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Philippines Needs Strong and
Forward-Looking Leadership

Senator Francisco “Kit” Tatad is one of the senior statesmentoday. This is probably one reason why a guy like Sen.
of the Republic of the Philippines. Senator Tatad was Major{Panfilo] Lacson, whose most important credential isthat he
ity Leader to five Senate Presidents, and also served as w&asoncechief of the PhilippinesNational Police—and under
Cabinet Minister (1969-80) and Senator (1992-2001). He ishis watch he appeared to have cleaned up parts of Manila,
the author of several books on political affairs. The mostreduced the kidnapping incidents, and shaken up the police

recent book, referenced below, As Nation on Fire—The
Unmaking of Joseph Ejercito Estrada and the Remaking of

Democracy in the Philippines (Manila: Icon Press, April

organization—that is probably the only reason why he is
talked about by some people asthelogical manto look at. Of
course, elections are still far away, and too early to talk of

2002). This interview was conducted by Michael Billington candidatesor aspirants. But thisprobably explainstheinclina-

on Feb. 27.

EIR: Senator Tatad, you haveserved, until recently, aseither
apublic servant or an elected official in the Philippinesfor, |
think, threeto four decades, and are considered by many peo-
ple to be the senior parliamentarian of the nation. Lyndon
LaRouche, when asked about the Philippines’ situation, has
often stated that he considers the most severe problem facing
the Philippines to be the lack of |eadership since the time of
the overthrow of President Ferdinand Marcos by extra-legal
means in 1986. What is your view of the period since that
time, a general overview of the developments in the Philip-
pinessince Edsa 1 [the name given to the overthrow of Presi-
dent Marcos, after the plazawhere the demonstrations against
him were centered] ?
Tatad: Wehave, | believe, moved from onehump to another
without really overcoming our major problems. The leader-
ship vacuum began after Marcos and continuesto thisday. In
fact, on the last anniversary of Edsa 1, Feb. 25, 1986—that
was the overthrow of Marcos—the mgjor players still man-
agedto assembleon Edsa, but therewashardly acrowd. There
weremoredemonstrators, or potential demonstrators|against
the Edsaproponents], who were being barred from going into
Edsa by the police in various parts of Metro Manila. At the
center of the supposed celebration, there was no crowd, and
obviously Ramos and Cory [former Presidents Fidel Ramos
and Corazon Aquino] were redlly, really very disappointed.
The headline of the leading paper in Manila, The Inquirer,
the next day screamed, “Where Are the People?’

...l think it isgenerally realized that this country needs
a stronger leadership, and it is not there. | would probably
venture to say that if an honest-to-goodness survey were run
anywhere in the country today about Marcos, he would win
the votes. He would be voted as probably the man we need
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tion to identify certain parties even at this stage.

There are sectors in the country today, who believe that
this system is simply exhausted, that it will no longer work,
that elections are no longer the answer; that perhaps some-
thing elseis needed, something quite drastic—which nobody
needsto spell out. Then the country will move forward.

In any case, one final sentence: There is total agreement
that this country needs to be led, and there is no sign on the
horizon of emerging strong leadership.

EIR: On the globa crisis, LaRouche has argued that the
utopian faction—thewar factionwithintheBush Administra-
tion and in the Congress, which really crosses party lines—is
intent on awar in the Middle East primarily to disrupt Eur-
asian unity, asin the old “divide and conquer” imperial poli-
cies; and that the drive for a military presence in the Philip-
pinesis, likewise, ageopolitical policy that isaimed more at
creating a staging ground for future military operations in
Asiageneraly, and, in particular, encircling China.

I would ask you to comment on the Iraq situation, and

then, on the United States military plans in the Philippines
that have become acrisis over these last weeks.
Tatad: | wouldlikefirst torefer tothesituationinthePhilip-
pines: how our people, the government, themedia, and every-
body else, are responding to theseissues. First of al, thereis
very limited discussion in depth of these issues. The focus of
the country remains mainly parochial and insular, and from
time to time, the headlines scream about Irag, but there is
realy very little effort to organize the data or the analysis.
Even in the Senate, which traditionally concerned itself with
foreign policy issues, we are not hearing much.

In fact, last week, the only relevant thing people heard
from therewas something | said when | went over thereat the
invitation of the Senate press. | talked about the Mindanao
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war, then Senator Aquilino Pimentel followed up. Today,
even as we speak, some groups are getting organized, under
the leadership of Vice President Teofisto Guingona, to stage
an anti-war rally at Manila' s Rizal Park. It is expected to be
quite big.

| share the concern of many who do not understand until
now why the United States seemssointent onwaging aunilat-
era strike on Irag, given the fact that, first of all, the evi-
dence—the smoking gun, so called—isnot there; the inspec-
tions are ill going on; some 30 million people, from
Tasmaniato |celand, came out after the second Blix report to
the Security Council, to voice their protest. I’ ve really never
understood the rush, the push to war.

When | was in Washington last October, | had a meeting
with somefriends, who, | believe, have some direct accessto
the White House, and | raised the question: What happens if
and when the two other countries mentioned by President
Bush in his “axis of evil” speech—namely North Korea and
Iran—should simultaneously initiate their own actions
against the United States? After all, they have been named as
“enemies,” they are on the checklist, and they could presume
they would be next. The day after that, | read inthe American
media, that the North Koreans had, in fact, admitted that they
werein possession of nuclear weapons. Until now that story
has not changed. In fact, it has been confirmed and recon-
firmed, several times. But the approach taken by the United
States on North Korea has been markedly different from the
approach taken on Irag. Diplomacy for North Korea, which
has proclaimed possession, but war against Irag, which pro-
testsitsinnocence.

EIR: [Maaysian Prime Minister] Dr. Mahathir, at the Non-
Aligned Movement meeting, said that shows clearly that this
isawar on Islam.

Tatad: Yes, it provokes that kind of conclusion on the part
of somepeople. | do not have enough datato sharethe conclu-
sion, but even with this limited premise, one is forced not
to entirely discount it. And then, when you read all of the
statements coming from the supporters of a unilateral strike,
and statements by United States officials, Australian politi-
cians, and others, and even the usually sober intellectuals
writing in the American press—when you read what they
write, you notice the passion and the readiness to vilify those
who take a different view. If you are an American taking a
different position, you are branded as a traitor; if you are
not an American, but a European or somebody else, you are
instantly ridiculed and abused. The qualityof palitical-intel-
lectual exchangeinthe United Stateshassufferedalot, simply
becausethey are determined to wagewar. But hasitimproved
the moral position of the United States? | wonder.

We have to look at what happened to Afghanistan. All of
this was triggered by 9/11, and, of course, the world under-
standswhy the Bush Administration is so determined to fight
terrorism, aswe dl are. | don’t believe there is any govern-
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ment intheworld today, that isnot prepared to fight terrorism
with everything they’ ve got. But first, the decision to go after
al-Qaedaand the Taliban wasbilled asasuccess up to apoint,
but the main target, Osamabin Laden, is nowhere accounted
for—infact, the tapesthat have come up show that heisvery
much alive and kicking. In the meantime, Afghanistan has
falen into different hands, and now it's easier to build all
those pipelines through Central Asia. So, when you look at
Irag and the history of United States involvement there, you
can't help but raise the same questions—are they after Sad-
dam Hussein simply because he is evil, or are those people
right in saying that oil is the more important reason after all?
That is a most disturbing issue to people so far away from
the scene.

United States Policy Toward the Philippines

Now, probably, we should look at the American decision
to participate in eliminating the kidnap-for-ransom gang
called Abu Sayyaf in Sulu, southern Philippines.

Last year therewasamilitary exercise, Balikatan, on Ba-
silon island. Some United States troops were involved, and
the same Abu Sayyaf wasthetarget. At thetimethe exercises
began, the international media, confirmed by Philippine au-
thorities, were talking of 70-80 Abu Sayyaf bandits. They
poured in thousands of troops, and claimed to have finished
off the leader of this gang. Now they are back in Sulu, and
they aretalking of 400-500 Abu Sayyaf bandits. Are we now
beingtoldthat after oneexercise, wherehundredswerekilled,
many more wounded, and infinitely more displaced, the Abu
Sayyaf has multiplied in number?

Assuming that to be correct, what is the constitutional
and legal basisfor the United States combat presence? Very
clearly the Pentagon is interested in validating its doctrine
that the United States has the capability to project power si-
multaneously on two or three fronts. If Iraq blows up, that
would congtitute a mgjor offensive, and Sulu, the smaller
scale campaign. But the Constitution of the Philippines does
not allow the entry of United States forces to fight our own
internal enemies. The Philippine-United States Mutual De-
fense Treaty, which was signed in 1951, does not alow it
either, and the 1998 Visiting Forces Agreement, of which |
was one of the principal sponsorsin the Senate Resolution of
Concurrence, does not authorize anything of this sort at all.
In fact, the Visiting Forces Agreement is simply an adminis-
trative agreement that definesthelegal regime duringthevisit
of United States troops in the Philippines. THe visit itself is
authorized by a liberal construction of the Mutual Defense
Treaty.

So, we have a problem here. Even those who support the
United States in amost everything, even the most devoted
friends of the United States in the Philippines, have some
problems. Looking at what is happening in the South, they
can not simply accept it, knowing that it viol atesthe Constitu-
tion. It violates our treaty arrangements, and it may not even
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be necessary after all.

Now since we do have an excellent relationship, the
United States could probably just help equip our Armed
Forces so that they could deal more effectively with the prob-
lem themselves.

Now the world is being told that our troops are being
trained by the Americans. Let us not forget that our soldiers
aremoreexperiencedin guerrillawarfarethantheir American
counterparts. It was in Sulu, remember, that, under General
Pershing, the Americansinvented the45-caliber pistol against
the unstoppable Moro fighters. | don't believe that the situa-
tion has changed much. We have the most battle-tested war-
riorsin the South. In peacetime they are fighting each other,
one family against another, but any time there is an opportu-
nity, they unite to fight the Armed Forces of the Philippines.
In this case, they will unite to fight American forces, if the
mandate does not change.

So thisis a serious problem that must be addressed. It is
made much more serious by the fact that there has been no
transparency in the whole arrangement. The decisions have
just been presented to us as afait accompli. The suspicion is
that President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo has entered into a
secret agreement with President Bush, but more and more
people are beginning to think that probably Gen. [Angelo]
Reyes, the Secretary of National Defense, isthe onewho has
entered into such arrangementswith [United States Secretary
of Defense] Donald Rumsfeld, with or without the authority
of the President of the Philippines.

In fact, the latest information coming out of Washington
seemsto support the view that Secretary Reyesis developing
his own political agenda on the basis of his contacts with the
Pentagon. The formation of the Defense Policy Board last
August provokes certain seriousquestions. If yourecall inthe
time of President Quirino, when the Philippines government
was fighting the Huks [in the 1950¢], the United States gov-
ernment at thetimeindicated to Quirinothat he could get more
military aid if he named Ramon Magsaysay of Zambales,
Secretary of National Defense. Quirino obliged. He replaced
Defense Secretary Ruperto Kangleon, put Magsaysay in, and
then—boom!—that’ s the end of Quirino. He was immedi-
ately subjected to intense black propaganda, while Magsay-
say wasbeing built upinthelocal and the United States press.
Under thedirection of thefamousCI A guy, Edward Lansdal e,
Magsaysay became the next President.

Now, some people think the same recipe could work
again. But thisdoes not describewhat the United Statesmight
have in store for the country, especially in Mindanao.

EIR: What do you think should be done, or could solve, the
problem with the Moros?

Tatad: It would be useful if asector of the American public,
both in the media and in government, were to take notice of
the situation and express their views onit. Thetroubleisthat
even in the Philippines, those who express a contrary view
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are isolated, because the mainstream media are, basicaly,
acting asmouthpiecesof the Administration, and areso easily
impressed by American troops kissing babies in the South-
ern Philippines.

EIR: Therehavebeen, repeatedly, proposalsmadefor major
infrastructure-devel opment projectsin the South, as the nec-
essary prerequisitefor really dealing with the socia problems
there. Why do you think that’s aways been stalled?

Tatad: |I'mafraid | do not have enough data on the projects;
but the usual complaint in Manila, of people in government,
and even outside government, isthat because of the extent of
corruption—and thisis not only in the South, thisisall over
the country— many projectsare not implemented as planned.
Sometimesthe money just disappears. All the documentation
isusually finished, and for all intents and purposes, the proj-
ects should have been completed. But when you look at the
ground, they are not there. So, that isone problem. Itisnot so
easy for government auditors to insist on politicians in the
troubled areasliquidating their cash advances. Many political
warlords tend to regard the public funds as something that
could be utilized for private purposes. That is a major
problem.

But in addition, we don’t have the type of major projects
we are seeing or hearing about in mainland Southeast Asia,
or in other parts of Asia. For instance, when you look at
Thailand, you' re impressed with what you are seeing there.
They are talking of mega-projects. You have al those road
and rail projects aimed at linking vast parts of Asiathrough
Thailand. We'rehearing of canal constructionthat would link
the Andaman Sea to the Gulf of Thailand. These are great
ideasthat, somehow, they areabletoimplement, but wedon’t
have these thingsin this country, and least of all in the South.
But these are some of the things that we need.

It's not only Southeast Asia, but China. And India' s in-
volved. Russiaisinvolved. | think the idea of the “strategic
triangle” should become much more alivein the Philippines.
It should spill over. Of course, we are an archipelago; we are
not connected, and we will not benefit from a trans-Asian
raillway system.

EIR: Let me ask now on the economics side. EIR recently
wrote an article titled, “Philippines Confronts ‘ Argentine
Crisis’ [Dec. 13, 2002], showing that the I nternational M one-
tary Fund and the international financial institutions, which
are facing a massive, global financia crisisin their own ad-
vanced-sector banking system, have decided to simply cut of f
some of the most indebted countries, which, of course, has
already happened in Africa, and is now happening in Argen-
tina, and could very well happen to the Philippines.
What isyour sense of the financial crisis?

Tatad: That's our great fear. During the “Asian Flu” [of
1997], wetook pridein saying that weweretheleast affected.
The flu started in Thailand. Now Thailand is fully recov-
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ered—not only fully recovered, but leading the region, not
only in terms of actual recovery, but in terms of great ideas.
Thebest ideason how to speed up recovery intheregion seem
to be coming from Thailand, led by the very impressive new
Prime Minister, Thaksin.

Let usstart withthe Americandollar. Thedollar isdeclin-
ing vis-avis all major currencies, probably a reflection of
what ishappening to theinternational monetary and financial
system, which is dominated by the American dollar. But the
Philippines currency is deteriorating against the United
Statesdollar! Itisavery bad situation, very ironic, saddening,
truly saddening. But what can we do?

We'renot producing anything that sells outside the coun-
try any more. The old investors have relocated. There are no
new entrants. Thedebt hasgrown faster than GDP, and al the
indicators are simply not looking good. So, thereisageneral
fear that we could bethe next Argentina. And what do we do?
Wetalk about politicsevery day. Wetalk about who isgoing
to be the next President in 2004, etc. We are not talking about
how to changethesystem at all. Thereisaneedfor ustorelate
to our stronger neighbors and learn from them, and together,
addressthelarger issues, so that we can deal with the smaller
issueswithin our national boundarieswith some ease.

| don’t see any economic team looking at the global pic-
ture at al, and | think that is afundamental defect. Thailand
has come so far from 1997, simply because it had the right
ideas. Of course, the United States succeeded in crushing the
idea of an Asian Monetary Fund, but it isfrom Thailand that
we first heard the idea of an Asian bond market. Now those
aregreat ideas, which could be useful in hel ping the countries
solve individual economic problems. But we don’'t seem to
connect at al. Wejust ook at our day-to-day survival. Some-
timesitisnot evenreal survival; itissimply virtual survival.
Solong aswelook good inthe media, we say weareall right.

EIR: Butch Valdes, the leader of the LaRouche Society in
the Philippines, whom you know well, has called on the Phil-
ippines to endorse LaRouche's proposal for a New Bretton
Woods System, to return to afixed-exchange-rate policy—
Tatad: Yes, Butch presented this statement in our Citizens
Caucus. | happen to be the convenor of a group called the
Citizens' Caucus, and wearetrying to formulate what wecall
a“Citizens Agenda.” Sincewe arenot getting anything from
anybody, we decided we the citizens should worry about the
salvation of the country. In one session, Butch presented a
paper, and | think we are al in agreement; but it istoo big an
ideafor our local officials.

Probably | should arrangeaforumfor Mr. LaRouchehim-
self, where these officials could have a candid and lively ex-
change with him, so that his views, which are becoming in-
creasingly valid, could provide them some kind of guidance.

EIR: Let me switch from thereto ask a couple of questions
on the political situation internally. In your book on the 2001
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President Ferdinand Marcos, whose overthrow in a U.S-directed
coup in 1986 was portrayed asa “ people’ s power” revolution.
The nation has been looted by the International Monetary Fund
ever since.

so-called “People's Power” coup against President Joseph
Estrada, you did not particularly defend Estrada, but you in-
sisted that the manipulation of public opinion and the breach
of the Congtitution in replacing him had institutionalized a
|lawlessmeansof overthrowing elected officials. What doyou
think isthe legacy of that today, after two years?

Tatad: Well, whenl sat ontheimpeachment court asajudge,
| thought my only duty wasto dowhat wasright. | voted along
with ten other Senators not to open an envelope that, to us,
appearedirrelevant andimmaterial at thetime. Wewereeven-
tually proven right, when the envelope was finally opened.
But that wasthething that triggered thewal k-out of the prose-
cution, and took the case to the streets, and provided the ex-
cuseto get rid of Estrada. We were savaged in the media, and
everywhere else, for doing what was right. For a while, |
thought | would not be able to recover from that.

So | went away, wrote the book, and now, two years|ater,
| seethe same people, who werereally intently agitated about
the position that | took, and there seems to be some general
agreement that they had made a very serious mistake. They
had destroyed due process.

You are correct: | did not defend Estrada. It was not my
duty to do so, and | was not in aposition to do so. That would
have been wrong, because | sat there asajudge, and my duty
wasto defend and preservethe constitutional process. Among
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law professorsand lawyers, itisnow
generally conceded that the Supreme
Court justices not only erred, but
rather violated the Constitution; that
Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo remains
anilligitimate President; and that Es-
trada never vacated the Presidency,
except that he is detained without
bail right now.

When Gloria said that she's not
running in 2004—that was in De-
cember—I| said that, well, thisisre-
ally an admission that she could not
hack it, so she should not only not
run, sheshould step down. If shedoes
not, then the Supreme Court justices
who ruled that Estrada had resigned
even without having done so, should
now be able to construe Arroyo’s
statement as a resignation.

EIR: You don't accept her claim
that she was dropping out of therace
in order to unite the country, and to
beginto solvethe severe problemsof
the country?
Tatad: Everythingwasaploy. And
I'll tell you why she did it. She was
not governing, but simply campaign-
ing at the time. Everybody was
seeing through everything she was
doing, and she was not getting any
headway at all. The poor communi-
ties, which she had tried to win over
with several vigits, each time with a
lot of goodies, were simply not re-
sponding. There was also intense talk on the ground, of res-
tivenessin the military at the time. So some advisors, includ-
ing some friends of mine, told her that the only way to calm
down this restiveness was for her to say she was not running
in 2004. This she said, but she never gave up theidea.
Infact, | wrote an article two days ago, where | said that
the major diplomatic quartersin Manilanow assume that she
isrunning in 2004. | just received adocument from the South,
saying that in the Mindanao State University, the President
there has organized a 4,000-strong chapter to work for her
candidacy under the direction of the presidential assistant for
development of that area. So, if elections are held as sched-
uled, she would be a candidate, assuming her relations with
President Bush do not sour overnight.

EIR: Since she was put in power, Gloria has established

fairly strong relations with Dr. Mahathir, and has moved,
very hesitantly, but hasmoved somewhat, to try to work with
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Thefour Presidents since Marcos was overthrown (clockwise fromtop): Corazon Aquino,
Fidel Ramos, Joseph Estrada, and Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo. When Estrada threatened to
assert some degree of Philippine nationalism, he was subjected to a rerun of the 1986

“ people’ s power” coup—the subject of a book by Kit Tatad.

ASEAN and the ASEAN+3 grouping [the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations, plus China, Japan, and South Ko-
rea]. Do you think that—given that she will be President for
the next year and a half, most likely, and given that thisisa
period of probably the most intense crisis in history in the
world economy, and that Asia is very much the center of
development—do you think that she might be brought to take
more serious leadership as a result of her relations with
these leaders?

Tatad: Therea problem, Mike, isthat her only base of sup-
port right now, really, isthe United States It is the perceived
support of President Bush that keeps her politically alive. She
does not have alocal base. She was put in there by the civil
society, the military, and big business, and, of course, some
hierarchs of the Church. Now the churchmen are stopped
fromcriticizing her. Sheisthe baby, so whilethe Bishopsare
appalled by the corruption and immorality in her government,
they are simply stopped from saying anything.
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The same with big business. But if you talk to the M akati
businessmen, privately, youwill betold that they arelooking
for someone they could support in 2004. Now, 1I'd like to
believe that between now and 2004 is only amatter of ayear
and afew months, and we should al be abletowait. But more
and more people are saying she should not be allowed to
finish. That is my fear. With the developmentsin Mindanao,
| believethat sentiment will intensify, and depending on what
we see later today—there’ s going to be an anti-war rally led
by the Vice President, whom she installed in office with the
help of the Congress—we' |l beableto forecast theimmediate
future alittle more correctly.

EIR: One of the things | sent you this morning was Mr.
LaRouche' sown State of the Union Address, and in that, you
will see that he has a very striking formulation of the fact
that George Bush, athough he is totally unqualified to be
President of the United States, is the President, and will be
for the next two years, which is the most crucia period in
history. And therefore, LaRouche approaches this not so
much based on the weaknesses of George Bush, personally,
but that we have to move the Presidency, of which the Presi-
dent isonly apart of the broader institutions that really make
upthePresidency. Thatiswhat | wasgetting atinmy question,
because, as you have said, if we have a continued, repeated
transfer of power from one person to another, without estab-
lishing alegitimate basis, then nothing will get done, because
nothing will change.

Tatad: Thereisgreater respect for institutionsin the United
States than in the Philippines, unfortunately. I’ ve seen some
of the books written about George W. Bush. Some of your
politicians still continue to say that he was elected by the
Supreme Court, not the American people. Some of the same
statements are being made here with respect to Gloria, except
that there is a distinction. In the case of George Bush, the
Supreme Court interpreted the law in his favor. Here, the
Supreme Court invented the facts to support Arroyo. So, the
respect for the Supreme Court remains in the United States.
Here, | conducted asurvey in my last caucus. | asked aques-
tion about the Supreme Court, and out of 302 respondents,
226 said that the decisions of the justices are tainted with
political considerations when they decide cases affecting
Arroyo.

Thisisthe problem, Mike. It happened with Cory Aquino.
There were seven coup attempts, despite the fact that she
was supposedly popular, simply because she did not have a
mandate. Now, there are some well-meaning people, who are
saying, “Okay, it isavery short time between now and 2004;
we'reinthemiddleof avery seriouscrisis. Why don’t we get
together, forget Gloria, and just push the country forward.”
Now, many arewilling to do that. Unfortunately, many others
cannot forget Gloria, because sheisthere, she's on top. And
now her political ambitions have resurfaced. That is a big
challenge.

EIR March 14, 2003

EIR: Lastly: Withthe severity of the current crisis, and with
the future of mankind depending to a great extent on Asia,
being the home of most of the world’s population; and with
the revolutionary transformation that has taken off over the
last few weeks, mostly in responseto the threat of aunilateral
war on Irag, aninternational aliance has been created which
has the potential, not only to prevent the war, but could also
forge anew world economic system, along the lines that Mr.
LaRouche has proposed. What is your sense of the mission
of the Philippines as a nation, in the context of this world
historic crisis?

Tatad: I'd like to believe, Mike, that there is a role, an
important role, that acountry like the Philippines could play.
The world is in a state of moral decay, and it has got to
be renewed morally. This is a function of leadership. The
Philippines is a Christian country, the only Christian, pre-
dominantly Cathalic, country, in this part of the world. If it
takes this quality seriously, and learns to impose some rigid
moral criteria upon its political leaders, then there is till
a chance of producing a morally upright, forward-looking
political leadership, that could make its voice heard in the
community of nations.

But, having said that, | will have to insist that, while
morality is an important and indispensable requirement, it
is not enough to be simply moral. One has to be competent
and forward-looking, and receptiveto new ideas. Great ideas
are needed, and we must have the power and the will to
implement those ideas. If the global financia system isin
disarray, it has to be reconstructed to benefit al its parts. |
think that in Asia today we have the advantage of having
a large dynamic population capable of supplying al our
manpower needsfor yet ageneration or two or more, without
having to worry about such things as aging or greying of
the workforce. These are not our problems. So we could
confidently begin to work on the ideas that are already on
the table. The Strategic Triangle of cooperation that was
put forward in 1998, by [Russian Prime Minister Y evgeni]
Primakov, and was taken up by the leaders of China and
India, could be one such great idea.

If we could begin to work on this, and forget for awhile
theenmitiesthat divideus, we could surge ahead. Theleaders
of thiscountry should be ableto look far beyond itsterritorial
boundaries, and see everything there. The large Asian proj-
ects that are either already on the ground or in the pipeline,
which could changetheface and future of Asiaand Europe—
they have to involve us now. We have to take a serious
interest in them, and try to be part of them. Not having the
capital or the technology, we must now seek long term
agreements that would allow usto share capital, technology,
expertise with our neighbors, so that we could implement
large common undertakings. This is what should possess
the minds of our leaders now. We must stop thinking small.
It is the only way we can have an impact on the region
and beyond.
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