdentures: “ Senator, | think it would be ashameto
leave this committee and the people with the impression that
the United States assisted Iragq with chemical or biological
weaponsin the 1980s. | just do not believe that’ s the case.”

At the end of this exchange, the chairman of the Armed
Services Committee, Sen. Carl Levin (D-Mich.), said that the
committee will ask the State and Commerce Departments,
as well as the Defense Department, to review their records
concerning the matters reported in the Newsweek article, and
will ask the Senate Intelligence Committee to hold a briefing
on the subject.

Syndicated columnist Robert Novak then wrote acolumn
describing Rumsfeld’ s December 1983 visit to Baghdad, and
added the following report: that Rumsfeld was carrying a
secret letter from then-Israeli Prime Minister Y itzhak Shamir
to the Iragis, in which Shamir offered Isragli assistance to
Iraginitswar against Iran. Iragi Foreign Minister Tariq Aziz

56 International

refused to even pass the offer on to Saddam Hussein, saying
he would be executed on the spot if he did so.

A number of other news articles have appeared recently,
mostly “outside the Beltway,” citing documentation from
1994-95 Senate hearings, which showed how United States
laboratories had provided biological cultures to Irag that
could be used for biological weapons. For example, the Buf-
falo News reported on Sept. 23, that from 1985-89, Iraq had
received at least 72 shipments of clones, germs, and chemi-
cals, including a nerve gas far more lethal than sarin, crop-
destroying germs, E. coli, salmonella, staphylococcus, an-
thrax, botulism, and West Nilevirus.

“Iraq was considered an aly of the U.S. in the 1980s,”
says an officer of one of the companies that made such ship-
ments. “ All these were properly licensed by the government;
otherwise they would not have been sent.”

The Buffalo News said that it was alerted to the 1994
Senate testimony by associates of then-Sen. Don Riegle (D-
Mich.), who had held the hearings on the health problems of
some of the returning Gulf War veterans.

Particularly remarkable was the Oct. 1 Richmond Times-
Dispatch, which ran abanner headline, “U.S. Gave Germsto
Irag,” completewithacolor graphicentitled” Deadly agents,”
listing and describing anthrax, gas gangrene, and botulinum,
which were provided to Iraq by the United States.

It should benoted that I rag had ahighly devel oped civilian
public-health program, and was|egitimately devel oping vac-
cines and the like. An Iragi government statement issued on
Oct. 2, noted that Irag was forced to destroy biological re-
search facilities, including equipment and material which
were used for purely civilian purposes, as well as that used
for weapons programs, as part of the UNSCOM inspection
program in the early 1990s.

‘Let Them Fight Each Other’

Now, consider the statement made by British Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair, to the British House of Commons on Sept.
24, which included the following:

“The biological agents we believe Irag can produce in-
cludeanthrax, botulinum, toxin, aflatoxin, andricin. All even-
tually result in an excruciatingly painful death.

“Hehasused these weapons, thousandsdyingin chemical
weapons attacks in Irag itself. He used them in the Iran-Iraqg
War, started by him, in which 1 million people died.”

One could fruitfully remind the Prime Minister, that it
was not only the United Statesthat provided the materialsfor
these weapons to Irag, but, as is well documented, Britain
also provided training for Iragi scientistsin the 1980s.

Of course, as EIR has reported, the United States and
Britain were also providing arms and equipment to Iran at
that sametime! AsBritish Trade Minister Alan Clark admit-
ted from thewitnessstand in 1992, “ Theinterests of the West
arewell served by Iran and Iraq fighting each other, thelonger
the better.”
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demonstrations against the Vietnam War three decades ago.
On Saturday, Sept. 28, London saw its largest anti-war dem-
onstration in at least 30 years. Although the police tried to
P ’ hold down estimates, march organizers insisted, with good
V\/ ar Over ﬂle VV ar evidence, that 400,000-500,000 took part in London, and
. . . nearly a million across the U.K.
In Bla_lr,s Bntam _ Thevastprotestwe}sgrganizgd pythe Stop the War Coali-
tion, the Muslim Association of Britain, and Mayor of London
Ken Livingstone. Featured speakers included Livingstone;
former Labour parliamentarian and government minister
Tony Benn; and former United Nations weapons inspector
“You may have noticed our Prime Minister yesterday, going Scott Ritter, who flew into London from the United States,
on and on about ‘Britain’s destiny.” My sense is that he’sespecially for the occasion. Benn told the giant assembled
going insane, as all power-hungry British Prime Ministers  crowd: “Nothing can take the British people into a war that
do, in the end.” This was the evaluation of a well-informedthey do not accept and do not want.” It would be “wholly
Londoner speaking t&IR Oct. 2, on the subject of Prime immoral,” he said, for the United States and Britain to attack
Minister Tony Blair's speech to the annual Labour Party con-rag, and added, “Although when the bloodshed begins, if it
ference the day before. During that conference Blair stated, does, criminal responsibility for what has happened will res
in the strongest possible terms, his support for an immediatevith those who have taken that decision, there is a share of
war confrontation with Iraqg, but suffered a serious defeat  responsibility with us as well.”
when his own Labour Party’s final resolution demanded that The march also demanded justice for Palestine.
all UN, diplomatic, and other peaceful channels to resolving What is unusual, is that the opposition to a war with Iraq
the affair of Iraq’s weapons, be exhausted first. is hardly restricted to what Britons call “the usual suspects™—
These concerns are shared by many in the British finan-  those who are on the left/liberal side of the political spec
cial-political establishment, who deride Blair as a “poodle,” trum—but extends to conservative elements who formerly
faithfully following whatever schemes the utopian-imperial ~ served under Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, and to lead-
war party in and around the Bush Administration demandsing military figures. The most recent manifestation of this,
Some leading figures in Britain share Lyndon LaRouche’'s  was the lead Letter to the Editor in the [Dmitjohele-
evaluation, as expressed in his newest strategic paper, “graph Sept. 27, published under the title, “Iraq: Another Suez
Boldly Modest U.S. Global Mission,” that the U.S. utopians in the Making?” It was written by the 89-year-old Air Chief
have come “to view London as a come-down Sancho Panzslarshal Sir Thomas Prickett, who identified himself as “the
trailing after the lunatic, passionately homicidal, American chief of staff of the air task force responsible for the planning
Don Quixote.” Nor are Britons happy with the American and execution of the military operations during the Suez crisis

by Mark Burdman

chicken-hawks’ insane war schemes themselves. in 1956.”
He commented: “I sense certain similarities between that
‘Another SuezintheMaking? crisis and the present Iraq crisis. The scenario is roughly the

The strategic-political situation in Britain can only be de- ~ same: the leaders of two Western democracies obsessed wil
scribed as schizoid. Blair, personally and passionately, is on‘@aegime’ change in a Muslim country. The actors are differ-
war course, although certain Britons less pro-war than himself ~ ent—for [then-Prime Minister Anthony] Eden read Bush, for
believe they are using him to somehow rein in President BusHthen-Egyptian President Gamal Abdul] Nasser read Hussein,
by forcing the U.S. Administration to go through United Na-  for Egypt read Iraq.”
tions channels, rather than act unilaterally. Elaborating various ominous similarities between the
Meanwhile, the British armed forces are becoming ac-  Suez crisis in 1956 and Iraq today, Prickett emphasized the
tively engaged in the Mideast war theatre: The Royal Air“the result in 1956 was disastrous. [Harold] Macmillan, who
Force (RAF) has joined the U.S. Air Force in stepped-up  was at the time Chancellor of the Exchequer and a stron
bombing raids of Iraqi air defenses and related facilities; sevsupporter of Eden’s aim, under pressure from America, forced
eral thousand British ground troops have been sent to the  the government to order a cease-fire when the troops we
region; British naval infrastructure has been moved into conhalfway down the canal. The present crisis has all the ingredi-
tiguous regions, and so on. Meanwhile, British diplomats  ents of confused and conflicting political and military aims.
have been cooperating with their American counterparts tas history about to repeat itself?”
fashion an ultra-hardline new UN Security Council resolution Opposition is also strong in the highest ranks of the reli-
against Irag—"an offer it cannot accept.” gious establishment. Incoming Archbishop of Canterbury
But simultaneously, the opposition to the war is reaching Rev. Rowan Williams (the highest cleric in the Church of
public dimensions not seen, perhaps, since there were magsgland) has frequently made known his sentiments. But now

EIR October 11, 2002 International 57



hehasbeenjoined by the outgoing Archbishop of Canterbury,
Dr. George Carey, until now a staunch backer of Anglo-
American neo-imperial military adventures.

‘HeWould Have Made a Good Red Guard’

Numerous observers think that Tony Blair could soon
tumbleinto his political grave, if he keeps on the war course
with hismessianic fervor. Thefact that former U.S. President
Bill Clinton performed his oratory razzmatazz, giving the
Labour conference keynote on Oct. 2 and lavishly praising
the leadership qualities of his friend Tony, will not change
the fundamental reality that, as one senior British observer
told EIR on Oct. 3, “The only person in Britain who really
supports the Iraq war is Tony Blair; the opposition in the
country ismassive.”

A well-informed continental European political figure
warned, on Sept. 30, that “Blair had now better think twice,
about plunging into abig war. If he ignores the sizable votes
against his own Iragq policy, he might find himself out of a
job, andback intheHouseof Commons, asMargaret Thatcher
found herself, before the 1991 Gulf War began.” It will be
recalled that Mad Maggie, who had boasted about “ stiffening
the backbone” of George Sr., for the 1990-91 confrontation
with Irag, was quickly removed from power in an intra-Con-
servative Party power struggle in late November 1990.

The London insider who warned Blair was “going mad”
thinksthat asimilar fate now awaitsthe Prime Minister—and
very soon. Henoted that Chancellor of the Exchequer Gordon
Brownissystematically preparingfor a“leadership challenge
to Blair, any day now. That iswhy Brown isadopting amuch
lower profilethan Blair onIrag. Brownispositioning himself,
if it comes to that, to back Britain out of its commitments to
the U.S. on Irag. So, what | adviseis, watch Brown.”

Thedisdainfor Blair felt among partsof the British Estab-
lishment was expressed in an Oct. 2 commentary by senior
London Times writer Simon Jenkins, who exclaimed:
“Watching him yesterday, | wondered if the Prime Minister
might be a practical joke played by history on the British
electorate.” Jenkins sneered: “ The three cardinal virtues pro-
claimed in his speech were war on Irag, privatized public
services, and getting tough on crime. All were based on what
advertisers used to call ‘selling a weakness.” A war on lraq
requires Mr. Blair to claim that President Saddam Husseinis
a ‘real and present threat.” He is not. Privatization requires
there to be ‘no alternative’ to the Private Finance Initiative
(PFI). There is an dternative, called public finance. As for
tough on crime, even the Tories might have balked at that
political cliché. ... As Prime Minister, he bids the Labour
Party bed down with the Pentagon’ s most hawkish adventur-
ers, and the City’ smost grasping financiers.”

With biting sarcasm, Jenkins concluded, “He champions
the ‘Great Push Forward’ of modernization with the cry:
‘Caution isretreat and retreat is dangerous.” He would have
made a good Red Guard.”
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India Okays Pre-Emptive
War: Threat or Support?

by Ramtanu Maitra

On Sept. 30, while attending the World Bank-International
Monetary Fund jamboree in Washington, India’s Finance
Minister Jaswant Singh declared that every country has the
right to pre-emptive war, and that this doctrine is not the
prerogative of any one nation. “ Pre-emption or prevention is
inherent in deterrence. Whilethereisdeterrence, thereispre-
emption,” Singh said. “ The samething istherein Article 51
of the United Nations Charter,” which gaveall statestheright
to self-defense.

If one wonders why a finance minister felt obligated to
issue a statement befitting adefense or aforeign minister, let
it besaidthat Jaswant Singh, till recently, wasIndia sExternal
Affairs Minister, and for a short while had also acted as De-
fense Minister. Singh was also involved in the long and in-
tense post-Pokhran negotiations (following India s nuclear
testin May 1998) with President Bill Clinton’ sDeputy Secre-
tary of State, Strobe Talbott, who now heads the Brookings
Institution, a think-tank in Washington. It is likely that the
Indian Finance Minister has not given up his old job com-
pletely.

Why Such a Statement

Why would Singh issue the statement at such a sensitive
time, particularly sincemost in Indiafelt relieved when U.S.
President George Bush, by going tothe UN Security Council,
opted ostensibly for amultilateral approach in the U.S. con-
flict with Irag. New Delhi knowsthat President Bush haskept
the pre-emptive strike option open, and that makes Jaswant
Singh'’ s statement more intriguing.

In the context of the tense situation that exists along the
India-Pakistan borders, Minister Singh’'s statement can be
construed asathreat. On acloser ook, however, it seemsthat
Singh might be conveying India’ stacit approval tothe United
States' fall-back plan to act unilaterally and launch a pre-
emptive strike against Irag.

“Every nation has the right [to launch a pre-emptive
strike]. It is not the prerogative of any one country. Pre-emp-
tionistheright of any nationto preventinjury toitself,” Singh
stated. The leading Indian news daily, The Hindu, read this
as a threat issued against Pakistan. In its editorial on Oct.2,
The Hindu wrote: “Jaswant Singh is treading dangerous
ground in endorsing the doctrine of pre-emption that isbeing
articulated by the U.S. President George W. Bush and his
senior officials. He is quite mistaken in claiming aright for
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Indiato act in pre-emptive mode, and in trying to minimize
theill-effectsof adoctrinethat hasominousportentsirrespec-
tive of the circumstances and context in which it isto be ap-
plied.”

The statement cannot be taken seriously asathreat issued
to convey to the Americans, that the Indians reserve theright
to launch a similar pre-emptive strike against Pakistan. In
Indiatoday, the growing closeness of U.S.-Indiarelationsin
military affairs—some even see such strengthening of rela
tions between the two in strategic affairs—draws regular
headlines. The Indian army, which longed for American
weapons and weapon-technol ogies throughout the Cold War
days and were provided with less-sophisticated Russian
weapons, seem to be the most active promoters of growing
India-U.S. relationsin military and strategic affairs.

Indiahas also alowed U.S. intervention in itsimmediate
neighborhoodinthecivil warsin Nepal and Sri Lanka. India’'s
dependence on the United Statestoday isgreater than ever in
trying to keep its foothold in Afghanistan. In other words,
beside the extremely significant economic tie-up, India has
become wholly reliant on the United States in dealing with
its neighbors.

Not to beunderestimated, aswell, aregrowing U.S.-Paki-
stan relations. The U.S. acquisition of 54,000 acres on a 99-
year lease in the North West Frontier Province and Balochi-
stan, asreported in the media, makesit evident that Washing-
tonisplanning to establish abasein Pakistan, and not only to
directitsoperationsagainst the Taliban and al-Qaedafighters,
but to use it simultaneously as a jump-off point for Central
Asia

Inrecent days, Washington madeeffortstoremovecertain
New Delhi delusions, by making it clear that Pakistan is not
only an ally, but it must be strengthened financially and mili-
tarily. The United States has decided to refurbish Pakistan's
depleted military arsenal, and thereis likelihood that Islam-
abad may even receive the F-16 fighter-bombers contracted
years before, but never delivered. It is clear America now
considers the military imbalance in the Indian subcontinent,
caused by India's focus on national security, a matter of
great concern.

Endorsement To Attack Iraq?

In addition, on the very day Jaswant Singh wasjustifying
apre-emptivestrikeasnot aviolation of the UN Charter, U.S.
Deputy Defense Secretary Paul Wolfowitz was addressing
the U.S.-Pakistan Business Council. Wolfowitz, the loudest
voiceinthe chorusfor apre-emptive strike against Irag, said
on that occasion that the United States has “provided eco-
nomic assistance worth $2 billion and is negotiating with
Congress for an additiona $1 billion promised by President
Bush last week when he met the Pakistani Ambassador.” He
said the U.S. government is confident of defeating “terrorists
in Pakistan and el sewhere with the assistance from the Mu-
sharraf government.”
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What followsisthat sincethe United States has made war
against terrorismitspriority, President Pervez Musharraf and
Pakistan must be supported to the full. Under the circum-
stances, it isnaiveto believe that Washington would tolerate
India slaunching any attack against Pakistan.

If, then, Minister Jaswant Singh’s statement was not a
threat, it wasintended asan endorsement to the United States’
stated determination to attack Irag. Such a policy, though
somewhat unnerving, fits with India’s balancing act in con-
ducting its foreign policy in the Middle East. Some Indian
commentatorsportray itstieswiththeMiddleEast asaclassic
reversal of aliances, with a new strategic alliance among
India, Israel, and Japan forming the skel eton of a“ Chinacon-
tainment” strategy, another Washington-based think-tank,
CSIS, claimed months ago. According to this view, India's
defense tieswith Israel will “protect” India s energy sources
in the Middle East, and relationships with the countries on
China speriphery will deter threatening movesfrom Beijing.

Miscalculation

Although the pattern of India stiesinthe Middle East has
changed significantly in the past decade, this analysis by the
CSIS overstates the importance of the India-lsrael connec-
tion, and understates the risk of an Arab backlash. It islikely
that India stieswith Israel will continueto grow, particularly
in the areas of military hardware supplies.

On the other hand, within the Arab and Muslim world,
the countries of greatest importance to India have shifted:
Egypt is somewhat less important than it once was; Saudi
Arabia, the Gulf states and Iran are more so. While India
recognizesthat itsengagement withtheArabsiskey, it hasnot
made seriouseffortsto break new groundinthelast few years.

India has received increasing criticism from the Arab
countriesforitscloser tieswith Isragl. A concretesign of Arab
displeasure was expressed two years ago, when the Saudis
abruptly cancelled the proposed visit by the then-External
Affairs Minister, Jaswant Singh. The Saudis cancelled the
visit on the grounds that it conflicted with a meeting with the
Presidents of Egypt and Syria—which, in fact, did not take
place until anumber of dayslater.

Why the Saudi kingdom chose to snub India was never
spelled out, it is evident that India’s inability to speak out
clearly against the I sraeli blackmailing of the Palestinians, or
against the U.S.-Britain-led drumbeat of war against Irag, are
indicationsthat New Delhi isnot willing to mend fenceswith
the Arab countries.
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A Decision To Stop War From
Which LaRouche Did Not Shrink

by Jeffrey Steinberg

The recent behavior of President George W. Bush and Vice  the U.S. Congress and the United Nations, have demonstra
President Dick Cheney—specifically, the formulations pre-that they are mad, and proceed from that standpoint, hoping
sented by the two, in draft resolutions before the U.S. Con-  that the insanity is temporary, and that such bold actions b
gress and the United Nations Security Council, on the pendinthe Security Council might serve as a shock of reality, bring-
pre-emptive war on Irag—manifest clinical insanity. This  ing the President and Vice President back to their senses.
judgment was stated urgently on Oct. 3 by Presidential candi-
date Lyndon LaRouche, who challenged any other explanaF he Cour age of a Wartime Decision-M aker
tion for what the President and the Vice President are doing. This harsh but honest assessment coming from Lyndon
Bush and Cheney are launching a war of aggression, in viola- LaRouche, is of special significance. Unless leading policy
tion of the U.S. Constitution, and in violation of post-World makers in the United States and around the world are willing
War Il codes of international law, including the Nuremberg  to face up to the reality, that the President and Vice Presiden
precedents, the London Charter of 1945, and the United Naof the United States, by their actions, are judged insane, no
tions Charter. adequate mobilization to avoid impending war can be accom-
The type of pre-emptive invasion of Iraq being advocatedplished. There are few statesmen alive today who demonstrate
by Bush and Cheney is precisely the kind of war crime, for ~ the courage of a wartime decision-maker: To state the truth
which 12 defendants were convicted at the Nuremberg Trialbecause nothing short of the truth can secure victory—in this
of 1945. The principles of law, recognized in the judgments case, a war-avoidance victory over the Bush and Cheney ir
of that first Nuremberg Tribunal, were adopted by the Unitedsanity, and the neo-conservative and Christian Zionist loo-
Nations General Assembly in 1950. This is the cornerstone ney-bin dominating U.S. foreign policy and national secu:
of the post-World War Il order, centered around relationsrity deliberations.

among sovereign nation-states. This was a decision from which Lyndon LaRouche did
Could a President of the United States, LaRouche askeahot shrink.
who was not insane, proceed with such reckless abandon, to Many leading policy-makers in Washington and arour

violate these principles of law which have been the foundatiorthe world will agree that LaRouche’s assessment is both fair
of the postwar international order? Never! He concludedthat ~ and urgent. Some have already weighed in. The fact that mo
the United Nations Security Council must recognize this realamong them lack the personal courage to state this reality—
ity. It should suspend the current debate over the insane for-  which, admittedly is not agood career move—is of seconda
mulations included in the Anglo-American draft resolution— importance. In every crisis of war and peace, it only requires
which carries the implied threat to assassinate Saddam Hus-  a small handful of individuals with unique leadership quall
sein, and any number of Iragi scientists and engineers, in a sidies, to step forward and inspire others to act above their own
replay of the Jacobin Terror in 1790s France. The Security  self-estimates. All great military leaders, in time of war,
Council should instead declare that the President and Vicbrought forth those qualities of courage and creativity-under-
President of the United States, by virtue of their actions before  fire in the men and women under their command. LaRouct
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has taken the bold step, making it possible for others to act.
Thismay bethelast best hopeto avoid aneedlessand devasta-
ting U.S. attack on Iraq, triggering a perpetua war and the
likely early onset of aglobal New Dark Age.

Byrd Says‘Blind and Improvident’

Some of those same wartime leadership qualities were,
happily, on display on the floor of the United States Senate
on Oct. 3, where Robert Byrd, the 84-year old West Virginia
Democratic Senator and Constitutional scholar, delivered his
own courageous and compassionate attack against the Bush
Administration’s doctrine of pre-emptive war. Byrd did not
go so far; yet, he presented the evidence, supporting
LaRouche' s diagnosis. LaRouche in turn commended Sena-
tor Byrd for his actions, urging that the Bush Administration
show theintelligence to listen to the senior Senator’ s cogent
arguments.

Senator Byrd delivered astatement entitled “ Rush to War
IgnoresU.S. Constitution,” as debate opened on Senate Joint
Resolution 46—introduced into the Senate by Joseph Lieber-
man (D-Ct.) and John McCain (R-Ariz.)—authorizing the
President to use whatever force he deem necessary in Irag or
elsewhere. Byrd began: “The great Roman historian, Titus
Livius, said, ‘All thingswill be clear and distinct to the man
who does not hurry; haste is blind and improvident.” * Blind
andimprovident,” Mr. President. . . . Congresswould bewise
to heed those words today, for as sure as the sun risesin the
East, we are embarking on a course of action with regard to
Iraq that, in its haste, is both blind and improvident. We are
rushing into war without fully discussing why, without thor-
oughly considering the consequences, or without making any
attempt to explorewhat stepswe might taketo avert conflict.”

Theheart of theissue, seized on by Byrd, isthat theresolu-
tion violatesthe Constitution and international law. “ Theres-
olution beforeustoday isnot only aproduct of haste; itisalso
aproduct of Presidential hubris. Thisresolution is breathtak-
inginitsscope. It redefinesthe nature of defense, and reinter-
pretsthe Constitution to suit thewill of the Executive Branch.
It would give the President blanket authority to launch a uni-
lateral pre-emptive attack on a sovereign nation that is per-
ceived to be athreat to the United States. Thisisan unprece-
dented and unfounded interpretation of the President’s
authority under the Constitution, not to mention the fact that
it stands the Charter of the United Nations on its head.”

Byrd quoted from aletter of then-Congressman Abraham
Lincoln, whowarned: “ Allow the President to invade aneigh-
boring nation whenever he shall deem it necessary to repel an
invasion. . . and you allow him to make war at pleasure. The
provision of the Constitution giving the war-making power
to Congresswas dictated, as| understand it, by the following
reasons. Kingshad alwaysbeen involving and impoverishing
their peoplein wars, pretending generally, if not always, that
the good of the people was the object. This, our Convention
understood to be the most oppressive of al Kingly oppres-
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sions; and they resolved to so frame the Constitution that no
one man should hold the power of bringing this oppression
upon us. But your view destroysthe whole matter, and places
our President where kings have always stood.”

Byrd challenged hisfellow Members of Congress: “If he
could speak to ustoday, what would Lincoln say of the Bush
doctrine concerning preemptive strikes?’

War Without End in Sight

“Think for a moment,” Byrd asked the Senate, “of the
precedent that this resolution will set, not just for this Presi-
dent but for future Presidents. From thisday forward, Ameri-
can Presidentswill be ableto invoke Senate Joint Resolution
46 asjustification for launching pre-emptive military strikes
against any sovereign nationsthat they perceivetobeathreat.
Other nationswill be able to hold up the United States as the
model to justify their military adventures. Do you not think
that Indiaand Pakistan, Chinaand Taiwan, Russiaand Geor-
giaare closely watching the outcome of this debate? Do you
not think that future adversaries will ook to this moment to
rationalize the use of military force to achieve who knows
what ends?. . . To be sure, weapons of mass destruction area
20th-Century horror that the Framers of the Constitution had
noway of foreseeing. But they did foreseethefrailty of human
nature and the inherent danger of concentrating too much
power in one individual. That is why the Framers bestowed
on Congress, not the President, the power to declare war.”

Byrd warned that the United States, under the Bush doc-
trine, would become arogue state: “ The principle of one gov-
ernment deciding to eliminate another government, using
force to do so, and taking that action in spite of world disap-
proval, isavery disquieting thing. | am concerned that it has
the effect of destabilizing the world community of nations. |
am concerned that it fosters a climate of suspicion and mis-
trustin U.S. relationswith other nations. The United Statesis
not a rogue nation, given to unilateral action in the face of
worldwide opprobrium.”

Unless, the President has gone mad.

Regional Press Show
Distrust of War Madness

by Jeffrey Steinberg

Sen. DianeFeinstein (D-Calif.) revealedinan ABC-TV inter-
view inlate September that, of 10,200 | etters she had received
about the prospect of an Irag war, only a couple of hundred
supported war. Rep. Jan Schakowsky (D-I111.) described the
same phenomenon, at town hall meetingsall over her district,
when she spoke in Washington on Sept. 4. In her politically
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diversedistrict, she had found only three people who support
an attack on Irag. Regional newspapers al across the heart-
land of America reveal that the editorial content reflects
Americans' rejection of a*“pre-emptive’ Iraq war—a mood
vastly different than the yellow chicken-hawk journalism so
typical of the Washington-New Y ork media and the national
TV “dl-news’ networks.

According to one editorial writer, the dozens of editorials
and articles in state and regional papers that heavily oppose
the war, increasingly reflect the impact of Lyndon
LaRouche's seven million leaflets since since late July, and
his Sept. 11, 2002 webcast exposing the neo-conservative/
Isragli/Christian Zionist networks behind drive for imperial
war. A sampling of editorial commentaries since Bush re-
leased his “Congressional War resolution” on Sept. 19,
shows that.

» USAToday slead editorial Sept. 20: “ The Tonkin Gulf
resolution which launched the Vietnam War was rushed
through the Congress in hours. ... Many lawmakers later
citedthat hasty voteastheir greatest regret. . . . ASUSAToday
reported this week, even Bush’'s own intelligence agencies
don’t back administration claims that Saddam has stockpiled
chemical and biological weapons. . . .”

» Los Angeles Times lead editorial, Sept. 20: “We Need
Answers, Mr. Bush!” The Constitution “couldn’t be more
clear ininsisting that Congress act as acheck on commander
in chief. . . . Bravery . .. demands that elected leaders inter-
rupt their President’ stough rhetoric” beforethe United States
goes on the “radical course of pre-emptive first strikes.” It
asks, Weapons of mass destruction? “Where's the concrete
evidence?’ Bush has given no answer.

* Sacramento Bee editorial, Sept. 22: “Congress
Duty—War Authority Must Not Be Open-ended.” “ Con-
gress must slow down this rush to war by refusing to give
Bush the blank check he seeks. . . . In hisdrive against Iraq,
the president has lost sight of long-term American interests
and values.”

» National syndicated columnist Molly Ivins wrote a
column which the Baltimore Sun ran on Sept. 26 under the
headline, “Mr. Bush, Stop the Insanity.” She warned, “The
announced plan of this administration for world domination
reinforces every paranoid, anti-American prejudice on this
Earth. . .. This creepy, un-American document has a pedi-
gree going back to Bush |, when—surprise!—Dick Cheney
and Paul Wolfowitz were at the Department of Defense.
... It was roundly criticized at the time, its manifested
weaknesses attacked by both right and left. Now it is back
yet again as the answer to post-Sept. 11. . .. Happy Pearl
Harbor Day. We have just announced ourselves Bully of
the World.”

» New Jersey’ s Bergen Record editorial, Sept. 26: “ Cau-
tion on Irag: Retired Generals Question Wisdom of Attack-
ing,” citing Congressional testimony of Generals Wesley
Clark, Joseph Hoar and John Shalikashvili. “ President Bush's
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loud criticism of the United Nations in recent days for not
moving fast enough on Irag, hishigh-pressuretacticsin Con-
gress, and his seeming indifference to aienating U.S. allies
could all be costly to our nationinthelongterm. . . . it would
be amistaketo rush through aresolution giving the president
unlimited powers to invade Irag, especially without UN
backing.”

« Atlanta Journal-Constitution editorial, Sept. 29: “The
official story on Irag has never made sense. The pieces just
didn’t fit. Something el se had to be going on; something was
missing. In recent days, those missing pieces have finaly
begun to fall into place. . .. Thisis not really about Irag. It
is not about weapons of mass destruction, or terrorism, or
Saddam, or UN resolutions.

“Thiswar, should it come, isintended to mark the official
emergence of the United States as a full-fledged global em-
pire. It would be the culmination of a plan 10 years or more
in the making, carried out by those who believe the United
States must seize the opportunity for global domination, even
if it means becoming the ‘American imperialists' that our
enemies always claimed we were.”

* Minneapolis Star Tribune editorial, Sept. 27: “War
Resolution: Postpone It Until After Election. . .. The [Gulf
of Tonkin] resolutionamounted to adeclaration of war against
North Vietnam. . . . Later scholars effectively demonstrated
that the attack in the Gulf of Tonkin didn’t happen. The story
illustrateswhy all membersof Congresshave aprofound duty
to ask tough questions on theissue of Irag.”

» Madison, Wisconsin's Capital Times editorial, Sept.
26, by managing editor Phil Haslanger: “Attack on Iraq Just
Wrong.” The paper warned that the United Statesis about “to
do something terribly wrong . . . approve adevastating attack
onanationthat posesneither animmediatenor anoverwhelm-
ing threat to the existence of our country.” It continues,
“Thesearenot random acts. They arearesult of afundamental
shift in American policy that moves this nation into the pos-
ture of being the aggressor whenever it feels threatened. . . .
To start thiswar dishonorsour history, ignoresour ideals, and
moves us from being a world leader to being an imperial
power that thinks it can attack other nations with impunity.
That kind of power risks the final corruption of the nation’s
soul.”
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Despite Attacks, Dems
Report Baghdad Visit

by Suzanne Rose

Three Democratic Congressmen refused to bow to theintense
propaganda campaign supporting the Bush Administration’s
war plans, which is preventing clearer headsin the Congress
from seriously discussing whether the President’ s war drive
is sane or not. Representatives David Bonior (D-Mich.), Jim
McDermott (D-Wash.), and Mike Thompson (D-Calif.) trav-
elled to Irag at the end of September to view conditions first
hand and, through discussions with the Iragi leadership, help
UN inspections resume.

“We have no interests in having awar,” Bonior told the
press from Irag. His office said the three went to gauge and
report on the effects of awar on ordinary Iraqi citizens, and
to demand inspections, Bonior said. “We should go back to
the unrestricted regime as before. Let the inspectors do their
job, without pressure from the United States and Irag.” The
Congressmenmet with Deputy PrimeMinister TarigAzizand
Foreign Minister Ngji Sabri. “Every effort should be made
to resolve the crisis diplomatically,” said McDermott. This
group of Democrats believes that until UN chief weapons
inspector Hans Blix says Iraq is hampering the inspectors,
there should be no military ultimatum.

At a press conference on Capitol Hill upon their return
Oct. 2, McDermott and Bonior described visits to hospitals,
water treatment plants, and discussionswith doctorsand pub-
lic health professionals. They were appalled at theincreasein
the rate of malnutrition among Iragi children, from approxi-
mately 4% before the Gulf War, to 25% today. The rates of
childhood leukemiaand children deformed at birth have gone
up 100%, they reported.

Both Congressmen are veteransof the Vietnam War, add-
ing urgency to their wish to prevent anew war. Bonior said a
new war would have staggering implicationsinternationally,
includingfor the safety of U.S. citizensat homeand at embas-
sies abroad. McDermott said the President has not made the
case for war. He referenced the evidence used by President
Kennedy in October 1962—the missileinstallation photos—
before launching the blockade of Cuba. But the Bay of Pigs,
McDermott said, resulted in a fiasco, because the President
had only one-sided advisers around him—as there are not
enough opposition voi cesaround President Bush today. Presi-
dent Lyndon Johnson, McDermott warned, couldn’t run for
re-election after the Gulf of Tonkin.
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Rep. David Bonior (left) at press conference on conditionsin Irag.
Bonior, Rep. Jim McDermott (right), and Rep. Mike Thompson, all
Vietnamwar veterans, went to Iraq in late September totry to
avert a new war in the Mideast.

Attacked by Chicken-Hawks

Throughout the press conference, Bonior, McDermott
and Thompson were attacked by reporters for “trusting Sad-
dam” or “trusting Blix over the President.” When onereporter
accused them of consorting with theenemy, Bonior said, “We
served our country. A lot of criticism has been coming from
people who were never there.”

Themedia, aswell as Republican and Democratic |eader-
ship, lost no time in reviling the veteran legislators for their
efforts. Following aCNN Sunday interview on Sept. 29, Re-
publican Whip Don Nicklesaccused thethree of “taking Sad-
dam’s line” and becoming spokesmen for Baghdad, under-
mining Washington’ s effort to build a coalition against Irag.

Columnist George Will ran a McCarthyite attack on the
trio as apologists for Saddam, in the New York Post on Oct.
1. He accused them of playing therole of “Lord Haw Haw,”
the Nazi propagandist broadcasting into England during
WorldWaer I1. Further hysteriawasreflected in aJohn Podhor-
etz column in the same issue of the Post. Podhoretz claimed
the GOP would win a big victory in November’s mid-term
elections due to Democratic Party corruption scandals, in
which he included the Baghdad trip.

Not to beoutdonein opportunism, top aidesto the“ Demo-
craticleadership” werequotedin the Oct. 3issueof Roll Call,
blasting Bonior and McDermott for jeopardizing, by making
their trip, the Democrats’ chances of retaking the House. The
unnamed leadership aides added that the chances of Mike
Thompson advancing up the leadership ladder are finished.
Roll Call quoted anonymous Democrats saying, “I think it
was extremely harmful and destructive,” and similar com-
ments. It is likely these are aides to House Minority Leader
Richard Gephardt (D-Mo.), who broke the back of Demo-
cratic resistance to the President’ swar resol ution by embrac-
ingitonOct. 2. Many Democratsprivately believeitisGepha-
rdt who has put the knife in the party’ s el ection prospects.
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Dialogue of Civilizations

U.S., Arab Ambassadors
Question Iraq War

Following are excer pts fromtwo presentationsto the confer-
ence of the National Council on U.S-Arab Relations and
the U.S.-Gulf Cooperation Council’ sCor porate Cooperation
Committee, held in Washington on Sept. 8-9. In announcing
the program, the sponsors said, “ Not since the 1982 Israeli
invasion of Lebanon has there been a comparable period,”

in which the U.S relationship to 22 Arab countries and 57
Islamic nations was subjected to such strain. But the “ ties
thatlink” the United Sateswith the Arab and Islamic nations
“withstood the strain” in the past, and would do so again.
Such wasthe aim of the conference. The speecheshereareby
Ambassador Hussein Hassouna, Chief Representative of the
League of Arab Statesto the U.S,, and Ambassador Chas. W.
Freeman, Jr., president of the Middle East Policy Council,
former U.S Undersecretary of Defense for Regional Affairs,
andformer U.S Ambassador to Saudi Arabia. Subheadshave
been added. For previous coverage of the conference, see
EIR, Sept. 20 and Oct. 4.

Ambassador Hassouna

Good evening: . . . | missed the beginning of the confer-
ence, but | was in Cairo attending the meeting of the Arab
Foreign Ministers and | hope to be able, maybe, to give you
alittle bit of aninsight of what happened there. . . .

| think that we have heard alot about Iraq already, but let
me just describe it from my own experience. | was in the
United Nations representing the League for five years; I've
been following this problem for solong. . . .

| seelrag havingthreedimensions, aninter-Arab problem,
an Iragi-UN problem, and Iragi-U.S. problem.

Theinter-Arab problem has evolved since the summit in
Beirut [March 2002], where Irag has recognized to respect
theterritory, integrity, and sovereignty of Kuwait. Therehave
been some developments. The media complaints have
stopped to agreat extent between Irag and its neighbors. Iraq
has agreed to give back to Kuwait, the national archives,
which it had taken away from Kuwait during the Gulf War,
andthiswill take place sometimenext month, in coordination
between the United Nations, the League of Arab States, and
the parties concerned.

So the relationships between Iraq and its neighbors have
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evolved. Trade agreements have been concluded; business
peopl e have been going between the different Arab countries
and Irag.

Between the United Nations and Irag, the Arab League
has been instrumental in the dialogue that has started on set-
tling the problems within the United States and Irag. The
Secretary General went to Baghdad; that is, the Secretary
General of the[Arab] League. In January of thisyear, he met
President Saddam Hussein and after long talks, convinced
him to resume the dialogue with the United Nations Secre-
tary General.

There were three sessions of dialogue, the last one that
took placein Viennain July. They have not thought about the
final solution, but at | east they havefocussed onthe problems.
And we hope in the Arab League—and this was the feeling
of everyone present in Cairo—that the government of Iraq
will continuethedial ogue, will accept thereturn of theinspec-
tors, and that eventually the problems will be solved, includ-
ing the lifting the sanctions which have been so damaging to
thecivilian population in Iraq [emphasis added)].

Itisadifficult problem. It needs more talk. But we see it
the only solution if you want to avoid war intheregion. . . .

‘War Might Destabilizethe Whole Region’

Wedo not haveto go into all the consequences and rami-
fications of awar inthe Middle East. But it might dismember
a country, to provoke—maybe, to affect the outflow of oil;
might destabilize the whole region.

And the public opinioninthe Arab world will be enraged.
Itisalready enraged against what’ s happening to the Palestin-
ian people. It might also be enraged at what happens, espe-
cially if we have many casualties, asalot of peoplepredictin
any coming war.

Sothisisavery seriousmatter, . . . and | know the United
Statesgovernment isconsulting withthe[UN] Security Coun-
cil, which also, in my view, isvery important to preserve the
unity of the Security Council to deal with such seriousmatters.
If we have a divided Security Council, | think the United
Nations would be much less effective than if the Council is
united, and gives full mandate to the Secretary General, and
full mandate to the inspection teams, if there’' s agreement for
them to go back to Irag.

| don’'t want to go [on] very long, but U.S.-Arab relations
werealso discussed in Cairo. And for thefirst timetherewere
leaders of the Arab-American community present there. We
had Jim Zogby, we had Jihad Assali, we had some leaders
from Detroit. And they took part in the discussion with the
ministers—for over three-and-a-half hours. Therewasagood
discussion about what’s happened, what can we do, where
arewegoing, . . . but | can tell you, again, there was worry.
But there was also afeeling that we want good rel ationships
with the United States. The United States is a friend of the
Arabworldandthe Arabworldisafriend of the United States.
It' satwo-way relationship and wehave so much[in] common
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interests, which sometimesis overlooked.

But also, there was a feeling that whatever happened, we
were shocked that those terrorists came from the Arab world.
Wewerealready thevictimsof terrorism beforethose events,
and we do not accept the notion of collectiveguilt. Weshould
work together with the United States, and with therest of the
world, to track down theterrorists, to get rid of those who kill
innocent people. We should not be blamed for their doings,
because they don’ t represent the Arab world. They don't rep-
resent the mainstream of 1slam. Islam callsfor the sanctity of
the human life.

Two Tracksin Arab-American Relations

Wherearewenow? Inmy view, the present state of Arab-
American rel ationships can besummarized as. . . proceeding
on two tracks, two different tracks. One isthe official track,
the responsible one, the rational one, that takes into account
the enormous common interests we have, and that realizes
... sometimes there is wrongdoing on both sides, that we
need some self-criticism. We need to change our discourse,
maybe, and we need reform, especially in the Arab world.
But we admit it. . . . We recognize what is wrong, but we're
a so proud of our achievements.

The second trend, | think, this is the irresponsible trend
of some people who are either ignorant, or, have their own
agenda. And those do a lot of damage to a long-standing
relationship between the Arab world and the United States.

And | think we should stand and speak up against them
because they can derail our relationship and they can influ-
ence public opinion. They can engender more hatred. They
can radicalize public opinion, and there are dangers

At the sametime, | think, looking into the future, we have
to work together. One of the things which will be happening
isthat next yearin May, aconferenceonthe Arab relationship
will take placein Detroit. It will be acomprehensive confer-
ence dealing with not only the political aspects, the culture,
but will mainly focus on the economic aspectsof our relation-
ship, which aredeep. . . . Weneed to understand that we have
common goals and that iswhy we al so should work together.
... Peace cannot be achieved by one country alone. It is a
common endeavor. We al have to join hands. And if we do
50, | think we will win. Thank you very much.

Ambassador Freeman

... I’'vebeenaskedto provideafew refl ectionson awar—
and another war, for me—with Iraqg. | will say that | was a
very strong supporter of military action to counterattack Iraq
and to liberate Kuwait in 1991.

I remain unconvinced and full of many more questions
than answers as| look at the situation today. . . .

OnThursday [ Sept. 12], the President promisesto explain
our stand on these issues, and | hope that his address to the
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United Nations will help us, and me in particular (because
I’'mvery selfish on thissubject), to understand how we should
respond to the view of friendsin the region. But it is nothing
short of obscene to be planning to add a U.S. war in the
northern Gulf to existing U.S. backing for steadily escalating
war in the Holy Land. And I'd like to know, also, how we
should respond to thejudgment of alliesand friendsin Europe
and Asia, that the notion of pre-emptive attack at will by the
United States amounts, both to a return to the pre-modern
notion that “might makes right,” and, to an abandonment of
a century of largely successful American effort to create a
rules-based international society. . . .

‘Put the Dog on a L eash’

There are, | think, afew specific and not inconsequential
questions we might usefully ponder before launching an un-
provoked but pre-emptive attack on Irag. And in my brief
time with you today, I’'m going to try to do just that: state a
few questions. . . .

Why does Irag want chemical, biological, and nuclear
weaponsin thefirst place? Isthisastrategy that springsfrom
the evil mind of Saddam Hussein, or isit a strategy based on
an Iragi national interest in deterring a resumption of past
assaultsby Iran, Israel, Turkey, and the United States? What,
infact, islraq's defense against Israeli and Iranian weapons
of mass destruction, other than its own weapons of mass de-
struction?1sit the UN Charter?|sthe United Nations Charter
now an effective constraint on American, Isragli, or Iranian
actions against Irag? Would regime change, by itsdlf, alter
the geo-strategic challenges facing Baghdad or in any way
define Iragi national interests?
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Let me be more specific. Might not a democratically
elected government be just asinterested in weapons of mass
destruction asadeterrent, asademocratically elected govern-
ment of Israel has proven to be interested in and, in fact,
devel oped such weapons?

If regime changeis the answer, what was the question?

But mightn’t Saddam attack the United States? Of course,
if the international community were to accept the proposed
doctrine of pre-emptive attack, then he probably would be
justified in pre-emptively attacking the United States, given
al the threats that we have been uttering against him for the
last several years. So, why hasn’t he? |s there any reason to
doubt that Saddam doesn’t understand the strength of the
United Statesand themagnitude of our retaliation against him
if he does attack us?Isthere any evidencethat Saddam or his
regime are suicidal? Stupid as Saddam is, why, given all our
bluster, would he not by now have prepared and possibly pre-
positioned retaliation against the U.S. homeland?

Think about it. Isn’t the most likely, indeed, almost the
only conceivable circumstance leading to an Iragi attack on
the United States, aU.S. attack on Iraq that would |eave Sad-
dam with nothing to lose by retaliating against us?

Now given hisbehavior, why should we accept the asser-
tion that Saddam cannot be deterred? He didn’t use weapons
of massdestructionin 1991, despite thefact that he possessed
such weapons. . . . In other words, looking at the pattern of
U.S--Iragi interaction over the past decade, the use of force
has invariably been instigated by the stronger party—that’s
us—rather than by Irag, which clearly understands its own
relative weakness.

Some people might argue that thisis atextbook example
of deterrenceinaction. Saddam’ sneighbors, withthepossible
apparent exception of Kuwait, | would say, don't consider
him to bean active or unmanageablemilitary threat any more.
Surely they know him better and surely they have morereason
tofear himthanwedo. . . .

But why wouldn’t it be possible? Why couldn’t Saddam
just transfer weapons of mass destruction to other enemies of
theUnited States, including al-Qaeda?It’ struethat the United
States has the capacity to unite our enemies against us, rather
than doing what cautious strategic doctrine would suggest is
wise, namely, to divide them.

Butisthereevidencethat thisisactually happening?If the
worry is about nuclear weapons, how likely isit that Saddam
would celebrate his acquisition of them by immediately turn-
ing over control of them to someone other than his own
forces? Such acts of generosity are seldom seen in statecraft.
Why is this not an instance in which deterrence is possible,
and in which making it clear where U.S. red lines are, would
be the best policy?

Would War Against Iraq Be‘a Cakewalk’?
But isn't it better to be safe than sorry? What do we have
to lose? Iraq is weak and it's much more vulnerable than
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North Koreaand Iran. Wouldn't invasion be, in the words of
afriend of mine, “acakewalk”?

Well, Irag, | think, is clearly far weaker now than it was
at the end of eight years of warfare with Iran, from which it
emerged triumphant ... [and] in 1991, the Iraqgi troops,
mainly conscripts, were seeking to hold onto what Iraq had
seized in Kuwait. They were not defending Irag. They had
been bombed at the rate of one bomb per minute for 37 days.
They were politically and emotionally isolated from the Arab
world. Istheir behavior—wastheir behavior on Feb. 23, 1991
when General Franks crossed the border, crossed the Iraqi
line of defense—is their behavior then under those circum-
stances a good predictor of the behavior of a much smaller
and more professional army defending its motherland against
aforeign invasion, and backed, rather than opposed, by Arab
opinion? 1’ m not convinced.

But wouldn't Iragis, like Afghans, welcome liberation by
the United States? By all accounts, ten years of sanctionsand
intermittent bombing have not endeared the United Statesto
the Iragi people. We don’t seem to have many admirers |eft
inside the country, while there are quite afew in the barsand
hotel restaurants of London, Paris, and New York. . . . Why
do we accept the speculative statements of people outside
Irag—Iragis in exile—about Saddam’s illegitimacy, as op-
posed to the much more persuasive and undeniablefact of his
undisturbed control of Irag?. . .

Finally, of course, thereisn’t, astherewasin Afghanistan,
acivil war in progress. We do not have the option of tipping
the balance in an ongoing struggle and, thus, gaining arela
tively easy, quick victory by helping one faction over an-
other. ...

How much support, if any, can we expect from NATO
allies and Japan? How much acquiescence will they give?
Canwetakethe use of basesin Europe and Japan for granted,
when these bases are established and exist for purposes of
common defense unrelated to U.S. unilateral actions out of
areain Irag? But doesn’t the Afghan operation show that we
don’t need alliesand partnersto project enough power to take
down the regime in Baghdad?

| think we havetheworld’ sgreatest expert onthispresent,
that our ability to project power to Afghanistan hasrested on
the use of bases, and friendly countries in the Persian Gulf
... aswell as overflight rights in Afghanistan’s immediate
neighbors—~Pakistan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan—
inparticular . . . agreementswith at least 85 different nations.
It has required usto refuel our aircraft en route to the region
many times, in someinstances, andit’ sheen crucial tobeable
to refuel them within the region to reach targets in Afghan-
istan.

In the Gulf War, we based 550,000 in theater and we
stuffed 23 air basesto the breaking point. If Irag’s neighbors
now deny us use of their airspace, ports, and bases, how can
weevengettherefrom here, still lesssustain full-scal ecombat
operationsin lrag?
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And why do we assume that an attack on Iraqg, that is
opposed by most of the nations currently supporting our
Afghan campaign, would not lead to their withdrawal of
support for our increasingly unpopular operations in
Afghanistan?. . .

Who Will Pay?

A few remaining questions. How much might war with
Irag cost? Who will pay for it? In the Gulf War, | note, U.S.
expenditures came to $60 billion, every cent of which was
paidfor by someone else—Saudis, $17 billion; Emirates, $14
billion; Kuwaitis, Japanese, $13hillion; Germans, $11 billion
... and so, ahillion here and a billion there, and before you
know it it adds up.

Saudi Arabia, as| said, alone paid $17 billion to the U.S.
and spent an additional $50 billion on fuel, food, equipment,
facility modification, and a host of other expenses. In addi-
tion to cash transfers to the United States, much support in
kind was provided by other nationsin the region and farther
afield, and our alies paid their own way or were paid for
by others.

Kuwait paid for its own reconstruction and oversaw it.
... Thetotal cost of the [planned] war remains uncal culated,
but it's something over $200 billion, not the silly figures
you've seen in the press recently. Is the U.S. ready, on our
own, tofund awar with Irag and the subsequent nation-build-
ing effort there? Not a bad question. And I'd add, do we
have commitments in place with Saudi Arabia and other ail
producersto do what they did in 1990 to 1991, which wasto
forgo the opportunity for windfall profits from a spikein ail
prices that could have devastated the United States and the
global economies? Arethey going to do that again, to support
an adventure they don’t agree with?

Why are we so confident, | repeat, that we can transform
athugdom into a democracy? What evidence isthere of Iraqi
traditions of democracy similar to those of the Weimar Re-
public or Japan in the 1920s, that underlay our successful
transformations of Germany and Japan? Who is the equiva-
lent of the Japanese Emperor, in terms of assuring Iragi mili-
tary and civilian cooperation with a U.S. occupation, rather
than resistanceto it along the lines of what we now seein the
Occupied Territories?

If by democracy, we mean aregimein Irag that endorses
U.S. policies and supports U.S. interest in the Middle East,
including those based on our solidarity with Israel, why do
we assume that such aregime would have any legitimacy in
Iraq or more broadly in the region?

Andfinally, if an Iragi democracy decided to build weap-
onsof massdestruction for validly deterrent purposes, would
werespect that democratic decision and support it aswe have
elsewhere in the region? | could raise additional questions,
but it's late in the day and these should probably be about
enough to get a discussion started. So | will leave it at that
and thank you.
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Lock-Out Shuts 29 U.S.
Ports, Hits Economy

by Patricia Salisbury

With theworld economy hanging by badly frayed threads, all
29 U.S West Coast ports were shut down as of Oct. 1, when
the Pacific Maritime Association (PMA), representing West
Coast shippers, imposed an indefinite “lock-out,” sending
workers off the docks and suspending all shipments except
for military, or emergency goodsto locations such as Alaska.
The San Francisco Federal Reserve says the strike will cost
the U.S. economy $2 billion per day. Asone-third of the huge
import bill of the United States passes through West Coast
ports, a shut-down of any length can only further ravage the
world economy.

Asof thiswriting, both sides—the Maritime Association
and the International Longshore and Warehouse Union
(ILWU)—seem to be settling in for a prolonged battle. On
Oct. 2, the lock-out’s second day, union representatives
walked out of a scheduled session with Federal mediators
when the Maritime Association brought armed security
guardstothemeeting. Amongidled workersat Southern Cali-
fornia ports, there are rumors that the shippers’ association
intends to run the ports with scab labor.

Each side has pointed to the other as the cause of the
lock-out. According to the shippers, the lock-out came as a
defensive action after the union ran a work “slow-down.”
Union spokesmen claim that work |evel s at the portsweretoo
high because of increased cargo shipments due to hoarding
by manufacturers and others, in anticipation of a shut-down,
and that they were simply applying appropriate safety mea
sures. However, some statements attributed to local ILWU
officialshave hinted that the union wasfed up with theintran-
sigent stance of the shippers, and came back from atwo-day
“cooling-off” during which the ports were temporarily shut
over the Sept. 28-29 weekend, prepared to do battle.

ShippersWant No-Union Precedent

The confrontation between the union and the Maritime
Association was already actively simmering before July,
when the contract between labor and management expired.
For aperiod, the contract was renewed on aday-to-day basis,
but this arrangement broke down over the Labor Day week-
end, as critical issues remained unresolved. Management
spokesmen say the sticking point is the introduction of new
technologies, such as optical scanners to speed the entry of
trucks carrying cargo, and global positioning satellitesto fol-
low the path of cargo. The employers claim that these new
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One of the ships unable to unload cargo in Seattl€’ s port, dueto
the West Coast-wide lockout of union workers which began Sept.
28-30.

technologies, which are vital to lowering their costs and re-
mai ning competitive with ports elsewhere, are being resisted
by the union. The union saysit has agreed to accept the tech-
nology as long as the newly created jobs are designated
union employment.

Whileit appearsthereare only afew hundred jobsimme-
diately at issue, the union is resisting permitting contracting
them out to non-union labor, fearing that without afight over
jurisdiction now, the entire waterfront could go non-unionin
afew decades. Union spokesmen who have mounted picket
linesin front of thelock-out, have been quoted saying that no
management bribe will tempt them to break with this basic
principle, and that the shippers’ unwillingness to agree to
union labor means that they cannot deliver the technology
packagethey claimto espouse. Accordingto ILWU President
Jim Spinosa, the management position amounts to an effort
to buy the union out with pledges of no layoffs and other job
security guarantees for the current workforce, but no guaran-
tee of a future role for unionized workers in the industry.
“Lifetime jobs without a commitment to the future is not an
areawewanttofind ourselves,” says Spinosa. “We' relooking
for jobsthat have longevity tied to them.”

No suchfuturecanbeassured by a“ traditional tradeunion
fight,” such as one which fails to acknowledge the reality of
the economic collapse. It requires a mobilization around the
LaRouche program for economic recovery from the depres-
sion. But union statements do hint at a concern beyond the
immediate interest of the current workforce.

Thereistalk of Federal intervention under the Taft-Har-
tley Act. Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.), who had earlier
called on President Bush to stay out of the talks, reversed on
Oct. 2 and called for intervention, indicating the fearsfor the
consumer-dependent economy. Panicked spokesman for the
National Retailers Association have urged President Bush to
reopen the ports immediately by invoking the provision for
an 80-day cooling-off period. So far, Bush has said that he
had not made a decision, and urged mediation. The Taft-
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Hartley injunction provisionshavenot beeninvokedinaquar-
ter-century. The dispute “is important to the economy,” the
President says; it is also clearly important to his war effort.
Theunion, in an attempt to pre-empt questioning of its patrio-
tism amid ajingoistic media barrage from the Eastern Estab-
lishment press supporting thelragwar, hasissued astatement
emphasizing that the members support the national defense
and are still working military cargo vessels.

Could Feed the Crash

Evenwithout thewar on Irag under way, the U.Seconomy
is parasitically reliant on cheap foreign imports, one-third of
which pass through West Coast Customs districts. A pro-
longed stalemate in negotiations could feed the economic
crash. A PMA study estimated a ten-day shutdown would
cost $19.4 hillion.

The economic effect of a prolonged strike will further
weaken the already-ravaged economy, and can immediately
create chaosin those sectorswhereinvestment in storage and
inventory capacity have been neglected for years, or decades,
as a cost-cutting measure. Apart from empty shelvesat Wal-
mart, producers who have switched over to “just-in-time”
inventory systemsaspart of the“New Economy” bubble, will
soon bewithout theimported componentsthat make up apart
of nearly everything produced in the U.S.A. Foreign suppli-
ers, especially Asian, are, of course, affected aswell.

According to Robin W. Lanier, Exectutive Director of
the West Coast Waterfront Coalition, which represents major
importers, manufacturing companies will be hit much harder
and quicker than someretailerswho have stockpiled supplies.
Lanier said that any manufacturer relying on partsfrom Asia,
has perhaps a one- to two-week supply to keep the assembly
line running.

Various experts have said that portions of the auto indus-
try, particularly smaller auto manufacturers, will suffer
greatly. A Fremont, Californiaauto manufacturer, ajoint ven-
ture of General Motors and Toyota, shut down already on
Oct. 3, idling 5,500 workers, because parts had not been re-
plenished since Sept. 28. Under current economic cost-cut-
ting wisdom known as*“ just-in-timeinventory management,”
the plant, whichimportskey componentsfrom Japan, runson
anormal practice of keeping only asix-hour supply of parts
ininventory.

According to press reports, havoc is beginning to set in
among grain shippersin southwest Washington and Portland,
Oregon, whichformthenation’ shiggest wheat export-import
hub. As of Oct. 2, they report having nowhere to put new
shipmentsarriving by bargeandtrain. Reportedly, Burlington
Northern Santa Fe Railroad has declared an embargo on new
rail shipments from inland producers to the Pacific North-
west’s export docks. California s food export industry faces
disruption, with exports of table grapes, now at their peak,
imperilled. Canada’s Vancouver port is represented by the
ILWU, while Mexico’smgjor portslack rail infrastructure.
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No Move To Eradicate
Killer Mosquito Plagues

by Linda Everett

The emerging U.S. epidemic of mosquito-borne West Nile
virusand therecent resurgence of theold scourge, malaria, in
Virginia, makes an urgent demand on public health authori-
tiesto launch anationally coordinated campaign to eradicate
these killers endangering the general welfare.

Public health officials, reacting after these infections
break out inthe population, have been caught short by how the
diseases—well known in other countries—are transmitted in
new ways in this country. Only after more sick patients and
more deaths, did the Federal Centersfor Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) find out that the West Nile virus can sur-
vive in blood components and can be transmitted through
blood, blood products (received by 4.5 million people every
year), organ donations, and also orally, in mothers' breast
milk.

During a Sept. 19 teleconference, the CDC announced
that six West Nile-infected people in Louisiana and Missis-
sippi devel oped acute weakness or severe polio-likeparalysis
intheir armsand legs, which had not abated over two months.
Like polio, West Nile affects anterior horn cells—the nerve
cells that most directly alow muscles to move. Unlike the
elderly and those with compromised immune systems who
died after contracting West Nile virus, these paralyzed pa-
tientswere previously healthy people between the ages of 39
and 60 years. Someof them arenow dependent onrespirators.

The virus, now reported in 41 states, has sickened 2,530
people, killed 125, and, according to the CDC’s Dr. Lyle
Peterson, has likely infected “a couple hundred thousand”
Americans. Public health now requirestheimmediatereintro-
duction of DDT for general spraying, as Lyndon LaRouche
publicly demanded on Aug. 16. From African and other coun-
tries’ data, public health experts did know that West Nile
causessickness, potentially long-lasting spina nervedamage,
or death—yet, they did not act toblock itsspread. Dr. Peterson
admitted that this epidemic was “not totally unexpected”;
but, as Ron Bialek, Executive Director of the Public Health
Foundation, told EIR, the vast majority of states are cutting
back their health departments’ funds. With tens of thousands
dying annually from influenza, health departments face a
Hobbesian choice: Spray for West Nile to prevent a “few”
deaths, or use resources for vaccines to save thousands of
lives. Either way, peopledie.

Dr. Mohammad Akhter, Executive Director of the Ameri-
can Public Health Association, testified to Congress on Oct.
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One of three places where mal aria-infected mosguitoes have been
trapped in Loudoun County, Virginia, isright next to this Leisure
World retirement home, near the Potomac River. No general
spraying has been done there.

3, that Americaneeds" awar collegefor public health” todeal
with these new emerging infections.

On Sept. 7, hours after news that the West Nile virus had
spread to the West Coast, two Loudoun County, Virginia
teenagers, neither of whom had travelled abroad, were re-
ported to have contracted malaria. Experts told EIR that the
transmission likely occurred by a mosquito biting a person
who had traveled from a country with widespread malaria,
and then biting a second person.

Within weeks, malaria-infected mosquito pools were
found in three other locations in Northern Virginia. Not for
20 years had mosquitoes carrying the parasite been identified
in aU.S. community where humans were also infected. The
findings prompted minimal spraying with the natural insecti-
cide Anvil in one area; and larvicide and slight oil slicksin
water in another; and spraying wasnot considered at all in yet
another. Though Maryland official shaverequested help from
specialists at the Uniformed Services University of Health
Sciencesin Bethesda, neither Maryland nor Virginiahaseven
discussed general sprayingtokill adult mosquito populations.

Malaria once took a tremendous toll throughout the
Southern United States. Under Franklin Delano Roosevelt,
the Public Health Service mounted a major malaria control
program that included aerial spraying of mosquito larvicides.
During World War 11, with theintroduction of DDT, the Pub-
licHealth Serviceusedit to keep military training campsinthe
South free of malaria under a program known asthe Malaria
Control in War Areas. DDT spraying dramatically reduced
the incidence and death rates of malaria in the South. By
the 1960s, malaria was eradicated completely in the United
States. DDT—banned by the Environmental Protection
Agency against the findings of its own study’s director in
1972—provides the means to wipe out West Nile, malaria,
and other insect-borne diseases.
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Congressional Closeup by carl 0sgood

Wrangling Continues
Onlrag War Resolution
A compromise resolution on Iraqg pro-

posed by Sens. Joseph Biden (D-Del.)

and Richard Lugar (R-Ind.) was re-
jected by President George Bush in
late September. The Biden-Lugar pro-

posal would have narrowed the focus

of Bush’s proposed resolution to Iraq
only—to its alleged weapons of mass

destruction—and emphasized the im-

portance of working through the UN
Security Council. “Our goal from the

outset,” said Biden in a Sept. 30 state-
ment, “has been to construct a resolu-
tion that helps the President attract

strong bipartisan support in Con-

gress.” Bush rejected the proposal,

saying, “I don’'t want to get a resolu-
tion that ties my hands.”
The following day, Bush reached

agreement with House leaders on the

text of a resolution. House Minority
Leader Dick Gephardt (D-Mo.)
claimed that it was “quite a different
resolution from where we started,” but

media reports suggested that the only

real difference isthe reporting require-
ments in the new resolution. The new
resolution, which the House Interna-
tional Relations Committee was to be-
gin marking up on Oct. 2, requires the
President to certify to Congress that
only military means are adequate to
protect American interests. It also re-
quires a report every 60 days on “mat-
ters relevant” to the confrontation
with Irag.

House International Relations
Committee Chairman Henry Hyde (R-
IIl.) indicated to reporters that he
would work to pass the resolution out
of his committee with no changes so
that “we can all speak with one
voice”—repeating Bush’s words ex-
actly.

While the Senate has notagreed on
the language of aresolution, Biden, the the rhetoric about war and life and

chairman of the Foreign Relations

Committee, cancelled a scheduled Daschle was seconded by Senate
committee markup on the language Appropriations Committee Chairman
thathe and Lugar had proposed. Atthe  Robert Byrd (D-W.V.). “I am dis-
same time, he criticized Gephardt fprsted by the tenor of the war debate
jumping on the war on lIraq band- that has seemingly overtaken this capi-
wagon so quickly. “Democrats are otal city,” he said. “The President is
viously in disagreement,” he said. He campaigning using war talk to win the
added that he and Lugar hoped to election.” He added that the war strat-
troduce their measure as an amend- egy “seems to have been hatched by
ment to the Senate resolution but pelitical strategists intent on winning
did not hold out much hope for the mid-term election at any cost.”
passage. After further attacks on the political
The small but vocal oppositionto  opportunism of the GOP, Byrd said, “I
war with Iraq inthe House Democratill not give the benefit of the doubt
caucus has been dampened by Gep- tothe President. | will give the benefit
hardt—and by pro-war statements bfjthe doubt to the Constitution.”
Sen. Joe Lieberman (D-Conn.). Partic- Minority Leader Trent Lott (R-
ipation in the agreement with thdiss.), inturn, attacked the notion that
White House all but assures passagein the issue is being politicized. “I think
the House. Ellen Tauscher (D-Calif.)what maybe has happened here is ade-
one of a group of House Democrats  sire to try to find some way to put the
who are trying to delay a vote unitiisue off or to, in fact, make it politi-
after next month’s elections, said as cal,” he said. He called Daschle’s ac-
much when she told reporters, “Unfor€usation “the worst kind of division.
tunately, this has moved way beyond ... We are not going to question any-
our ability to put brakes on it.” one’s patriotism here, but we are going
to question the commitment and what
we need to do to protect the Ameri-
B L can people.”
ush IsPaliticizing War
With Iraq, Says Daschle
Majority Leader Tom Daschle’s (D- SA
S.D.) frustration with the White Hou nger Over Stalled
exploded into the open on Sept. 25, Budget Flaresin House
when he charged on the Senate flotet another measure of the gridlock
that President Bush is “politicizing” gripping Capitol Hill was on display
the issue of war with Iraq. After listingon Sept. 26, when the House passed a
aseries of examples of howthe Repub- continuing resolution to fund the gov-
licans are using the war drive for politernment into the beginning of fiscal
ical advantage, Daschle reported that year 2003, which began on Oct. 1.
thgashington Post had quoted Bush ~ While there was never any doubt that
as saying that the Democrat-con- the resolution would pass—which it
trolled Senate is “not interested in thikd, by a vote of 370 to 1—the debate
security of the American people.”  was dominated by charges and coun-
“That is outrageous,” Daschle saiderchargesastowhowas atfaultforthe
“That is wrong. We ought not politi- failure of the appropriations process.
cize this war. We ought not politiciZz&ven though the House has passed
only five ofthe 13 appropriations bills,

death.” the GOP leadership blames the Senate
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for not passing a budget resolution.
However, even Appropriations Com-
mittee Chairman Bill Young (R-Fla.),
in abackhanded sort of way, acknow!-
edged that it isthe Republican leader-
ship that has prevented the remainder
of the billsfrom coming to the floor.

David Obey (D-Wisc.), the rank-
ing member on the Appropriations
Committee, was far less circumspect.
He said that passage of the continuing
resolution “will represent an over-
whelmingindictment of thefailures of
this Republican House of Representa-
tives’ because the “Republican lead-
ers have stopped even trying to do
their work.”

The bill causing the most heart-
burn among Democratsisonefunding
the Departments of Labor, Health and
Human Services, and Education. Nu-
merous Democrats attacked the GOP
for refusing to fund education any-
where near the promise made in last
year’ smuchtouted“ No Child L eft Be-
hind” education bill. Obey blamed
Majority Whip Tom DeLay (R-Tex.).
Del ay, he said, “ has decided he does
not even havethevotesin hisown cau-
cus to squeeze down education as
much as the President wants.” Obey
challenged Del ay to let the House
work itswill on the floor.

A few hours after the House acted,
the Senate approved the continuing
resolution by unanimous consent,
which funded the government only
through Oct. 4.

H omeland Security

Bill Remains Stalled
Prospectsfor passage of thebill to cre-
ate the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, originally advanced by Sen. Joe
Lieberman (D.-Conn.) dimmed on
Oct. 1, after afifth attempt to limit de-
bate in the Senate failed. After the

vote, Fred Thompson (R-Tenn.), the
ranking member on the Governmental
Affairs Committee, told reportersthat
“unless something happensinthevery
near future, there will not be a home-
land security bill this year.” Not sur-
prisingly, each side blamed the other
for theimpasse.

Phil Gramm (R-Tex.), who along
with Zell Miller (D-Ga.) issponsoring
a substitute amendment acceptable to
President Bush, said on Oct. 1, “Our
problem really comes down to the po-
litical power of the public employee
unions.” He claimed that the Demo-
crats “are so tied to these public em-
ployee labor unions that they’re not
willing to cross them on issues that
have to do with the life and safety of
the American people.” Miller added,
“l think that my Democratic col-
leagues are making a horrible
mistake.”

Majority Leader Tom Daschle (D-
S.D.) vowed that the bill will remain
onthe Senate’ sagendauntil it isdone.
He blamed Republicans for dragging
outthedebate, sayingthat if they really
wanted the bill, they would vote for
cloture. Governmental Affairs Com-
mittee Chairman Lieberman added,
“The Senate has not acted on home-
land security because of Republican
intransigence, arefusal tocompromise
in the dightest bit.”

Democr atsBlast

Bush on Unemployment

Not everyone has forgotten all other
issues in the clamor for war against
Irag. Democrats have been making
half-hearted attempts to remind the
Bush Administration that the state of
the economy does, indeed, matter.
They have been helped by the recent
release of a Census Bureau report
showing that among all income brack-

ets except the highest, incomes are
falling. On Sept. 24, Senate Magjority
Leader Tom Daschle (D-SD.)
warned, “ Therecan beno questionthat
unlesswe are able to deal more effec-
tively with the economy, it could be-
comeabigger issuethan anything else
on the horizon.” He called on Presi-
dent Bushto“ spend asmuchtimeeach
week working on the economy as he
does going out to campaign for mem-
bers of hisparty.”

Senate Banking Committee Chair-
man Paul Sarbanes (D-Md.), accom-
panying Daschle, provided a few of
the details of the Census Bureau re-
port. He said that median income
dropped last year by 2%, that for the
first timein seven yearsthe number of
people living in poverty is growing,
and that the number of long-term un-
employed hasdoubled. The only solu-
tion that Sarbanes proposed, however,
isan extension of unemployment ben-
efits. In “the last recession,” he said,
“we extended unemployment benefits
fivetimes, inorder to help sustain peo-
ple through an economic downturn.
The jobs are not there for them to be
re-employed.”

On Sept. 26, Senate Democrats,
joined by Gordon Smith (R-Ore.), in-
troduced” The Emergency Unemploy-
ment Compensation Act.” Thebill ex-
tends current unemployment benefits
for an additional 13 weeks, and for 20
weeksinareasof high unemployment.
Paul Wellstone (D-Minn.), lead spon-
sor of the hill, told the Senate that the
current Bush Administration has been
the first to preside over a decline in
private sector jobs. Wellstone added
that of the 8 million unemployed, one
in five has been unemployed longer
than six months. Meanwhile, 2million
workers will exhaust their benefits by
theend of 2002. “The need isurgent,”
he said. “We should pass this mea-
sureimmediately.”
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Editorial

‘I Will Not Be Silenced’

Amidst the current circus-like preparation for war on-
going in the United States, insufficient attention has
been given to the relevant statements of Sen. Robert
Byrd (D-W.V.). Those familiar with the private views
of other Senators, know that everything Senator Byrd
has said, is shared by many, even of those who have
supported war in public, under pressure. But Byrd says,
“lI will not be silenced.” Whence the difference?
Whence the surer moral compass?

Bornin 1917, Senator Byrd represents the genera-
tion of those who were adults during World War 11. In
contrast, thosewho became adultsduring the decadence
of the 1960s, were in general morally destroyed. Most
who have shown the courage to defy Dick Cheney’s
madmen on thisissue, haveeither been of Byrd’ sWorld
War |1 generation, or €l sethose younger men who actu-
aly saw combat in Korea or Vietnam. Senator Byrd is
also a committed constitutionalist, who has given the
Senate the equivalent of two full-semester graduate-
school courses, oneon U.S., and one on Roman consti-
tutional history. Byrd spoke on war against Irag on the
Senatefloor on Sept. 20, and again on Sept. 25following
Senate Mgjority Leader Tom Daschl€e’ s criticism of the
administration for its use of the war issue in the elec-
tions. Byrd voiced amuch broader concern:

“1 am disgusted by the tenor of the war debate that
has seemingly overtaken this capita city. Here is the
President of the Senate, the Vice President of the United
States, out campaigning. The President iscampaigning
using war talk to win the election. The Vice President
of the United Statesisbarnstorming for Republican can-
didates. There, in at least one instance, he was telling
voters that electing Republicans would aid the war
effort.

“Is the President determined to make his party—
that great party of Abraham Lincoln—the war party?
What would Abraham Lincoln have to say if he were
here?. . . The distinguished Majority Leader used the
word “ outrageous.” Heisexactly right. It isdespicable
that any President would attempt to use the serious mat-
ter of impending war as atool in acampaign war. | am
not going to continueto besilent. The blood of our sons
and daughters, our soldiers, sailors, and airmen, hasfar
more value than a few votes in a ballot box. Thereis

nothing more sobering than a decision to go to war, but
the administration hasturned the decisioninto abumper
sticker election theme. . . . For the President to suggest
the Senateisnot interested in the security of the Ameri-
can people is outrageous. It is insulting. It is wrong,
wrong, wrong. . . . | havebeeninthisCongress50years.
| have never seen a President of the United States or
a Vice President of the United States stoop to such a
low level.

“It is your blood, your sons and daughters. Those
who are looking at the Senate through the electronic
lenses: It isyour blood, your treasure. For thefirst time
inthe history of the Republic, the Nation isconsidering
apre-emptive strike against asovereign state. | will not
be silenced. | have no brief for Irag, but I am not going
tobesilenced. . . . | will givethe benefit of the doubt to
the Constitution. | will give the benefit of the doubt to
the American people who will soon be called upon,
if this President has his way, to give their sons and
daughters, the blood of this country. . . .

“Yousilenceme, if you can. Thereareothersinthis
body who are going to speak up for their people. This
administration is making the war their battle cry. That
istheir bumper sticker politics. They are putting it front
and center. They don’t want to talk about domestic is-
sues. They don’t want to talk about thosethings. Sothey
choose to make the war center stage. Okay. ‘Lay on,
McDuff. /And damn’d be him that first cries, “Hold,
enough!” ’

“My people in West Virginia expect me to speak
out. If the Lord letsmelive, | shall dothat. . . . Each of
you has sworn to support and defend the Constitution
of the United States against al enemies foreign and
domestic. Thereit is. That doesn’t give this President,
this Nation, aright to launch an unprovoked attack on a
sovereign nation. America fights wars, but America
does not start wars.”

Senator Byrd's office summarizes the end of this
talk in words reminiscent of Socrates after hisframeup
trial. “The American peoplehaveseriousquestions. The
Nation’s alies have serious questions. And Members
of this body have serious questions. [They] must be
answered before going to war. It is not unpatriotic to
ask questions.”
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