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The View from ‘Old Europe’

by Helga Zepp-LaRouche

This keynote address given on Feb. 6 to the Schiller Institut
ICLC annual Presidents’ Day weekend conference, by th
founder and Chairwoman of the Institute, moved from th
revolutionary moment of huge worldwide demonstrations
against an Iraq war, through the great importance of Fried-
rich Schiller’s life and work as a model for those who want
to act for the good and the beautiful, in such revolutionary
moments. Mrs. Zepp-LaRouche was introduced by Ameli
Boynton Robinson, Schiller Institute Vice Chairwoman, wh
emphasized that the Schiller Institute is the organization as
sisting the “least and most humble of humanity” to do some
thing for betterment, “to leave footprints on the sands of
time.” Mrs. Robinson welcomed all the young people present
urged them to recruit others, to organize to vote, and to ru
for office.

Helga Zepp-LaRouche’s presentation was punctuated b
readings from some of Schiller’'s works, by Will Wertz; thes
readings are set off in boxes in this publication. Subhead:
have been added.

Well, thank you, Amelia. You are a sweetheart, and my be:
loved mother.

I will present to you, today, a view from the “Old Europe,”
and I'mdoingitvery proudly. The good news—and for some,
the bad news—is that, yesterday, in Europe, the largest demrthink this means the danger is not over, butitis an
onstrations ever, occurred, with 3 million people in Rome; 2unprecedented alliance. And the Bush Administration and Blair
million people in London; 500,000 in Berlin, which is the face the dilemma: What to do now? And we know from all our
largest demonstration which took place in Germany in postfxmtaCtS in Europe, they were noE expecting this; they were not

. S . . repared that this would happen.
war history; and similarly large demonstrations in many othe|p
cities. In Rome, all traffic had broken down—no buses, no
subways, were possible. And even places where it does not
sound like so much, like Sweden with 30,000; this is the  for a just cause, and a good plan, and that they can stand uf
largest demonstration which took place in Sweden since theven against the biggest tyranny and biggest despots’ plans.
end of the Vietham War. And it, for sure, isthe largestdemon- ~ And what they can accomplish by uniting together. And, that
strations which ever occurred before a war broke out. is what Amelia was telling everybody, travelling to many

Now, | think this is, from my standpoint, excellent news. places in the world: that people should unite together, and
And | can imagine that some other people feel likethen there would be hope.

Rumpelstiltskin right now, not knowing exactly what they Now, if you read the U.S. media, that is obviously not
should do. They always have the choice of going theexactly the view you will get. Lyn tells me, that this morning,
Rumpelstiltskin way. the reports about the demonstrations were playing them

But, what happened on Friday [Feb. 14] in the UN Secu-down a lot. But, this is a revolution! | mean, when has this
rity Council, already represented a historical watershed. And ever happened—that before a war breaks out, millions are
| think it demonstrates what Schiller said in the beginningtaking to the streets. And, in the United Nations Security
of his historical writing about th&evolt of the Netherlands Council: When has it ever happened, that there was an
againstthe Spanishrule: Thatthere is hope, when people unitsprecedented alliance of France, Germany, Russia, China,
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India; and many small countries dared to speak up.

So that actually, if you look at it, who is left? It's the
United States; maybe Great Britain—thiswill bedecided this
weekend, at the party day congressin Glasgow of the Labour
Party; and Spain. But, 80% of the Spanish population are
against thewar.

Can’'t GotoWar Based on Lies

WEell, | think this means, the danger is not over, but it is
an unprecedented alliance. And the Bush Administration and
Blair facethe dilemma: What to do now? And we know from
all our contactsin Europe, they were not expecting this; they
were not prepared that thiswould happen.

So, we have a couple of weeks' timeto turn this around.
Thefirst date we should be absolutely focussed on, isthe 1st
of March, because thisisthe date, so far given by Powell, to
review the situation. But, | think you will see, that in this
period, the resistance internationally is growing. Not only
because of Lyn'’ sleadership, but because many, many forces
intheworld basically say, “No! We don't want thiswar.”

The Pope actively intervenes in [many] ways: He met
with [Deputy Prime Minister] Tarig Aziz from Irag. He's
intervening actively in many places, but aso, 40 top church
figures from &l over the world. The Non-Aligned Move-
ment: They will have a conference on the 20th of February,
where the main subject will be Irag. They have invited the
OIC, the Organization of Islamic Conference, which is 53
states—representing the majority of the world right there;
but also, in Africa, unprecedented resistanceis being voiced,
and aso in Latin America
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LaRouche Youth Movement
organizersin the huge Feb. 15
demonstration in Paris; their large
banner reads“ War against the
IMF.”“ But, thisisarevolution! |
mean, when has this ever
happened—that before a war
breaks out, millions are taking to
the streets?”

I normally don’t like the political views of [German For-
eign Minister] Joschka Fischer. But | must say, he did agood
job, and when people do a good job, one has to note this:
He made, at the Wehrkunde—the annual conference of the
NATO forcesin Munich—he had ayelling match with [U.S.
Defense Secretary Donald] Rumsfeld, and shouted at him,
“Thereisno case! Thereisno casefor thiswar!” Blix and El-
Baradei, the two inspectors, came back in the recent round,
andsaid, “ Thereisactually noevidence, that Irag hasweapons
of mass destruction.” And nobody can say, that there is an
immediate threat. Nobody can say, that Irag, in this period—
in the next year, two years, five years—could launch awar.
Thiswasclearly stated, by all theformer UN inspectors: Scott
Ritter, [Hans] von Sponeck, even this Australian [Richard]
Butler, who used to be araving anti-lrag spokesman, they all
basically said, “Thereisno case.”

And, you remember that first it was supposed to be Sept.
11. Then they couldn’t prove that. They said, “Okay, let's
shift to ‘weapons of massdestruction.” ” When they couldn’t
prove that, they said, “Okay, but maybe the al-Qaeda link.”
But that link does not exist. Everybody who has looked into
the situation knows, that there is actually bitter tension and
opposition between the fundamentalist al-Qaeda networks
and the very secular Saddam Hussein regime, which used to
execute imams and such people. So, it does not exist.

Sotherefore, what everybody saysis, “ Okay, maybe Sad-
dam Hussein is not a nice person. And maybe Irag is not the
perfect place on Earth. But whatever problem exists, it can be
solved with diplomatic and political means.”

Thisis already the overwhelming evidence. But, then, it
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turns out—and you will hear more about this—that the fa-
mous Powell speech in the United Nations, on the 5th of
February, was based on a fraudulent report, which British
intelligence not only snuck, somehow, into Powell’ s speech,
but that it was a 12-year-old, ancient student thesis. But now,
it turns out that the whole thing is a complete concoction by
a combination of the “chicken-hawk” network, using some
contaminated | sraeli networks. So, thewholebasisisactually
acompletefraud! And theworld should go to World War 111,
based on afraud? | think this needsto be out in the open!

Now, the most senior, and very respected British parlia
mentarian, Tom Dalyell, had, three days ago, an intervention
in the British Parliament, where he accused Blair of lying to
theBritish population. And, tumult brokeout. Hewasactually
dismissed for one day from the Parliament. But, as | said,
this will al be debated at the Glasgow Labour Party Day
thisweekend.

But, the point Lyn made, emphatically, and | think thisis
thefirst thing people should think about: Y ou can’'t gotowar,
based on lies! Now, when the whole world says this, and the
Russians have made very clear, that for historical reasons,
they have extremely good intelligencein Irag, and they said,
“Thereisno threat; thereis nothing in Irag, which can not be
handled politically and diplomatically.” The German Interior
Minister, Schily, said there is absolutely no connection be-
tween Iraq and al-Qaeda. Now, that isthefirst thing: Thereis
no case!

Those Who Know War

It's a pretty good reason. The second reason why “Old
Europe” isso emphatically against thewar, and why so many
millions of people are taking to the streets, is because, con-
trary, obviously, to the foolishness of these war-party
chicken-hawks in the United States and Great Britain: They
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“What isthe secret of this
‘evil’ German-French alliance,
which you hear inthe
American media? It'sa
beautiful thing. I’mvery happy
about it, because the Elysée
Treaty, which was concluded
by Adenauer and de Gaulle 40
years ago, was a historical
work,” and now is potentially
resumed in resistance to an
imperial war.

know what war is! We have experienced two world wars.

And, even though | was born after the war, | have very
vivid memories from discussions with my mother, my other
relatives, and they told me many, many stories. Y ou know,
what it meant, again and again, when there were bombing
alarms, to go into the basement; to sit there, not knowing if
you would get out; not knowing what the street would look
like, which house would be there the next day. Reports from
people going to the front, and, after one week, the young
husband had already beenkilled, |eaving ayoung mother with
two childrenin abombed-out city. People don’'t want thisany
more! They don’t want war! War is not a means of solving
problems!

Now, if you look at what happened to European families,
there is almost no family, which has not been touched in the
most severe form, by the First World War, by the Second
World War. | was riding in atrain recently, and discussing
with somebody, and an old woman came, and because of the
discussion going on, she participated in the discussion. And,
she said she was over 90, and how this present connection
between the Depression and the war danger, how this was
bringing up memories: how she had lost her husband; how
her parents had lost their relatives in the First World War.
And, | justwanttotell you, peoplein Europedon’t want war—
not becausethey’ re evil, or becausethey’ re anti-American or
something like that, but because they know what war is! And,
they don’t want it! And, | think it's very important that you
understand this. Because the media portray Old Europe, asif
we, al of asudden, would have turned anti-American. Noth-
ing could be further from the truth than that!

Becausethesituation isso dramatic, and theolder genera-
tion has been traumatized. And, even if we, who have been
born after thewar, didn’t experienceit directly; but whenyou
hear it fromyour parents, from your grandparents, it becomes
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part of the cultural matrix of yourself.

So, because the world is so appalled by what is going on,
thereisright now abig debate, in Germany, but alsoin France,
about the firestorms in Dresden. Somebody who is a very
famous author on the Holocaust, and other such questions
(and therefore, nobody can accuse him of being one-sided),
just wrote a new book, where he goes in detail, through the
firestormsin Dresden and other cities—which, actually, when
it happened, wasas bad as Hiroshimaand Nagasaki. Because,
when you have afire-blast, and you have one-, two-, three-
quarters of a city under complete fire-blast, there is equally
no escape like if you are hit by a nuclear bomb! And, right
now, there is a debate, that that firebombing actually repre-
sentsawar crime, in the sameway, as other things have been
discussed in thisway.

Thisiswhy, eveninthe“New Europe,” peoplearenot for
thiswar. Cardinal Glemp, who isthe Primate of Poland, came
out with a statement attacking the Polish, saying that he per-
sonally has experienced the horrors of war, and therefore, this
should never happen again, and therefore everybody should
support the Pope.

Now, therewasjust the 60th-anniversary reunion of Ger-
man and Soviet survivors of the Battle of Stalingrad. These
are al menin their 80s, and one of them, Vasili Orlov, said,
“1’m so happy to see that Germany and Russia have the same
position on thelooming war against Irag. We, as veterans, do
not want to see anew war. There has been too much killing
already.” Now, just to remind you, what the Battle of Staling-
rad was: The German Sixth Army went to Stalingrad with,
initially, about 300,000 troops. And they attacked Stalingrad
inthelate Summer 1942. Thenthebattle dragged on, and they
were not prepared for the Winter—a known phenomenon
of people who invade Russia—and when the Soviet Union,
despite the tremendous hardships which they had suffered at
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“And, | just want to tell you, peoplein Europedon’t
want war—not because they're evil, or because
they’re anti-American or something like that, but
because they know what war is!” Bombed out
Frankfurt, Dresden (inset) destroyed by firestorm
bombing. Today again, the British firebombing of
Dresden is being debated asa war crime, in
Germany and France.

that time already, mounted a counteroffensive, in November
1942, with 1 million. By February 1943, the Sixth Army had
tosurrender, and only 90,000 wereleft alive. All of themwere
captured as Russian prisoners of war. And, only 6,000 came
back after the war had ended—so, 6,000 out of 300,000.

[German Chancellor Gerhard] Schroder sent a message
to[Russian President VIadimir] Putin, and he said: Stalingrad
was agreat tragedy, and therefore we must work together so
that it never happens again.

War Could Cause Genocide

Inthe sameway, what isthe secret of this“evil” German-
Frenchalliance, which you hear about inthe American media.
It's a beautiful thing. I’'m very happy about it, because the
Elysée Treaty, which was concluded by Adenauer and de
Gaulle 40 years ago, was a historical work, ending the so-
called* blood feud” between Germansand French, which had
actually, over 500 years, again and again, led to wars, and
especialy in the 20th Century, had pitted Germany and
France in two world wars against each other. So, Adenauer
and de Gaullesaid, “Look, let’ sstop that. L et’ swork together
that we have a friendship between our two countries, where
we'll never havewar again with each other. And furthermore,
where we will coordinate all important issues, which have
bearing on the future and existence of our countries, espe-
cialy foreign policy and such questions.”

| just wasin France, and we had abeautiful celebration of
this40yearsElyséeTreaty anniversary, together with Jacques
Cheminade. And we pledged, that we will work together,
German and France, not only for our own purposes, but that
our two countries become a force of good in the world, and
take amission. Because, de Gaulle said, correctly, the French
arenot just apeopl eof grass-eating cows, whofill their bellies;
but, they have a mission. And so does Germany have amis-
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sion. And we agreed, that we will work together to make the
Eurasian Land-Bridge and Eurasian integration a reality, so
that no small country in Europe should be afraid of this Ger-
man-French collaboration, but they should benefit fromit.

Now, when George Bush, on the 1st of June last year,
spoke in front of West Point Military Academy, he said,
“ Americahas military strength that can not be challenged by
anyone. And we will keep it this way.” Well, it can not be
challenged, and therefore, they have no businesstogotoIrag,
becauseif it can't be challenged, then it can’t be challenged!
CondoleezzaRicesaid that never again, will the United States
alow any other power to get closeto U.S. military might.

Now, that iswhat everybody knows, and indeed, thismili-
tary power of the United Statesis unprecedented. No country
in the history of mankind was ever so powerful, so equipped
with such powerful, modern weapons. And, that is why the
Pope, Old Europe, Russia, China, and all these other countries
who are opposing thewar, say, “If you compare the potential
threat from Saddam Hussein—down the line maybe, even if
oneis generous, even if it would be athreat two years from
now; five years from now—compare that threat, in the light
of theincredible military power of the United States, with the
incal culabl e consequences the war would trigger.”

And, let’ sbe absolutely, crystaly clear: If thiswar would
start, the whole region, from the Maghreb—that is, Northern
Africa—to Indonesia, and in between—Pakistan, India, Iran,
North Korea, Ching; thiswholeregion, Central Asia, parts of
Russia—would explode. There is no way how it would be
just Irag. It would be the trigger point.

[Pakistan President Pervez] Musharraf, who is a pro-
Americangeneral, onecould say, said, that if thewar happens,
Pakistan will be next on the list! Now, why? Because he
knows perfectly well, that he could not probably stay in office
much longer. And if you had Islamic fundamentalists taking
possession of nuclear weapons, which Pakistan has—well,
then I'm afraid, between India and Pakistan, things would
really explode.

Now, there is another aspect, not only that it threatensto
throw theworld into adark age. The effect that it would have
ontheworld economy. It couldjust bethefinal blow, not only
for the world economy, because of ail prices, and al of this.
Even someidiots calculate that if you occupy these oil fields
directly, and Iragq alone would produce 4.5 million barrels a
day, then the income from that would help you to pay for the
cost. | mean, these are just insane cal culations.

If youlook at it in reality, it would cause genocide, in the
Third World. Because, industrialized countries may be able
topay highail bills, but if you areacountry in Latin America
or Africa, which happensto have no oil, thiswould mean the
death of many people; and it is exactly that, that the head of
South Africa [President Thabo] Mbeki said, in a dramatic
appeal. Hesaid, “If thiswar occurs, all development in Africa
will stop.” [Former South African President Nelson Mandel a,
who's normally avery balanced person, said: If thiswar oc-
curs, it constitutes genocide, because of the effect it has on
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the developing countries. The Nigerian Guardian—again, a
paper which is normally very moderate—says: If the United
States does that, they open themselves to charges of ulterior
motives. They are sending adangerous message to theworld.
And they put into question the legitimacy of democracy, be-
cause if its superior representative behaves in thisway, then
all of democracy will be disappearing.

The Shadow of Nuremberg Tribunals

And | think thisisaseriousargument, peopleshould think
about. If the United States would leave the United Nations
process, and go unilaterally into this war, it would mean a
complete breakdown of international law. What therefore is
at stake, when we look at the situation, is the entirety of the
present world order, the Western alliance, the unity of Europe,
international law asit has devel oped since the Peace of West-
phalia Treaty in 1648; it would totally throw out the UN
Charter from 1945.

And, it opensanother question: because, pre-emptivewar
isnot alowed.

Preventivewar isonething. If you know that Canada has
its missiles ready and they could hit Washington in eight
hours, you are allowed to preventively attack Canadato pre-
vent that from happening; becausethen you arein adefensive
posture, evenif you start the war.

But, the pre-emptive war is something quite different. A
pre-emptive war is awar, which istrying to eliminate that a
country, “potentialy,” “ eventualy,” “down the line,” be-
comesathreat. And that isvery clearly, according to interna
tional law, awar of aggression. And that was the issue at the
Nuremberg Trial. The speech of principle, held by Justice
Robert Jackson, on the 11th of November 1945, in Nurem-
berg, when he was the chief prosecutor of the United States
at the international military court—I want to read you some
quotes. Jackson said:

“The statute of this court is based on the belief that the
idea of law not only applies for the behavior of the little
people, but also the powerful and the rulers themselves are
subject to God and the law. According to the instructions of
the late President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and the decision
of the Conference of Yalta, | present to you a draft for an
international agreement, which isthe basisfor the statutes of
this court, and represents acertain notion of law.”

Then, Jackson devel opsthe historical reference, how this
idea of law developed: that in the past view, there was the
situation, where one could not be held responsible for the
usual actsof violence asthey happened during the conduct of
war. Then, he recounts the history: that during the time of
imperialism, in the 18th and 19th Centuries, there devel oped,
in contradictionto the old Christian teaching and theteachers
of international law, such as [Hugo] Grotius, the view—the
disgusting doctrine devel oped that all warswoul d bejustified,
legal wars. That resulted in the possibility that one could
conduct war, without any penalty of the law.

Jackson continues, and says. “This became unbearable
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for an age which called itself civilized.” Statesmen and legal
experts defined ruleswhich were supposed to make war more
civilized. And especially after the First World War, it became
common sense that the condemnation of war would be based
onlaw. Andinthe’20s, the war of aggression was outlawed
for the first time in different steps. One was the so-called
Briand-Kellogg Pact from 1928, which condemned war as a
meansto solveinternational conflicts; and thiswas signed by
nearly al nations of the world. Then, the Geneva Protocol
of 1924, which said that a war of aggression represents an
international crime. The Eighth General Assembly of the
League of Nationsin 1927 agreed unanimously, that awar of
aggression wasaninternational crime, and thiswassigned by
48 states. And then, the Sixth Pan-American Conference in
1928: Twenty American statesal so declared, that it’ saninter-
national crime against humanity.

Then, Jackson said, “Any resort to war, to any kind of
war, is aresort to means that are inherently criminal. War
inevitably is a course of killing, assaults, deprivation of
liberty, adestruction of property. An honestly defensive war
is, of course, legal, and saves those lawfully conducting it
from criminality. But, inherently criminal acts can not be
defended by showing that those who committed them were
engaged in a war, when the war itself is illegal. The very
minimum legal defense of the Treaties, making aggressive
wars illegal, is to strip those who incite or wage them of
every defense the law ever gave, and to leave war-makers
subject to judgment by the usually accepted principles of
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“Thereistalk, again and again, by
Rumsfeld and, unfortunately,
Powell, of a possible “ coalition of
thewilling.” Now, my suggestion
to these “ willing people” isthat
they better think what will be down
the road for them, in terms of
history, in terms of international
courts.” The 1945 Nuremberg
War Crimes Tribunal.

the law of crimes.”

| think people better remember the Nuremberg Trial, and
also cometo the conclusion, that thereisstill timeto stop this
war. Because, if the war happens, the United Nations will
have the same fate as the League of Nations. Europewill fall
apart. International law will go out of the window.

Now, obviously, some Utopians have the philosophy,
“Might MakesRight.” But, remember theword of Bismarck:
“Whoever wants to start a war, better think of the reasons
which will be still accepted after the war.”

When Germany, France, and Russia oppose thewar, itis
not only because of the trauma of the two world wars, but
because Germany, France, Russia, and these countries are
behaving in cohesion with international law, with the UN
Charter—and by theway, Article 26 of the German Constitu-
tion says, awar of aggression is banned by the Constitution.
So, even if Germany wanted—I| mean, the Constitution
says, “No!”

Now, there is talk, again and again, by Rumsfeld and,
unfortunately, Powell, of apossible* coalition of thewilling.”
Now, my suggestion to these “willing people” is that they
better think what will be down the road for them, in terms of
history, in terms of international courts, and so forth. And,
that that is not an abstract question. Y ou can seethat there are
already seven Scottish parliamentarians, who announced a
legal caseagainst Blair, in TheHague Court [the International
Court of Justice], that, if hejoinsthe attack, they will suehim
before the same court which tried Milosevic.
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TheWar-Hawks' Desperate Reaction

And, asyou know, thereis also asuit by some American
Congressmen; and 90 citiesin the United States, inthe mean-
time, passed resolutions against the war.

Now, Schroder made a declaration of government before
the Bundestag last week, where he said, “We are acting to-
gether, Germany, with France, Russia, and China, and others,
because we have amandate for peace. We are doing our duty
for peace. The UN Charter is based on aban of violence, and
thedriving force behind that was FDR. We want to act on the
basis of the strength of law, and not on the right of the
stronger.” Now, what is criminal and wrong about that?

But, what isthe reaction?

Well, | said already, the chicken-hawk war faction did not
calculate the firmness of the Europeans and Russia. Their
plans did not foresee that. They were completely caught by
surprise. Becausg, in their estimate, Germany had no back-
bone, because they lost two world wars,; France would be
doing some diplomatic dancing around, and then capitul ate;
Russiawould be bankrupt and corrupt, and therefore easy to
be bought. But, now they’ re behaving differently. And what
we hear from our European contacts is that the level of rage
is unprecedented.

Behind the scenes, there were almost scenes of physical
attack, against people who just opposed the war.

The media campaign against the opponents of thewar, is
absolutely unprecedented. They are being called “wimps’;
“weasels’; and “monkeys”; “the coalition of cowards’; “the
perfidious France’; “Germany is in league with Libya and
Cuba’; France isbeing called “abunch of cheese-eating sur-
render monkeys’; and the whole coalition is called “the axis
of devious characters.”

Claude, please, first dide. Here you have a cartoon, say-
ing, obviously, the“national bird of France”; Chiraciscalled
a “positive monster of conceit,” a “rat that tried to roar.”
George Will had an article, calling Villepin the “oily Foreign
Minister”; Joschka Fischer was called “aterrorist” in the pa-
pers; the leading Greenie party, “an acoholic”; Gerhard
Schroder, supposedly a womanizer—a big campaign, that
he’' shad an affair. And so forth.

Next. hereyou have—thisisactually an Americanaircraft
carrier. In the background you have the Chancellor officein
Berlin, and the text says, “ Schroder, go immediately into ex-
ile, or we shoot!”

Next: Here you see Bush and his Blair puppy-dog.

Next: Thisis Schroder, hislast divorce. He' s now having
hisfourth marriage. His last marriage failed, supposedly be-
cause hiswife was a Greenie and she would only cook vege-
tarian food. He always wanted to eat like a curry-wurst! So,
here he' seating a curry-wurst, and he says, “Good old curry-
wurst. You | will missthemost in Libya.” And, it says, “ The
Chancellor Agrees, and Goes Into Exile.”

Next: Well, thisis obviously—([interrupted by laughter].
The Gulf War, starring such incredible stars!

Next: Here, it says, “Dammit Jack! If the French and the
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Germans don’t surrender, we will have to go soon into
Normandy again.”

Next: Hereyou haveaclassical caseof “ material breech”!
A lot of wind, obvioudly!

Just to give you a flavor of the condition of the “trans-
Atlantic alliance.”

But thisisactually serious stuff, and you will see more of
it, because | don’t think this will go away that easily. For
example, William Pfaff, in the International Herald Tribune,
wrote, “Why the United States Fears Europe.” And he said,
that Rumsfeldisseeking the political destruction of Schroder,
and he's trying to get a “regime change” in Germany. That
they regard Germany as the most vulnerable member of the
resistance of “Old Europe”; that France is a hopeless case,
anyway, but that Bush thinks that Schrider must be humili-
ated, asan exampleto others. And, that the neo-con theory in
Washington is, because they regard Europe as a principa
rival and the future challenger of the United States, that it is
absolutely unacceptable that Germany, for the first time, has
taken a stand against the United States, and that therefore
Schroder will not be allowed to get away with it, because it
does reflect the popular opinion in all of Europe, and many
other parts of the world.

Crusade, vs. Strategy

Now, | think thisis serious stuff. And | think we should
bevery vigilant, for what isto come.

This is why the Pope went out of his way, to explicitly
support the German-French coalition.

And, there' sanother dimension, which freaks Europeout,
and that is: When Bush was meeting with the Christian broad-
casters, hesaid, among other things, that Jesuswashisfavorite
philosopher. Now, there's nothing wrong with being reli-
gious, and so forth, but the Europeans basically think that,
when Bush, after the 11th September, said: “ Our task isclear.
We have to save the world from evil. We have to have a
crusade. Nobody should get in the way. They’re either with
us, or with theterrorists'—well, there are many articlesnow,
inthe European press, saying, thisall remindsyou of theearly
European history of sects, which divided the world into a
realm of darkness on the one side, and the principle of light,
the realm of good, on the other side. And, people are freaked
out, because, they say, thisis no longer—what is this? This
has nothing to do with Christianity, with religion. But thisis
something very, very strange.

The speeches by such people as Lantos, King, Hyde—I
heard them on C-Span. (C-Span, by theway, | advertisealot,
becauseit’ sthe only channel, where you get any resemblance
of what is happening. No twist, no spin; you can hear what
people are saying.) And, if you listen to these speeches—I
mean, | said, “My God! Thisisamost asif Europe would be
theenemy already!” | meanit’ sunbelievable. And | think the
idea, that these people do want to go for aregime changein
Germany, had better be taken very seriougly.

Now, the argument—the two-by-four argument—used

Feature 35



against Europe, is, “We freed you from Hitler; therefore you
have to support us now.” | can only tell you: Germany and
theother countriesin Europeareonly doingwhat they decided
tonever doagain! | mean, never again havethiskind of thing!
Never again, have war to solve aproblem.

And, thelast timeyou had millions of peopleinthestreets
in Europe, wasactually intheearly 1980s, whenthe[Russian]
SS-20 and the [American] Pershing Il had reduced the warn-
ing time of a potential world war to six minutes. This was
basically putting NATO and the Warsaw Pact on “launch on
warning”; because we had a situation, where, one missile by
accident, and you would have had World War 11l. Thisis
when Schmidt, the Chancellor then, warned, “We are on the
vergeof WorldWar 111.” And, thisiswhen the Europeanshad
afirst taste of what the Utopian military faction in the United
States is. | know that the Schmidt government was totally
terrified about Brzezinski during the time of the Carter Ad-
ministration, in this period.

Andthis, if youremember, wasthetimewhen Lynreacted
to this war danger, with his beautiful proposal of Mutually
Assured Survival, as an dternative to MAD, Mutually As-
sured Destruction, of NATO. Now, Lyn mentioned, yester-
day, this conception, which became, on the 23rd of March,
1983, official U.S. policy for ashort period of time.

TheMission of the Schiller Institute

Now, | recall thisperiod, becausethis period was actually
thetimewhen theidea, to have such an effort like the Schiller
Ingtitute, was born. Because | was travelling in Germany.
And, because of this Brzezinski and other signs, there was a
growing anti-Americanism in Germany. And, when | trav-
elled in the United States, there was a growing anti-German,
anti-European tendency, in the United States.
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So, | had the idea that that was potentially very danger-
ous. And that, therefore, you needed an ingtitute to put
foreign policy on a completely different level: That the
relationship between Germany and the United States should
not be, that German history is reduced to 12 years of night-
mare; but that you talk to Germany as the country from
which Nikolaus von Kues, Leibniz, Schiller, and Beethoven
came. And, that when you talk to the United States, you're
not talking about the country which committed atrocities in
Vietnam, Korea, Hiroshima, and Panama, but you aretalking
to an America of the American Revolution, which, actually,
the best of European traditions, went into.

And, | can only advise you: Everybody should buy the
recent issue of Fidelio [magazine], where this connection,
between the best influences of European civilization—"Old
Europe,” which made the United States—actually are docu-
mented. But you talk about Lincoln and Franklin D. Roose-
velt, Kennedy and Martin Luther King. The same idea obvi-
ously goesfor other nations: When you want to have positive
foreignrelations, you' renot picking and saying, “ Thisisyour
worst moment”; but, you think, what wasthe period inwhich
you contributed something to universal history.

So, itimmediately became clear that the Schiller Institute
was not only to improve German-American relations—but
Europe-American relations—but al so especially with theen-
tire developing sector.

| was looking in this period for principles of the Schiller
Institute. And | read all possibleinternational documents, and
| cameto the conclusion that the Declaration of Independence
isactually the most beautiful document, which anybody could
give themselves as a principle. And by changing only six
words: Where it says, “the American colony,” | say, “every
country”; where is says, “the British occupying colonial
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LaRouche movement Midwest |eader Terry Jones |eads members of the Youth Movement (left) in the Spiritual, “ Oh, Freedom,” before
Lyndon LaRouche' s keynote.

power,” | say, “the international oligarchical institutions.”
And by just changing five, six words, | makeit applicablefor
the entire world. So, that which isthe American Constitution
and American Declaration of Independence can actually be
the basisfor the entire world.

Now as we have seen yesterday, performed on the stage
[during the Feb. 16 commemorative celebration of the life
of Schiller Ingtitute Vice President Marianna Wertz], thisis
exactly thesameideaastheRiitli Oath [from Schiller’ sdrama
Wilhelm Tell]. And | came to the conclusion, that, in acrisis
like that, a systemic breakdown of awhole system, the solu-
tion can only be on the highest level. And, at atime whereit
is clear, the United Nations, the IMF, the World Bank, the
WTO, Maastricht, the European Union, NATO, and so forth,
areall about to disintegrate. We said thisalong time ago, and
people didn’t believe it; they thought, “ This is exaggerated.”
But, one can see, very clearly—and | hope this war can be
avoided and we're not crashing against the wall, but, we are
that close—one can see very clearly, that the old paradigm,
these axioms and values whi ch existed up to the present time,
have utterly and completely failed.

The philosophy of the “fun society”— materialism, ego-
ism, “I,”“ me,” “ mine"—theseideasare out. The question s,
what is the new paradigm? And this is where Schiller and
the Schiller Institute is absolutely important. Because we are
faced today with the exact same question Schiller was asking
himself: Why isit, that wearestill barbarians? Becausetoday,
we are faced with the choice of either becoming complete
barbarians—Dark Age, gangs, peoplefighting over food, kill-
ing each other—or we will have a new Renaissance. And if
we have a new Renaissance, | am absolutely certain, it will
be more beautiful than any onein the past has been.

Schiller’sldea of Mankind

Now, in this period, it is my view—and | hope | can
convince you of that—that the work and poetical method of
Schiller is extremely crucia. And the reason why | gave the
Schiller Ingtitute his name for our efforts to have better rela-
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tions among people, is because it is my view—and | have
read many philosophers, poets, from many cultures—but |
still hold, that he representsthe highest principle of humanity.
That he has more beautifully presented a poetical image of
what man can be, than anybody else.

And, | think, if you look at Schiller and Beethoven to-
gether, these are the two towering giants of the German Clas-
sical period. You al know the Ninth Symphony, where Bee-
thoven actually composed a symphony according to a
beautiful poem by Schiller, the Ode to Joy, and he made out
of it one of the most gigantic, most breath-taking works ever
written on this planet. And, it combinesthe genius of Schiller
and Beethoven. Asamatter of fact, Beethoven said that Schil-
ler's poetry was so complete, that it was almost impossible
for a composer to write something more complete than that
poem was aready; and therefore, he mostly set to music
Goethe and other poems, but not Schiller.

Now, the big question we have to ask ourselves: How is
mankind supposed to come out of this present pit? | think we
have to take the highest standard, the highest, most beautiful
ideaof man, and Schiller wasvery consciousof that. Hewrote
that he was conscious that his work would probably be only
appreciated one or two centuries|later, when new revolutions
would have occurred in the philosophy of thinking. And that
it would require an honest discoverer, to rediscover hiswork,
and makeit apply.

And, | have still abook from my school, which, for some
reason (1 don’t know how thisbook cameinto my possession;
it has the stamp from my school, so | shouldn’t actually have
it!), but, inthisbook, | wroteinthe margin, next to “an honest
discoverer”: Ich—I. So, I'm very proud of this, because it
meant that, asagirl, | recognized this.

So, we have to be the “honest discoverer” of Schiller.
Because, as | said, nobody has a more beautiful conception
of man, amore lofty ideal of mankind. And at the sametime,
Schiller, if you read him and study him carefully, hasactually
the deepest philosophical conceptions, innoway lessthanthe
level of Plato, Nikolaus of Cusa, and L eibniz is—except that
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he has expressed these same ideas with poetical beauty.

Another towering giant of the German Classical period—
actually the creator of the best education systemin theworld,
Wilhelm von Humboldt—wrote after Schiller had died, on
Schiller and the Courseof His Spiritual Development: “What
must have struck any observer, as characteristically distin-
guishing Schiller, was that in a higher and more pregnant
sensethan perhapswith anyone el se, thought wasthe el ement
of hislife. Constant self-active engagement of his mind sel-
dom deserted him, and weakened only during the most severe
attacks of his physical illness. To him, it seemed recreation,
not exertion. Concerning the concept of beauty, concerning
the aesthetic in creation and action, and through the founda-
tion of art, as well as art itself—these works contain every-
thing essential in a manner which can never possibly be ex-
celled. Never before, were these questions discussed in such
apure, suchacompleteand illuminatingway. Infinitely much
was thus gained, not merely for the positive analysis of con-
cepts, but also for aesthetic and mora education. Art and
poetry were directly joined to that in which the most noble
in humanity were presented; that, by which humanity first
awakensto the consciousness of itsin-dwelling nature, which
strives to transcend the finite.”

Now, | thought, al the time, that Schiller could not be
topped. There was no way how you could talk about these
concepts better. And | was extremely happy, when | discov-
ered that Humboldt had actually exactly the same view. Be-
cause, infinitely much was gained for the aesthetical and
mora education of man.

The Poet of Freedom

Now, | will present to you, some of the key ideas and
principlesof Schiller, which actually do represent the highest
standard of Classical art.

Schiller wrote something when he was 19 years old, his
first dissertation as a medical student (see Box, The Philoso-
phy of Physiology).

Now, | find this very beautiful: Just think, if you are 19
years old and you write that! That the universe is actually a
thought of God, and that it’s the destiny of man to be God-
likeness and to discover the plan in this creation more
deeply, ever.

Thisisactually the sameidea, which you find in Nikolaus
of Kues, the cohesion between the laws of the macrocosm,
the physical universe, and microcosm. It’'s the same idea as
LeibniZ's conception of the monad, that every human being
contains, in germ form, the entire complexity of the universe
at large. And, Schiller liked that idea so much, that he wrote
apoem about it. And, now | want Will to read the Columbus
poem (see box, “Columbus”).

WilhelmvonHumbol dt wroteabout this, “ Theconfidence
in the efficacy of the power of the human mind, elevated
into a poetical image, is expressed in this distich, entitled
Columbus, which belongs to the most characteristic Schiller
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“Thereason | gavethe Schiller Institute hisname. . . is because it
ismy view—and | have read many philosophers, poets, from many
cultures—but | still hold, that he represents the highest principle of
humanity. That he has more beautifully presented a poetical image
of what man can be, than anybody else.”

ever created. This belief in the invisibly indwelling powers
of man; thisview so sublime, and deeply true; that there must
be an inner secret agreement between this power and that
which orders and directs the entire universe, since all truth
can only be a reflection of the eternal and original; was a
characteristic feature of Schiller’s system of ideas.”

Schiller himself wrote, inthePhilosophical Letters, about
that, and used the formulation, “when Columbus made the
dangerous wager with the unnavigated sea.” In other words,
you have an idea, Columbus had the idea, that there must be
these shores, and then, indeed, he discovered the new conti-
nent. Thisisvery important. | said, already, that | am having
the deepest conviction, that the political solution of thispres-
ent crisis, can only occur, if the political order on thisworld
is brought into cohesion with the cosmic order, with natural
law. Thisis no light thing, if we don’t put the politics into
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The Philosophy of
Physiology (1779)

This much will, | think, have been proven firmly enough
one day: that the universe were the work of an Infinite
Understanding, and be designed according to an excel-
lent plan.

Just asit now flowsfromthedesignintoreality through
the almighty influence of divine power, and all powersare
active and act on each other, like strings of a thousand-
voiced instrument sounding together in one melody; so, in
this way, the spirit of man, ennobled with divine powers,
should discover from the single effects, cause and design;
from the connection of causes and designs, the great plan
of the Whole; from the plan, recognize the Creator, love
Him, glorify Him—or, more briefly, more sublimely
sounding in our ear: Man is here, so that he may strive
toward the greatness of his Creator; that he may grasp the
whole world with just a glance, as the Creator grasps it.
Likeness-to-God is the destiny of man. Infinite, indeed, is
thishis Ideal; however, the spirit is eternal. Eternity isthe
measure of infinity; that isto say, manwill grow eternally,
but will never reach it.

A soul, says awise man of this century, which is en-
lightened to the extent that it has the plan of divine provi-
dence completely initsview, isthe happiest soul. An eter-
nal, great and beautiful law of nature has bound perfection
to pleasure, and displeasure to imperfection. What brings
this characteristic closer to man, be it direct or indirect,
will delight him. What distances him from it, will pain
him. What pains him, hewill avoid; what delightshim, he
will strivefor. Hewill seek perfection, because imperfec-

tion pains him; he will seek it, because it alone delights
him. The sum of the greatest perfections with the fewest
imperfectionsis the sum of the highest pleasures with the
fewest sorrows. This is supreme happiness. Therefore, it
isthesameiif | say: Man exists to be happy; or—he exists
to be perfect. Only then is he perfect, when he is happy.
Only then is he happy, when heis perfect.

However, an equally beautiful, wise law, a corollary
of thefirst, has bound the perfection of the Wholewith the
supreme happiness of the individual; human beings with
fellow human beings; indeed, men and animals, through
the bond of universal love. Thuslove, the most noble im-
pulse in the human soul, the great chain of feeling nature,
is nothing other than the confusion of my own self with
the being of fellow creatures. And this intermingling is
pleasure. Love thus makes the fellow creature’s delight
my delight; his sorrow, my sorrow. However, even this
suffering is perfection, and therefore must not be without
pleasure. Thus, what were otherwise pity asan emotion, is
blended from pleasure and pain. Pain, because the fellow
creature would suffer. Pleasure, because | share his pain
with him, sincel love him. Sorrow and pleasure, that | turn
his pain from him.

Andwhy universal love; why all thepleasureof univer-
sal love?—Only out of this ultimate, fundamental design:
to further the perfection of the fellow creature. And this
perfection isthe overseeing, investigation, and admiration
of the great design of Nature. Indeed, all pleasures of the
senses, ultimately, of which we shall speak in its place,
incline through twists and turns and apparent contradic-
tions, for all that, finally back tothesamething. Immutable,
thistruthitself remains alwaysthe same, forever and ever:
Man is destined for the overseeing, investigation, and ad-
miration of the great design of Nature.

cohesion with the cosmic law, the natural law of creation.

And therefore, if you have a poet who expresses thisin
thisway, | think it isan extremely great gift.

Now, whoisFriedrich Schiller, the German “ Poet of Free-
dom”? Since there are several new people here, | want to
quickly tell you some biographical things about him. He was
born on the 10th of November, 1759, in Marbach, at the
Neckar River. He had a very happy childhood. His parents
were Johann Kaspar and Elisabeth. They lived first in Lorch.
Then he went to the Latin school in Ludwigsburg, and then
came adramatic break, when Count Carl Eugen of Rothenb-
erg forced him to go to the military academy, the Karlschule.

He wasthen 13 years old, and for eight years, he studied
close up, the oligarchical behavior of the court life. He saw
how, whentheoligarchsdecided to haveahunt, they would go
with dozensof horses, destroying the harvests of the peasants,
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without any compensation, and he saw the degraded cultural
tastes of thetime at the court. So, he developed avery strong
anti-oligarchical sentiment. And Schiller suffered greatly, be-
cause he found the education in this military academy, com-
pletely restrictive. But, | must say, compared to the education
people get nowadays in European or American universities,
he was pretty lucky, because his teachers mediated to him
theinfluenceof L eibniz, Shakespeare, L essing, M endel ssohn,
and others; but al so the British empiricism of L ocke, Hobbes,
Hume, Wright. And he had teachers, who were actually very
good, especially one guy called Abel.

Now, what they mediateto him, was, among other things,
the dominant influence of the British materialism: Hobbes,
that al ideas are only the result of memories of sensuous
experience; Locke, that manisborn, hismindisatabularasa,
anempty plate, where only sensuous experience then collects
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‘Columbus’

Steer, courageous sailor! Although the wit may deride
thee,

And the skipper at th’ helm lower hisindolent hand—

Ever, ever to th’ West! There must the coast be
appearing,

Liesit yet clearly and lies shimm'’ring before your
mind’seye.

Trust in the guiding God and follow the silent ocean!

Wereit not yet, "twould climb now from the billows
aoft.

Genius stands with Nature in everlasting union:

What is promised by the one, surely the other fulfills.

knowledge; and that Hume then said, that therefore, al ideas
are accidental, because they are the derivatives of accidental
sensuous experiences, and therefore all ideas are anillusion.
And therefore, there is a'so no immortality of the soul. What
would be called asoul, would only be a complexity of sensu-
ous imaginations.

A Scottish philosopher called Thomas Wright made a
critique of Hume, and said, what Hume called an illusion,
actualy did have reality, namely common sense, and that
these principles of sound common sense would be self-evi-
dent truth.

Schiller and the American Revolution

Now, Schiller thought that all of these theories were an
abomination. And therefore, hewrote, already in 1779, in his
dissertation, that if al thoughts, in this way, are accidental,
then the self-determination of the human mind, and the free-
dom of man is gone. And also, morality is accidental, and
therefore, the human being is without any dignity. And he
found this completely unacceptable.

This confrontation led Schiller to develop the absolute
opposite, and to hate the method of education conducted by
the Jesuits, the French and English materialists, and empiri-
cists. And he saw, in these wrong teachings, the source of the
inner conflict and endangerment of his time. He regarded it
ashisgreat task to overcomethisinner conflict, and re-create
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man in harmonious development in all of his potentials. He
said, al human beings have the potential to become geniuses.
And the means by which to accomplish that, is the poetical
principle, because that hasthe key to theinnermost secrets of
the human soul.

Now, Schiller was actually the poet of the American
Revolution. As a matter of fact, he even considered at one
point, immigrating to America. In the Letterson Don Carlos,
oneof hisearlier plays, he commented that what thisdramais
actually about, was the most favorite subject of the decade—
meaning the 1780s, which wasthe period when the American
Revolution was just successful. The highest possible free-
dom of the individual, together with the highest bloom of
the state.

Now, Will, please read the Declaration of |ndependence
(see box, Declaration of Independence).

Now, pleasereadtheRiitli Oath (seebox, TheRutli Oath).

Now, you have seen the entire scene of the Riitli Oath
yesterday [performed as part of the memorial for Marianna
Wertz], and | think the sameness of these two conceptsis so
obvious, that | really want to encourageeverybody to gohome
and read Don Carlos. Especialy aso because, if you look:
Schiller, because of the oligarchical control of histime could
not write as he had in the Kabale und Liebe, where he had
actually attacked the selling of Hessian soldiersto the British
in the American War of Independence, because he was out-
lawed, and he had to flee. So, he transposed these subjects,
but discussed the sameideas. So, when hetalksabout, in Don
Carlos, the famous dialogue between Posa and King Philip
I1, thisisactually the principles of the American Revolution.
And you can see, that thisisavery powerful poetical discus-
sion of the principle of empire versus republic. Because,
Philip 1, at that time, represented an empire, inwhich the Sun
never sets, but obviously which wasruled with complete fear
and misery. So, | want Will to prepare to read the quote by
Posa, where he appeal s to the King.

Now, this beautiful idea, “be aking of a million kings,”
meaning the idea of having eguality on the highest level—
not like the French Revolution, where “Liberté, Fraternite,
Egalite,” in actuality meant, when Robespierre said, “The
Revolution doesn’t need any scientists,” and he proceeded to
chop off all the heads at the guillotine—not this Jacobin way,
but to have equality on the highest level; on the basis of the
inalienablerights of all people.

Schiller, before Lyn—some of you remember Lyn’s old
writings about “The Secrets Known Only to the Inner
Elites”— Schiller actually had awork exactly likethat, called
Solon and Lycurgus, where he discusses the two models: the
beautiful city-state of Solon—Athens—where he says, this
is the republican model, where the purpose of mankind is
progression, the perfection of man; versus Lycurgus, in the
state of Sparta, amodel of the oligarchical system, wherethe
state, at first glance, looks very beautiful and perfect. But
then, hesays, oneseesactually that theindividual issacrificed
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The Declaration of
Independence

IN CONGRESS, July 4, 1776

The unanimous Declaration of the thirteen united
States of America,

When in the Course of human events, it becomes nec-
essary for one peopl e to dissolve the palitical bandswhich
have connected them with another, and to assume among
the powers of the earth, the separate and equal station to
which the Laws of Nature and of Nature’'s God entitle
them, adecent respect to the opinions of mankind requires
that they should declare the causes which impel them to
the separation.

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men
are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life,

Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. —That to secure
these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, de-
riving their just powers from the consent of the governed,
—That whenever any Form of Government becomes de-
structive of these ends, it isthe Right of the Peopleto alter
or to abolish it, and to institute new Government, laying
itsfoundation on such principlesand organizing itspowers
in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect
their Safety and Happiness.

Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Governments long
established should not be changed for light and transient
causes; and accordingly all experience hath shewn, that
mankind aremoredisposedtosuffer, whileevilsaresuffer-
able, than to right themselves by abolishing the forms to
which they are accustomed. But when a long train of
abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same Ob-
ject evincesadesignto reduce them under absolute Despo-
tism, it is their right, it is their duty, to throw off such
Government, and to provide new Guards for their future
security.

The Riitli Oath, from
Wilhelm Tell

No, thereisalimit to the tyrant’s power,

When the oppressed can find no justice,

When the burden grows unbearable—he reaches

With hopeful courage up unto the heavens

And seizes hither his eternal rights,

Which hang above, inalienable

And indestructible as stars themsel ves.

The primal state of nature reappears,

Where man stands opposite hisfellow man.

Asalast resort, when not another means

Isof avail, the sword is given him,

The highest of al goods we may defend

From violence, Thus stand we before our country,

Thus stand we before our wives, and before our
children.

—Wewill become asingleland of brothers,

Nor shall we part in danger and distress.

—We shall befree, just as our fathers were,

And sooner die, than livein avery.

—We shall rely upon the highest God

And we shall never fear the might of men.
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tothestate. Schiller says: The stateitself isnever the purpose.
Itisonly important asacondition under which the purpose of
mankind can befulfilled. And, that isnothing but the devel op-
ment of al of his powers, progression.

Government Existsfor theIndividual’s Powers

IntheFourth Letter of The Aesthetical Education, Schiller
says, “ Every individual man, onecan say, carriesby predispo-
sition and destiny, apurely ideal man within himself, to agree
with whoseimmutable unity in al hisalterations, isthe great
task of hisexistence.”

| think thisisvery, very important, because every human
being has such an ideal in him, or in her. And to bring that
potential into actuality isthe great task of our life. Now, most
people, they get thefamous*“two talents,” and they bury them
intheir garden, and they don’t develop them. And, then when
they die, they take the same two meager talents out, and that
wasit. And Schiller basically says. No! Y ou haveto develop
all potentialitieswhich areinyourself! Everything! Y ou have
to make this harmonious, beautiful person, which you poten-
tially are, becomeareality. And only if all people do that, the
state can function. The state doesn’t function by rearranging
some demoacratic majorities of undeveloped idiots, but only
if every human being develops the fullest potential, can the
statefunction. And therefore, he says, the highest work of art,
isthebuilding of political freedom. Through the ennoblement
of al individuas, that more and more people develop them-
selvesto represent the character of the species, that the indi-
vidual becomesthe state. That the man of time ennobleshim-
self to become the man of theidea.
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Don Carlos, Act 3, Scene 10

Marquisof Posa: Youwishto plant for al eternity,
And yet sow death? A work thus gain’d by force
Will not outlive the soul of its creator.
You'velabor’dfor ingratitude—in vain

Have you with nature wag' d a hardy fight,

In vain have you thus sacrific’ d agreat

And royal life on projects of destruction.

Much more is man, than you have thought of him.
For he will break the bonds of lengthy slumber
And once again demand his sacred rights.
Alongside Nero and Busiris will

He cast your name, and—that doth give me pain,
For you were good.

King Philip: Who gave you such assurance

That thisis so?

Mar quis (with fire): Yes, by Almighty God!
Yes—Yes—I shall repest it. Give us back

What you have taken us. Asthe strong,

With generosity, let human bliss

Stream from your horn of plenty.—Minds mature

Within your worldly structure. Give us back

What you have taken from us. Thus become

Among amillion kings, aking.

(He approaches him boldly, while directing firmand
fiery glances at him)

O that

The eloguence of all the myriads,

Who do participate on this great hour,

Upon the lips of my own mouth could hover,

Tofaninto aflamethe beam which |

Observe now in these eyes! Abandon this

Unnatural idolatry, which doth

Annihilate us. And become our model

Of truth and the eternal. Never—never

Possess' d amortal man so much, with which

To make such godly use. All kingsin Europe

Do pay their homage to the Spanish name.

Walk at the head of all of Europe’ skings.

One pen-stroke from this hand of yours, and new

Theworld will be created. Giveto us

Theliberty of thought—(throwing himself at hisfeet).

Schiller, in the Aesthetical Letters, which he wrote when
it was clear that the hope that the American Revolution could
bereplicated in France was not possible, because the Jacobin
Terror had destroyed everything, asks himself: Where should
this change come from, when the state is corrupt and the
masses are degenerated? And he comes to this surprising an-
swer: It can only come through great art.

Now, “The Artists,” which was mentioned yesterday as
one of the poemstranslated by Marianna, isactually an early
poem. He wrote it when he was in his late 20s. But, in my
view, it's one of the most beautiful celebrations of man, and
his cognitive powers. Will, | want you to recite the first
strophe.

How fair, O Man, do you, your palm branch holding
Stand at the century’ s unfolding

In proud and noble manhood’ s prime

With faculties revealed, with spirit’sfullness

Full earnest mild, in action-wealthy stillness,

The ripest son of time,

Free through reason, strong through law’ s measure,
Through meekness great, and rich in treasure,
Which long your breast to you did not disclose,
Nature’ sown lord, shegloriesinyour bridle,

Who in athousand fights assays your mettle

And shining under you from out the wild arose!
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Now, in this opening strophe, you have already the entire
composition in agerm form. The “ripest son of time,” refers
to theimage of man, of that historical moment which wasfull
of optimism, and it reflects of the American Revolution: Man
asthe highest being of Creation. “Nature’sown lord. . . who
in a thousand fights . .. from out of the wild arose!” That
showsthe process of perfection, which led to the present situ-
ation.

In the second strophe, which will not be read here—because
it' sactually along poem, of 33 strophes—he demands a self-
reflection, that it was art, which helped man to overcome the
degrading desire; that man is the only being, which has art.
No other being, no other living being is capable of art. Will,
please read the third strophe:

Theland which knowledge doesresidein

Y ou reached through beauty’ s morning gate.
Its higher gleam to now abidein,

The mind on charms must concentrate.

What by the sound of Muses' singing

With trembling sweet did pierce you through,
A strength unto your bosom bringing

Which to the world-soul lifted you.

Thisis aninteresting idea: “the land of cognition,” man can
only reach “through the morning gate of beauty”—only
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through beauty, man has access to knowledge. In a state of
infancy of mankind, when manisstill childlike, when he still
hascertain naivete, but atremendous capacity for enthusiasm,
for joy of discovery, man reacts to beauty in nature, and he
re-createsit in art. It creates in him, the potential for reason.
Please read the fifth strophe:

She, with Orionscircling her visage,

To glorify her mgjesty sublime,

As purer spirits contemplate her image
Consuming, o' er the stars does climb,
Upon her sunny throne upraising,

Urania, so dreadful yet so grand,
Unburdened of her crown ablazing,

Does there—as beauty before us stand.
The belt of grace’round her receiving,
That she, as child, the children understand:
What here as Beauty we're perceiving,
Will first as Truth before us come to stand.

Truth, at this stage of development is so strong, so shining,
that man can not yet stand to look at it directly. But, the
goddess of truth, according to Greek mythology, Urania,
clothesherself inbeauty. “ What hereasBeauty we' reperceiv-
ing,/Will first as Truth before us come to stand.” Only he or
she who experiences beauty, especialy as a child, will de-
velop theemotional potential for truth. Now, | believethat to
be absolutely true; and one of the big tragediesis the lack of
beauty in the present American culture, which—some chil-
dren just have absolutely have no chance, if we don’t change
this. Please read the ninth strophe:

The soul, so beautiful and free,

By you unchained sprang forth the vassal
Of careinlap of joy to be.

Now limits of the beast abated

And Man on his unclouded brow rang out,
And thought, that foreign stranger elevated,
From his astonished brain sprang out.

Now stood Man, and to starry legions
Displayed hiskingly countenance,

Now, thisis, among other things, a polemic against Hobbes
and Locke: That, onthelevel of sensuous experience, manis
not capable of capturing the beautiful soul of nature; but,
the beauty in nature hints to something higher. Through its
example, it awakens the creative powers in man, it inspires
in him, for the first time, creation. And he produces more
creations, and soon, devel ops asecond, higher level of art. In
the 14th strophe, he says.

Soon gathered near barbarians astounded,
To seethe new creation’ sforce they ran.
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‘Look,’ the delighted crowd resounded,
‘Look there, thisall was done by Man.’

The self-consciousness about man’s creative power grows.
The view of beauty has an ennobling effect, and he is happy
about hisincreasing ability to think. Now, Will, please read
the entire quote from “the soul, so beautiful and free,” until
“thelovely valley”:

The soul, so beautiful and free,

By you unchained sprang forth the vassal
Of careinlap of joy to be.

Now limits of the beast abated

And Man on his unclouded brow rang out,
And thought, that foreign stranger elevated,
From his astonished brain sprang out.

Now stood Man, and to starry legions
Displayed hiskingly countenance,

Y et higher still, to ever higher stations
Creative genius soared to be.

One sees already rise creations from creations
From harmonies comes harmony.

Theworld, transformed by labor’ s hand,

The human heart, by new impul ses greeted,
And exercised in battles heated,

Do your creation’ s scope expand.

So Man, now far advanced, on pinions el evated,
With thanks does Art transport on high,

New worlds of beauty are created

From nature richer made thereby.

That man unshackled of his duty now takes heed,
Thefettersloveswhich him do lead,

Not prey to iron scepter of contingency,
Thisthanks you—your eternity,

If on the paths of thought without obstruction
Now roamsth’investigator, fortune bold,
And, drunken with the pagans’ |oud eruption,
He reachesrashly for the crown to hold;

If now it is hisrash conception

To noble guide dispatch with hireling’ s bread,
While by Art’ s dreamed-for throne' s erection
Thefirst slave office to permit instead:—
Forgive him—

When he up to the hilltop with you sallies
Andto hiseye, in evening’ s shining part,
Issuddenly revealed—the lovely valleys.

Joy, thinking, creativity, love, are growing in ever-more-per-
fect creations and follow each other. The scope of creation
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expands, and with it man’s capacity for beauty increases.
Art enriches al areas of human knowledge, and is, in turn,
enriched through the new creative discoveriesin science and
cognition. But, when the scientist triesto grapple the crown,
Schillerintervenesand says: Sciencedoesnot replaceart from
acertain moment on. Thereisno division between the natural
and the social sciences. The truth is in the unity of art and
science. Thelawsof theuniverseareefficientin all areas, and
itwasonly thelack of devel opment, that the scientiststhought
differently. Schiller then appealstotheartists, thatitisintheir
hands, if the dignity of man goesup or goesdown. | want you
now, Will, to read this passage about the artists, and then the
last strophe:

The dignity of Man into your handsis given,
Protector be!

It sinkswith you! Withyou it isarisen!
The sacred magic of poetry

A world-plan wiseis serving

Toth' ocean, steer it € er unswerving,
Of lofty harmony!

Y ou free sons of the freest mother,
Swing upward with a constant face,
And strive then after no crown other,
To highest Beauty’ sradiant place.

The sisters who from here departed

In the mother’ slap you soon will see;
What souls of beauty have imparted
Must excellent and perfect be.
Uplift yourselves on wings emboldened
Above your epoch’s course be drawn;
Seein your mirror now engoldened
The coming century’ sfair dawn.
On thousand twisting pathways chasing,
Sorichin multiplicity,
Come forward, then, with arms embracing
Around the throne of unity.
Asinto gentle beams of seven
Dividesthelovely shimmer white,
Asalso rainbow beams of seven
Dissolveinto white beams of light—
So, play in thousandfolded clar’ty,
Enchanted ' round the heady sight,
So flow back in one band of ver'ty,
Into one single stream of light!

Now, thisis a poetic expression, that truth, beauty, science,
reason, areall oneand the same. Thegood thingis, that Schil-
ler wrote an extensive correspondence about how he made
thispoem, whichgivesaninsightintothepoet’ sownthinking,
when hewrote to his friend Christian Gottfried Kdrner, who
was one of his sponsors, and who invited him, in 1785, to

“Uhere is a limit to the tymnt’s power.”
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Dresden. And this period of Schiller’s life was actually the
most harmonious, and without problems. He wrote the Ode
to Joy, The Philosophical Letters, The Artists, and this was
actually a period when he was very, very happy.

You Can Educate Your Emotions

Schillerinthisperiod, was struggling to defineaClassical
aesthetical theory, anotion of beauty based on reason. Onthe
25th of December, 1788, he wrote to Korner: “All beauty
eventually resolves in general truth. I'm convinced, if any
work of art hasno other demand onit, than beauty, it automati-
caly fulfills al other demands, in a mediated way. If, how-
ever, onetriesto find a compromise between beauty and mo-
rality, or something else, one can ruin both of them.” | think
this is a very important principle, because all art must be
beautiful! If it's not beautiful, it's not art! It shouldn’t be
called thisway.

This is obviously expressed best, in the last strophe of
The Artists. Then he wrote to Korner: “The main ideaisthe
disguise of truth and morality in beauty. It is an allegory. |
open the poem with 12 lines on a presentation of man in
his present perfection. From these, | develop how was his
cradle. How art has prepared the scientific and moral culture,
which are not the goal, but only the second level. Even so,
the scientists and thinkers prematurely put the crown on
their head, and give the artist a place below them. The
perfection of man dissolves again in beauty, only when
science becomes art.”

And Korner answered him, enthusiastically, when he saw
the whole poem: “Y ou can ask, now, all poets of Germany to
write something likewise. In terms of richness of idess, this
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Friedrich Schiller’ sworks: the moment in the“ Rutli Meadow” scenefrom
Wilhelm Tell, when Swiss independence fighters see their countrymen from
another canton approaching to meet with them about independence—enacted
by West Coast LaRouche Youth Movement organizers; the“ Good Samaritan”
from Schiller’ sKallias, read by Youth Movement leader Nick Walsh.

iswithout parallel.” Then Schiller wrote back to Korner: “A
poet ordersthe passions, the actions, and thefates, whichman
inreal lifecan not alwaysfollow and keep an overview about,
according to artful rules. Man learns through art, to project
these artful relations to the situation in reality. His sense of
harmony, in this way, is trained by art, that he no longer is
content with incomplete fragments.” This is the same idea
Schiller has, actually, in The Aesthetical Education of Man
and also in On Grace and Dignity, where he says: “The great
task of man, isto become abeautiful soul; aperson for whom
freedom and necessity, passion and reason arethe same. You
have to educate your emotions on the level of reason.”

Now, thisis something which | think is very important,
because, it is generally accepted that people should educate
their mind, that they should study things, and know things.
But, very little known is the idea that you can educate your
emotions, in the sameway. That you can train them, that you
can make them more sensitive, more elaborated. And, this
especialy, was Schiller’s controversy with Kant, who had
published hisdifferent Critiquesintheearly 1790s—the Cri-
tique of Reason, Of Judgment, and so forth—in which Kant
said, that art, in which you can not see the plan of the artist,
which isjust accidental arabesque somebody throws on the
wall, would be more artful, than a piece where you can see
the great design of the artist.

In the moral area, he [Kant] said that the guidance from
moral behavior isthe“ categorical imperative’: That nobody
should behave in such away, as he does not wish others to
behave toward him. Schiller said, thisisterrible, because, if
you have aman for whom reason and emotionsarein contra-
diction—and according to Kant, now, if youwant tobemoral,
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A four-hour commemoration, and spoken and musical tributes to
<chiller Ingtitute Vice President Marianna Wertz, filled the first
night of the conference, Feb. 15. Bass-baritone Andre Solomon-
Glover (right) performs Johannes Brahms' “ Four Serious Songs;”
a Youth Movement chorus sings the Spiritual “ Deep River.”

you have to tell your emations to shut up! and basically sup-
press them, and “do your duty!” because you don’t want this
behavior to be done to you, the way you do it to others—
Schiller said, this is awful, this guy Kant must have had a
terrible childhood, that he comes up with such ideas. He's
only writing for the slaves, and not for us, the beautiful souls.
Because, it should be possible to develop your emotions, in
the same way, that you can blindly trust them.

What you heard in the beautiful recitation of Kallias and
the Good Samaritan yesterday. The fifth person, who blindly
follows hisinstinct, because he has educated his emotionsin
such away, that he blindly can trust them: That is a beauti-
ful soul.

Beauty and Truth

Now, that beauty and truth, indeed, are absol utely crucial,
not only Lyn has mentioned this many times, but the other
leading thinker of our time, the Pope, haswritten, inamessage
last year, to Rimini, the following: “In our world, often, the
thinking, that truth is outside the world of art, exists. Beauty
would only concern the feeling, and would just be a sweet
fruit, infront of eternal laws, which governtheworld. But, is
it really so? Nature, things, human beings, can truly astound
us through their beauty. How can one not, for example, see
something in the sunset, in the mountains, in the infinity of
the oceans, in the features of a face, which attracts us, and
invites usto deepen the knowledge of thereality surrounding
us? Suchreflectionsled Greek thinkersto theideathat philos-
ophy was born out of the astonishment, never separated from
the grace of beauty.

“Even that which escapes the sensuous world, possesses
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an inner beauty, which touches the mind and fills us with
admiration. Just think about the powerful mental attraction of
the act of justice, of agesture of forgiveness, or the sacrifice
for ajoyful and generously-lived high ideal.

“In beauty, truth reveadls itself. She attracts us, with the
unmistakable winsomeness which comes from high values.
In thisway, emotions and reason could radically be united in
their demands to man. Beauty possessesits own pedagogical
power, which leads usto the cognition of truth.”

And Cardinal Ratzinger wrote to the same meeting, that:
“Already Plato and Augustine emphasized that beauty has
nothing to do with the superficial aestheticism, but that beauty
isknowledge, ahigher form of knowledge, because she con-
fronts man with the full greatness of truth. In this way, she
opensthe eyes of the soul.”

Now, | findthisavery beautiful idea, that the " eyesof the
soul” must be opened. One example, wherethiscould be seen,
isinthe music of Bach, which could have been born only out
of the power of truth, which becomesreality intheinspiration
of the composer.

Now, therefore, truth, beauty, reason, love, and the good,
are not possible, one without the other. And thisis why this
discussionissoimportant today. Because, if youdon' t change
peopl e, and makethem beautiful, and | mean, not architectural
beauty of the Revlon Cover Girl variety—but | mean the
inner beauty of the soul: That, if you don’t make people more
beautiful in the face of this gigantic world crisis, the world
will not makeit! Because it has areason, why we have come
to this point. The state is never better than its citizens.

Now we are in a countdown to war, in a global crisis,
the systemic collapse is on. There is a tremendous hope and
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WII Wertz (above) speaks about his wife,
Marianna, whose pictureis projected; a
trio performs Johann Sebastian Bach
(right).

potential, because the aliance of Germany, France, Russia,
China, is more deep than just against the war. As amatter of
fact, Putin right now, is trying re-create the ideas of Count
Witte—the idea of atriangle between Russia, Germany, and
France. There's another triangle—Russia, China, India. In
the United States, you have Lyn’s campaign, and all of these
areelementsfor aworld solution. But, we need acultural Re-
naissance.

TakeMankind’sProblemsinto Your Heart

Y ouheardyesterday, inthe Four Serious Songs|of Johan-
nes Brahms], the formulation, “what is happening under the
Sun”; and | want you to really study this Schiller, and the
education of your emotions. Because, if you don’t take the
misery, “what is happening under the Sun” inthisworld, into
your heart, who elsewill, and who should?Wewerein Indig;
we were in Calcutta, and | can tell you, | couldn’t breathe:
because 3 million people are living in the streets, in condi-
tions—poverty!

| thought | knew what poverty was! | sawitinAfrica, | saw
inLatin America. But, in Calcutta, poverty iswhen peopleare
living on the street, with onelittle meal per day, alittle room
on the sidewalk, of about the size of atowel; in the dust, in
the human excrement and feces; cooking in between, having
no space. Having 100 peoplein aroom that big. Being full of
dust, living inthe cold, living in the 50 degree Celsius heat in
the Summer: 3 million people! It should not be!

I mean, there is a degree of poverty in thisworld, which
nobody should accept. And, | think it is only the question of
educating your emotions, that you takeevery problem “under
the Sun” into your heart, and you do not allow thisto continue.
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Now, what we have to do, is we have to combine the
beautiful ideaof science, of scientific progress, with poetical
ideas, with the idea of a cultural Renaissance. When Krafft
Ehricke, who was a scientist, who was the crucia person to
develop the Saturn missile, with which the Apollo project in
the K ennedy period wasmade—so, hewasaground-breaking
scientist. Hedied of cancer. And, inthelast monthsof hislife,
| spoke with him many times, aso on the telephone. And, he
said, that while he's totally, totally for science—absolutely
believing that thereisinfinite progress possible—he cameto
the conclusion, it's not the problem of science why man is
having problems, but that this science is not combined with
humanist education, with the development of the mind as
Schiller, Humboldt, and these people have portrayed, and this
is why he worked together with the Schiller Institute in the
last phaseof hislife. Thisiswhat Schiller means, “the scientist
must not takethe crown too early; but science and poetry must
betogether.”

Now, Schiller, inmy view, is, for the United States, right
now, to heal the soul of the American people, the most impor-
tant thinker and poet you can possibly study.

Y esterday, the discussion was: Is the Y outh Movement
only atrick to arm-twist the stupid Baby Boomers, and to
get their asses kicked? And obvioudly, it is not. The Y outh
Movement is important, to end, once and for al, the unwor-
thy condition of mankind, where not every human being is
developing their fullest potential. | would like that the Y outh
Movement adopt the idea of beauty. And, if you say: Okay,
we will create a new Renaissance, where each of us has no
higher ideal than to become a beautiful soul—well, then,
we have it.
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