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LaRouche Addresses America’s
College Campuses

Lyndon LaRouche held the inaugural national campus
Internet webcast of his Presidential campaign on April 24: a
dialogue with journalists from about 20 campuses, and other
youth activists.

Blasting the war policy of the Bush Administration,
LaRouche pointed to his January 2001 forecast that the
incoming Bush Presidency would be hit with an economic
catastrophe, similar to that facing Germany in 1928-33. He
warned at that time, that some dcspcm.lc I'()rccsl\\'()uld do LAROUCHE Audio archive
what was done in Germany with the Reichstag Fire, providing u
the pretext for making Hitler a dictator. “On Sept. 11, 2001,” LaRouche alld transcrlpt
said, “we had our Reichstag Fire"—and the drive for war against Iraq www.larouchein2004.com are available
was launched by Vice President Cheney and his “chicken-hawks.” The &
solution, LaRouche said, lies in an FDR-style economic policy: “If we on the web5|te-

solve the economic crisis, I believe we can control the war crisis.”
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From the Associate Editor

L ong-time readers dEIR will notice that we have placed on our
cover, once again, the zombie image from our cover story of Jan. 12,
1996, which was headlined “Newt Gingrich Looks at the Future.”
Well, “the future” is here—and the undead Gingrich is back. Then,
he was leading the assault against President Clinton, on behalf of the
House of Windsor and related oligarchical circles known as the Club
of the Isles. Today, he is the lackey of the neo-conservative group in
the Bush Administration, around Vice President Cheney and Secre-
tary of Defense Rumsfeld—the “new empire” gang. From the British
Empire to a new American Empire, the mentality is not very different.

Lyndon LaRouche analyzes that mentality in digature this
week, on what he calls the “Pantheo-cons.” The “religious fundamen-
talist” pantheon associated with Dick Cheney’s core political base,
LaRouche shows, is derived from the existentialism of Hegel and
Nietzsche, just as the Nazi system was. But the Pantheo-cons are
have, and intend to use, nuclear weapons. But there are also more
profound reasons for the menace to civilization they represent. “Nu-
clear weapons may destroy men’s bodies,” LaRouche writes; “the
insane pantheonic system which is a crucial element in the hard core
of Cheney’s base, destroys both bodies and souls.”

LaRouche has emerged as the leading opponent of this fascist,
Gingrichite insurgency—despite the continuing efforts of the Demo-
cratic National Committee and the media to suppress his Presidential
candidacy. See page 58 for the amazing story of how LaRouche
has raised more individual contributions than any other Democratic
Presidential candidate—i.e., he has a broader base of public sup-
port—and rankgourth among the ten candidates in total money
raised, outpacing Sen. Joe Lieberman, among others.

SeeNational for a first report on LaRouche’s campaign webcast
with campus youth—we’ll have more on this next week.

We also have a rich array of interviews, with reflections on the
Irag War and the global political crisis from Father Eliseo Mercado
of the Philippines; former U.S. Sen. Eugene McCarthy; and Tito
Howard, the producer of a documentary on Israel’s deliberate attack
on theUSSLiberty during the June 1967 Arab-Israeli war.
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California Re-Regulation: Sign
Of Sanity Amid the Collapse

by Harley Schlanger

A long-overdue Cdlifornia electricity re-regulation bill,
SB 888, was announced on April 8 by State Sen. Joe Dunn
(D-Santa Ana) and a number of Democratic Party leaders
in the State Assembly. It would end the state’s disastrous
deregulation “experiment” which has been the target of a
renewed nationwide mobilization by Lyndon LaRouche's

campaign against the insanity of deregulation since August
2000, when that experiment began. The Dunn bill was the
first sign of sanity inwhat hasbeen otherwiseadismal process
of finger-pointing and ducking reality since the California
legislature convened in January.

It isalso the most recent indication that key leadersin the

Feds Still Nuts
Over Dereg

“We aren’t mending it; we're ending it,” California State
Sen. Joe Dunn said on April 8 regarding the state’ s notori-
oudly failed electricity deregulation law (Assembly Bill
1890). Although, so far, no Republicans have signed onto
Dunn’s re-regulation hill, there is a Democratic majority
in both houses of the State Legislature, and Gov. Gray
Davis has indicated his support for the measure. Senate
Bill 888, the Repeal of Electricity Deregulation Act of
2003, returnsoversight and regul ation of California selec-
tricity and natural gas industries to the Public Utilities
Commission, for the benefit, and to protect the interests,
of the citizens of the State.

“Customer choice” would be ended. Utilitieswould be
guaranteed a fair 10% return on investment, charging a
“cost-of-service” price, in return for making investments
to meet the needs of their customers. Incentives would
encourage utilities to invest in transmission lines; and the
moratorium on companies selling their power-generating
assets would be extended from 2005 to 2010.

While the state of California hastaken stepsto follow
Lyndon LaRouche’ s advice, and “put the toothpaste back
inthetube,” elected officialsin Washington, D.C. are till
trying to expand electricity deregulation, to remove even
the last vestiges of protection for consumers. For the past
two years, the Bush Administration has tried to push
through the Congress a broad-ranging energy bill, which
went down in flames after the Cheney Task Force/Enron/
Halliburton scandals in the previous Congressional ses-
sion. If the proposals had been passed to forge ahead with
yet more deregulation of the electricity sector, that would
have done worse damage to the ecology than any drilling
in Alaska, and would have devastated the economy of
thisnation.

In the current Congressional session, another try is
being made to patch together an energy hill. The Senate
version has been stripped of the controversial Alaska oil
proposal, which is, however, included in the House ver-
sion. The economic-conservative hawks on Capitol Hill
have not given up on wrecking the national electricity sys-
tem. They have proposed to mandate more deregulation,
by taking oversight of thetransmission grid from the states
and handingit over totheFederal Energy Regul atory Com-
mission (FERC)—the same FERC that could see no signs

4  Economics
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California Democratic Party are acknowl-
edging, at least in private, what they are
afraid to admit publicly: that Democratic
Presidential pre-candidate  Lyndon
LaRouche has been right all along, on the
economy and related issues.

Cdlifornia, recognized as the “richest
stateintherichest nation,” hasbeenin eco-
nomic free fall ever since electricity dere-
gulation was phased in, beginning in the
Summer of 2000. According to its neo-lib-
eral exponents, deregulation would lead to
increased competition, which would force
electricity providers to be more efficient,
thereby offering lower prices for consum-
ers. It was sold to legidlators as part of the
same “New Economy” ideological hype
which claimed that “free trade” would in-
crease California sexports, and that the so-
called high-tech information technology
revolution, centered in the Silicon Valley, represented a new
economic paradigm, inwhich owning stockswould guarantee
that virtually everyone could becomerich.

LaRouche Takes On the Delusions
It was in a state of euphoria, induced by this irrational
belief in the “New Economy,” that electricity deregulation

The LaRouche campaign’ s three-year mobilization for electricity reregulation—

“ putting the toothpaste back in the tube” —has battled ideol ogical obstacles and free-
trade lunacy; LaRouche Youth Movement del egations have repeatedly invested the
legislature in Sacramento.

was passed in 1996 by the California Assembly, without a
singledissenting vote! Not asingleelected official inthe state
had a clue of what wasto come, as they were blinded by the
delusionscreated by free-trade deregul ationideol ogy, andthe
big-buck lobbyistsof Enron, Dynegy, and the other energy pi-
rates.

Theonly significant voiceagainst thiswasthat of Lyndon

of manipulation or illegalitiesin the Californiaenergy de-
bacle, until that state had been fleeced of nearly $9 billion.
The original draft of the Senate energy bill aso proposed
to eliminate what little protection remains for electricity
consumers, through repeal of the Public Utility Holding
Company Act. PUHCA wasenactedin 1935, inthe Roose-
velt era, in order to eliminate use of market power and
fraudulent abuses of the type that took place recently in
Cdlifornia.

In response to overwhelming opposition to more el ec-
tricity deregulation, expressed at a hearing on the bill on
March 27, Senate Energy Committee Chairman Pete Do-
menici (R-N.M.) announced that the electricity portion of
the bill will be re-drafted. The repeal of PUHCA isin-
cluded in the House version of the energy bill, which
passed on April 11.

Oneof thestrongest statementsin oppositionto repeal -
ing the Public Utility Holding Company Act at the hearing
camefrom Glenn English, representing the National Rural
Electric Cooperative Association. Its 1,000 members are
consumer-owned and not-for-profit electric cooperatives,
serving more than 35 million consumers. “Now is the
wrong time to repeal PUHCA,” English stated. “While it
has not been adequately enforced, PUHCA ismorecritical

today than ever to protect consumers from abuses in the
utility industry. It was PUHCA that prevented Enron from
owning, and abusing, more than one electric utility [Port-
land General Electric, in Oregon]. It was PUHCA that
should have prevented Enron and many other companies
... fromshiftingtherisksof their unregul ated and offshore
activitiestoretail consumersin the United States.” Rather
than repealing PUHCA, English urged, FERC should be
given more authority to review mergers between electric
utility holding companies.

That call was echoed by Alan Richardson, president of
the American Public Power Association (APPA), repre-
senting 2,000 publicly owned power and municipal elec-
tric utility systems, serving 40 million customers, mainly
insmall communities. Andfor thefirst time, anassociation
representing large industrial users of electricity also op-
posed the repeal of PUHCA. Industrial users, believing
the propagandafrom Enron that deregulation would lower
their costs, were the biggest promoters of electricity dereg
during the 1990s. John Anderson, executivedirector of the
Consumers Resource Council, told the Senators: “1 argue
that [PUHCA] is needed at least as much today as it was
when it was enacted. . . . In fact, in some ways PUHCA
should be strengthened.” —Mar sha Freeman

EIR May 2, 2003
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LaRouche, whose campaign against deregulation began in
thelate 1970s, when the Carter Administration, under control
of Wall Street operatives such as Paul Volcker, began the
dismantling of the regulatory agencies established during the
last Depression, which were created to protect the American
public from corporate looters. It was LaRouche who first ex-
posed theillegal operations of Enron, and pointed toward its
bankruptcy in a February 2001 Presidential campaign pam-
phlet. And it was LaRouche, almost alone, who insisted that
the 1996 deregulation bill be repealed, and that regulation of
power and electricity be restored.

Asthe electricity rates skyrocketed in the first quarter of
2001, the LaRouche in 2004—the Democratic Presidential
pre-candidate’ scampai gn committee—produced apamphl et,
LaRouche on the California Energy Crisis: As Seen and Said
by the Salton Sea. Thetext wasan addresshedelivered to one
of the first weekend cadre schools of students from colleges
on the West Coast, many of whom later formed the core of
the LaRouche Y outh Movement (LYM). AstheLYM grew,
its members deployed regularly to the Californialegislature,
demanding that Gov. Gray Davis (D) intervene to stop the
looting of the state’ sfinancesby the energy pirates, andinsist-
ing that deregul ation berepeal ed. It waswhen Davisand other
state officialsfinally denounced Enron, Reliant, and the other
energy pirate companies, and demanded Federal investiga
tionintowhy thepriceshad gone up so high, that the corporate
scam operation known as Enron, began to unravel.

Unfortunately, this did not occur until after the bank-
ruptcy of the Pacific Gas and Electric utility in California,
and after the state of California had borrowed more than $11
billion to buy the exorbitantly priced electricity to keep the
lightson in the state.

Itisinthiscontext that Senator Dunn and hisalliesin the
Assembly introduced SB 888. Thisbackground explainswhy
one prominent Democratic legidator suggested that the bill
be called the “LaRouche Re-Regulation Act of 2003.”

Budget CrisesWorsen

The present budget crisis, which finds the state with a
deficit estimated at $35 billion, began with the increase in
debt to purchase €electricity. It was worsened by the overall
economic and financial turbulence created by the energy
deregulation debacle, and then heightened further by the
effects of the popping of the “New Economy” bubbleand the
subsequent collapse of Silicon Valley. Revenues continue to
plummet, and the state is dangerously close to running out
of cash.

There are reports that the office of Comptroller Steve
Westly is designing 10Us, which the state will be forced to
hand out in lieu of cash, when the funds run out this Summer.
Under statelaw, theorder of priority for cash paymentsplaces
education first, debt service second—meaning that health
care, infrastructure, law enforcement, parks and recreation,
etc., are all dated for massive cuts. For example, the budget

6 Economics

proposed by Governor Davis asks nursing homes, under the
Medi-Ca program, to accept a 10% cut in reimbursement
from the state.

With the state asking countiesto take up alarger share of
payments, the situation in urban centersis becoming unbear-
able. In order to address an $800 million budget shortfall in
Los Angeles County, the County Commission passed a bud-
get which includes more hospital cuts, closing libraries and
jails, and aminimum of 2,000 1ayoffs. One County Supervisor
told the Los Angeles Times, “The $800 million problem pre-
sented today is only going to be the beginning. To the extent
the state clobbers us [with further cuts], our constituents are
going to get clobbered.”

Doctorsat L osAngeles County-USC Hospital, thelargest
public hospital in the county, have filed papers to protest
further cutsin the emergency room, arguing that long waits—
up to four daysfor abed in the emergency room—and over-
crowding are already resulting in unnecessary deaths. Dr.
Ronald Kaufman, theformer chief medical officer of the hos-
pital, wrote in a legal document that the planned cuts will
“destroy” the hospital and trauma system in Los Angeles.

TimeTo Change Axioms

In the face of this deadly budget crisis, legislators have
retreated into mindless partisanship and ideological games.
Republicans refuse to accept tax and fee increases, while
Democratsarguethey will not accept certain budget cuts. Y et,
by limiting themselves to these options, they aretrappedina
situation, inwhich abudget may not be passed by thedeadline,
leading to increased costs for borrowing in the future, while
serviceswill be cut automatically for lack of funds.

The failure of existing axiomsis evident in the revealing
comments of the state’ s Finance Director Steve Peace, who
made his name as an author and producer of the 1977 Holly-
wood cult movie “Attack of the Killer Tomatoes,” and as
a co-sponsor, once elected to the legislature, of the 1996
electricity deregulation bill. Peace told reporters, about the
budget impasse, “ The choices are limited and they are bad.
... Thisis not atime for a political debate. Thisis atime
to have a business-management approach.” It is precisely
this kind of thinking which will prevent any solution from
emerging. Under these crisis conditions, a political debate
isessential. Thereisno solution in a*business-management”
approach; an emergency bankruptcy reorganization for the
whole U.S. economy is required, as LaRouche has advo-
cated it.

That legislators belatedly adopted LaRouche’ s call to re-
regulationisasign that thereis till hopethat Californialaw-
makers can still break from the budget follies of recent
months, and back the national economic reorganization and
FDR-style infrastructure plan—the “ Super-TVA” —drafted
by LaRouche. To that end, the growing forces of the
LaRouche Y outh Movement will continuetheir deployments
to the state’ s capitol at Sacramento.

EIR May 2, 2003



SE Asia Service Economy
Blown Apart by SARS

by Martin Chew Wooi Keat

Those Southeast Asian nations that clung to the assumptic
that one could have an economic recovery without massive
long-term investments in hard and soft infrastructure, are
now seeing the death of their axioms—and their people—
virtually every day, thanks to the outbreak of severe acute
respiratory syndrome (SARS). Singapore Prime Minister
Goh Chok Tong said on April 20, “If we fail to contain

tShA?S n Sln?apﬁre, I ma}y ngl becggnssthgnwkors'[kC”SISIateApriI,hashittheSoutheastAsian economies at their weakest
al our country has ever laced. ... will knoc youpoint—theirdependenceon theglobalization “ viruses’ of

backward, it may even kill you; but | can tell you, SARS exporting cheap-labor and of tourism. Theimpact is greater
can kill the economy, anall of us will be killed by the  already than that of the Sept. 11, 2001 events, or thewar in Irag.
collapsing economy.” This was the message from the Prime
Minister of the state with some of the best hospitals in
Southeast Asia. The economicimpact has been most severe in Hong Kong

A reflection on the seriousness of the situation, can bend Singapore, due to their heavy reliance on the service
gleaned from the unprecedented steps Singapore is taking  sectors. Retail sales in Hong Kong have plunged 50%, witl
to contain the outbreak. On April 21, a day after the Primelocal residents shunning shopping malls, restaurants, and
Minister’'s warning, Singapore’s Health Minister announced other crowded places, and with tourists avoiding the place
plans to quarantine 2,400 persons, all because they miglitogether. About 50 eateries in Hong Kong have temporarily
have come into contact with three infected persons. The 2,400 closed, according tothe Hong Kong Federation of Restaurant
persons are tenants and workers at a wholesale market wheard Related Trades. And if the SARS outbreak lasts another
the infected trio worked. This is in addition to 740 persons  three months, the agency predicts that one-third of the city’s
already under quarantine. A person under quarantine is ndt0,000 restaurants might be forced to close.
allowed to leave home, and has to undergo daily health checks Hong Kong may have Chinato fall back on, in an extreme
until certified not to be a carrier. To enforce the quarantinegconomic emergency; but in the case of Singapore, a nation
Singapore has resorted to using remote cameras and elec-  three-and-a-half times the size of the District of Columbié

100 mm

The SARS outbreak, caused by a new coronavirus confirmed in

tronic tags. Violators face fines and prison time. (and it has no hinterland), SARS could kill everyone, by
killing the economy—or more specifically, the service
SARSDoingWhat 9/11 Could Not economy.
As of April 23, SARS had killed at least 250 people world- Travel agents in Singapore point out that SARS has done

wide, andinfected more than 4,000. In global economic termsyhat Sept. 11, 2001 failed to do—bring travel to a screeching

it could not have hit a worse location. According to Morgan halt. After Sept. 11, travel agents complained of a 40% drop

Stanley chief economist Stephen Roach: “Unfortunately, thén sales. Now, the drop is 50-90%. People are not traveling

SARS effect is concentrated on Asia, . .. the one area that  duetofear, andthe hassle oftight health screenings at airport:

had basically been keeping the global economy afloat.” MosThousands of cab drivers in Singapore undergo temperature

SARS cases have come from certain areas of China, Hong checks to qualify for a daily “fever-free” sticker. Even with a

Kong, and Singapore. sticker, taxi earnings are down 40-75%. There are 23,000
The health infrastructure in the major epicentersis being  taxis in Singapore.

strained to the breaking point. In Hong Kong for example,  With the drastic fall in travel, the airlines of Southeast

as of April, authorities are only able to handle a worst-case Asia are facing bankruptcy. Singapore’s Changi Airport—

scenario of 3,000 patients. Hong Kong had around 700 peopla major hub for Southeast Asia—saw a slump of 280,000

hospitalized with SARS as of April 8, with dozens of new  passengers for March this year, down 11% from March of last

cases being reported daily. year. While March was bad, the worst is yet to come. For the
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first week of April, passenger traffic fell 38%, compared to
the same week last year. The number of scheduled flights
at Changi fell nearly 20% in the month, from 3,428 at the
beginning of this March, to 2,754 at the beginning of this
April. Thisfar exceeds the 7% fall in flights at Changi after
Sept. 11, 2001.

Elsewhere, South Korea's Incheon International Airport
reported a 36% divein the number of passengers on overseas
flightsin the first half of April, against the same period last
year. Hong Kong's number-two airline, Dragonair, will cut
50% of its services. Cathay Pacific, Hong Kong's number-
one airline, has so far slashed flights by 37% to save money
in light of falling passenger traffic, besides suspending all
flights between Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia and Hong Kong.
Garuda, Indonesia’s international airline, saw its load factor
drop from 80% to 60% for routes to and from Singapore,
Vietnam, Hong Kong, and China. Under normal conditions,
Indonesia receives about 2,000 visitors per day from those
four locations. Even domestic travel has been hit. Indone-
sia’s domestic airline Merpati saw a 5% drop in load
factor, and Vietnam’s second airline, Pacific Airlines, plans
to suspend its Hanoi-to-Danang service due to a 30% fall
in bookings.

Spreading EffectsHit All in Region

A number of countries in Southeast Asia, in the face of
the collapsing economy of the U.S. “importer of last resort,”
and collapsing foreign investments, had hoped for an eco-
nomic boost from well-to-do Arab tourists avoiding the
United States, Britain, Australia, etc., and from mainland Chi-
nese. Last year, 670,000 Chinese tourists visited Singapore.
Tourism contributed 10% of Singapore' sGDP, 7% of Malay-
sia's, 5% of Hong Kong's, and 4% of Vietnam’'s. SARS has
ended that avenue of escape from economic reality. As of
early April, Maaysia Airlines saw 600 flight cancellations
daily. Thai Airwaysreported 300,000 passenger cancellations
so far.

Other than the major epicenters of Singapore, Hong
Kong, and parts of China, even countries with a relatively
small number of SARS cases are finding it difficult to cope
with the impact of the disease. The main public hospital in
Penang, Malaysid's second largest city, reported that its
blood bank is drying up, because donors are staying away.
Malaysid s poultry exports to Singapore are down by 20%,
and its fruit and vegetable exports to Singapore have been
interrupted, with hundreds of trucks, loaded with fresh farm
produce, being turned away at theborder. Rail travel between
Malaysiaand Singapore hasfallen by 42%. Hotelsin Malay-
sia are reporting a drop in business of 30-40%. The Malay-
sian state of Sarawak discouraged 20,000 Sarawakians who
were working in SARS-affected places from returning home
during arecent public holiday. Viethameseworkersarebeing
barred from seeking jobs in Malaysia, as well as in
Singapore.

8 Economics

The Malaysian National Economic Action Council
(NEAC) set up ten special committeesin February to formu-
late a national economic restructuring package, in response
to the onrushing Iraq War. These special committeesare now
reviewing their proposalsin light of the outbreak of SARS,
according to NEAC Executive Director Datuk Mustapa M o-
hamed. Mustapa sai d that those sectorswhich had already felt
the impact of the war and the SARS outbreak account for
about 100,000 jobsto Malaysians.

Thai Prime Minister Thaksin Shinawatra recently au-
thorized an additional 36 billion baht in government spending
this year, of which 20 billion baht has been earmarked as an
“emergency budget.”

The SARS epidemicindirectly threatensthe banking sys-
tem, with more businesses expected to go bankrupt, and
threatens to worsen the already desperate fiscal deficits of
affected countries. In the Philippines, the government posted
awhopping one-month $557 million deficit in its balance of
paymentsin March, after a $55 million surplus for January-
February.

As even the more developed nations of Southeast Asia
struggle with SARS, the fate of the Philippines and Indone-
sia—the two nations most destroyed by the speculative as-
sault on their currenciesin 1997-98, and by the International
Monetary Fund dictates which followed—are in the greatest
danger. Large numbers of their people are laboring overseas.
There are 240,000 domestic hel persin Hong Kong, and most
of them are Filipinos. Philippine airport authorities have
been placed on aert to monitor Filipinos returning for
holidays. Indonesia has hundreds of thousands of laborers
in Malaysia and Singapore, and is now confronted with
the prospect of their return due to the falling Malaysian
and Singaporean economies, possibly bringing the SARS
virus with them.

A number of Indonesian business associations plan to
hold talks with the state-owned electricity company PLN, to
ask for lower electricity charges to help ease the burden on
companies hard hit by the war in Irag and the outbreak of
SARS. Furthermore, the hotel occupancy rates in Indonesia
had already declined by about 40% due to a combination of
the generally slow economy and terrorism, particularly since
the Bali terror bombs last October. Now, occupancy in many
hotels has fallen to 30%. Last year, Indonesia earned $3.4
billion from tourism, hard currency desperately needed to
keep the nation &fl oat.

Three emergency meetings of Asian officials have been
set up, beginning on April 26, to address the SARS crisis.
Public health ministers will meet in Kuala Lumpur, while
airport and immigration officials meet in Manila; both lead
to a heads of state and government summit in Bangkok on
April 29.

Only international health infrastructure can stop this or
any other future epidemic. And only in aphysically develop-
ing global economy, can this be achieved.
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Talks Held in Mexico on LaRouche’s
‘Great American Desert’ Development

by Marcia Merry Baker

Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche, LaRouche himself addressed these students the same d
visiting the northern Mexican state of Coahuila last Novem-(by tele-conference from Europe), stressing that we are in the
ber, participated in conferences and interviews, at which he midst of a worldwide collapse of the economy. Devastation
raised the urgent need for large-scale development of basis dramatic in the U.S.-Mexico border states, where the last
economic infrastructure—power, water, and rail—common  tenyeanaaiiladoraassembly plant operationswere con-
to the Southwestern U.S. states and the Northern Mexicacentrated, based on slave-labor pay, with no infrastructure,
states, in orderto provide the basis for restoring U.S.-Mexican and in a desert! Now job cuts, disease, and desperate ou
relations and providing needed developmentand employmemigration are rampant. Meantime, Mexico and the United
(se€ElIR, Nov. 22,2002). The “Great American Desert”isthe  States are fighting over the depleted waters of the Rio Grande
traditional name for the multi-state area LaRouche referred tqRio Bravo) River Basin, as similar insanity reigns in the
and a team he commissioned will be releasing his “Great  Lower Colorado River Basin.
American Desert” development programinfull,inearly May, = But LaRouche said, “We have a positive side to this pic-
including maps and charts, technology reviews, and key pa-  ture, which is the development of the idea of an economic
rameters. Such an infrastructure outline, on fundamentallalternative, a positive alternative to the collapse of the present
similar economic principles, was also presented in 1994 by  world monetary-financial system. This solution for the pres-
the American transport development expert Dr. Hal B.H.ent crisis, is presently centered in Eurasia, and is focussed
Cooper, Jr., who today supports LaRouche’s candidacy. upon the prospect of cooperation among France, Germany
In Mexico City over April 11-13, discussions took place and Russia, on the one side; and on Russia, China, and India,
on the LaRouche development perspective for border states/  and other countries, on the other skflgéasiar®connec-
desert lands. Dennis SmdllR Ibero-American Intelligence tion of cooperation in technology-sharing and long-term proj-
Director, and leader of the program team, presented specifics,  ects of capital improvement, infrastructure, which means :
first, to a seminar of engineers and other specialists, then teolution for the economic crisis in Asia, if that is done prop-
other interested political collaborators, and finally, and most  erly. And the same thing, the same principle applies to the
importantly, to a conference of 30 student leaders orAmericas. So, the solution exists.”
April 12. On April 26 in Los Angeles, Harley Schlanger, the West-
ern states representative of the LaRouche in 2004 campaign
committee for the Democratic Presidential nomination, will
preview this development program at a weekend organizing
school of the LaRouche Youth Movement from the South-
western states. It was at a similar youth leader event in San
Pedro, California, on Aug. 18, 2002, where LaRouche person-
ally announced his “Emergency Infrastructure-Building Pro-
gram” for the United States, for which the youth leaders are
now mobilizing in both Washington and in state capitals, as
the metric for economic emergency policy. (LaRouche’s re-
marks appeared iBIR, Sept. 6, 2002.)
LaRouche emphasized that what is required is a) the
expansion of integrated generation and distribution of electri-
cal power; b) large-scale water management; and, c) com-
bined east-west and north-south development of modernized
rail grids. He has pointed out that the common characteristic
of a section of North America—running north toward the

On Nov. 5, 2002, Lyndon LaRouche proposed the common

infrastructure “ economic driver” program for the Southwest . .
United Sates and Mexico, at an address videoconferenced to Arctic Ocean from the area of Mexico between the two

Mexican universities fromthe University of Coahuila at Saltillo. branches of the Sierra Madre—is a rich area of potential de-
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FIGURE 1
The Great American Desert
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conveyance projects are required, in-
cluding the continental “North Ameri-
can Water and Power Alliance” (NA-
WAPA, planned in the 1960s) to divert
water now flowing into the Arctic,
southward into the dry western regions;
and also various projects in Mexico to
channel northward, some of the abun-
dant run-off originating in the Southern
Sierra Madre (rivers rising in Chiapas
and Oaxaca), and the Western Sierra
Madre(risingin Jaliscoand Aguascalie-
ntes). Desalination of seawater on both
the Pacific and Gulf coasts, and also of
inland brackish waters, powered by nu-
clear reactors, can add significant vol-
umes to the water resources base in the
border regions.

» Transportation. The takedown of
rail must be reversed, with refurbished
old routes, and new high-speed inter-
city and continental lines added.

Several key aspects of the new
LaRouche program have been on the
drawing boards, or even initiated, as of
decades ago. But these initiatives were
killed during the 1970s “post-indus-
trial” policy shift. Forewarning of this,
Texas Rep. Jm Wright (D) wrote a
book, The Coming Water Crisis, in
1966. Someengineerskept up thebattle.

a Dr. Hal Cooper, who has collaborated

on LaRouche's 1997 world “Land-
Bridge’ rail routes, prepared a100-page

Source: EIR.

Shown is one of the 25 map illustrations for the forthcoming LaRouche “ Great American

Desert Development Project.”

velopment with a grievous shortage of water. This is shown
on the map of North America, which delineates areas of less
than 10 inches of average annual rainfall—extreme desert—
and the areas averaging less than 20 inches, aso drylands.
The states involved in the study are Chihuahua, Coahuila,
Nuevo Leon, Durango, Zacatecas, and San Luis Potosi, in
Mexico; and Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, California, Ne-
vada, Utah, and Colorado, in the United States.

In brief, the new program covers:

» Power. Integrated distribution, and increased high-tech
generation, including by nuclear facilities, aswell asfromthe

10 Economics

study in March 1994, for 21st Century
Science & Technology, titled, “Future
Development Needs for the Energy,
Water, Industrial and Transportation In-
frastructure in the Southwestern United
States and Northern Mexico.”

Now LaRouche, andthel aRouche Y outh Movement, are
taking the point to force through this kind of development
policy. LaRouche explained to the Saltillo youth meeting last
November, “Thus, the infrastructural development needs of
thestatesof the Southwestern U.S.A. and of NorthernMexico,
are not only complementary, but are integral features of im-
proved U.S.A.-Mexico cooperation. . . . These also represent
relatively large-scale potential for employment to absorb the
effects of the collapse of employment in large sectors affect-
ing Mexicansresident in the U.S.A. or employed in Mexico
producing product exported to the U.S.A.”
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Report From Germany by Rainer Apel

Schroder ShootsHimsalf in the Foot he would hold a special SPD conven}

tion to try to win over his critics. This

. . . ) convention, he said, would be a“test of
Fiscal austerity measures are undermining the Chancellor’s governability for the SPD”: he expects

public support at a crucial moment of history. 80-90% of party members to suppor

his Agenda 2010, and added that any
percentage below that implied a no
confidence vote, so that he could np

W longer govern.
hen  Chancellor Gerhard mentfor more than a year, sounds in- This rash attempt to armtwist the
Schraler returned from his April 11- sane to many voters, at a time whearty base has been read by marly
12 meetings in St. Petersburg withunemployment keeps increasing. The members, not as a sign of &afso
Russian President Vladimir Putin and labor unions and numerous welfarestrength, but rather of his weakness.
French President Jacques Chirac—thganizations have responded with pro-  Those who plan to collect the 70,000
“Anti-War Three” in Europe—he was tests, but the Chancellor has so fagnatures by mid-June that are re-
hit with unexpected turbulence on thestayed committed to his agenda, quired to hold an APD referendum
domestic policy front. His stubbornre-  mocking the critics as “notorious rati:0% of the total party membership)
fusal to abandon monetarist budgetble-rousers” who are notworthy of se-  have restated their firm intent to mpbi-
cutting austerity raises the prospect of rious attention. lize voters against the Agenda. It is
the Chancellor being out of a job by  Not even in the national executive therefore, not very likely that
Summer—uwhich would be welcomed  of his own Social Democratic Pa®ghrader will succeed in rallying
result by those in Washington who(SPD), has Schider been able to si- those 80-90% of members behind| his
want a “regime change” in Berlin, as lence critics; and at the party bapslicy. Itis more likely that a majority
well as by the German media that toghere is widespread disgust with the will vote against the Agenda. What
the Anglo-American line. Agenda 2010. The fact thatin the Felwould the Chancellor do, then?
Schraler, a Social Democrat, has2 elections for state parliament in  Would he step down, just like that?
not been able to formulate an eco- Hesse and Lower Saxony, this dis@ursivould he come up with some dea
nomic-social policy that would earn translated into a giant abstention of with his critics, that would permit him
him majority support from the popula-  SPD voters, which led to vote lossedofstay in office?
tion. The unabated rise of unemploy-10-20% for the SPD in many districts, The only way out of Sders
ment, which stood at above 4.66 mil- should have been the writing on thaitical dilemma—and the only solu-
lion at the end of March (out of a total wall for Schraer. tion for Germany’s economic crisis+—
population of 82 million), and the con- But he is apparently not taking sis-to scrap the Agenda 2010, and in}
tinuous public debate about new budsiously the warnings coming fromthe  stead adopt a Eurasian economi¢ de-
get austerity measures, have led to a labor unions, as well as from the pagtypment policy and support a New
situation in which the Chancellor hasleft wing, that they will use every  Bretton Woods global financial repr-
70-78% popular approval for his op- means available, from protest actigasization, modelled on Lyndon
position to the war against Irag—butto labor strikes, to block and change LaRouche’sproposals. The LaRouche
only around 30% approval for hiseco- the Agenda 2010 before the Summevement in Germany is mobilizing
nomic policy. recess in July. Especially the an-to create a political environment fo
On March 14, Schier, in an of- nouncement by party left-wingers thahis. An opening to the “other
ficial address to the Bundestag (parliabetween mid-Apriland mid-June,they ~ America”—represented by LaRoyche
ment), presented his “Agenda 2010” would collect signatures among S&dl those who are following his lead
platform, of which 90% consists of amembers for a party referendumtoim- ership—will open a flank against the
catalogue of new budget cuts, espe- poseafreeze onthe Agenda2010MWéshington war party, thatwillenableil1
cially hitting jobs, pensions, health Schraer by surprise, showing that he Germany to improve its internatiofal
care, and social welfare. Proposing had underestimated his critics.  position and have more maneuvering
cuts in unemployment benefits to a Immediately after his return from  room to deepen the Eurasian pro-
level below welfare payments, for all  St. Petersburg, Sdbralecided on a peace alliance with France and Russi4,
those who have been without employ{light-forward move, announcing that  India and China.

EIR May 2, 2003 Economics 11



1T IR Feature

THE WEIRD RELIGIONS OF CHENEY'S EMPIRE

The Pantheo-cons

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

This report was released on April 25 by the LaRouche in 2004 Presidential cam-
paign committee.

April 6, 2003

When does a religious association qualify as an expression of fascism?

With the 1648 Treaty of Westphalia, European civilization escaped from a
1511-1648 period dominated by epidemic religious warfare, warfare which had
threatened to lead to an outcome like that of Europe’s mid-Fourteenth-Century
“Dark Age.” Presently, there is a concerted effort, from within the present Bush
Administration, and others, such as Evan Bayh's Democratic Leadership Council,
to reverse the principle of that Treaty of Westphalia, an effort frankly aimed at
what could become the destruction of our civilization.

The forces committed to that awful outcome, are relying largely upon develop-
ing and deploying a certain kind of U.S.A.-based pantheistic religious-political
movement, in fact a fascist movement, already comparable to, and, potentially, a
worse, nuclear menace for humanity as a whole, than the Nazi réditost of the
presentimpetus for that criminal activity, is supplied currently by a minority among
high-ranking political circles inside the U.S.A. itself. Vice-President Dick Cheney
is presently a central figure among those prominent Democratic and Republican
officials who are presently supporting that organized threat to civilization.

Although the subject of the present report is not the same as that of “‘Rumsfeld as Strangelove
11,” the nature of the present report’s subject, pantheism as a strategy, requires the inclusion
of significant duplication of, and overlap with the argument contained in that earlier
piece.—LHL

1. Inthe case of Leo Strauss, Allan Bloom, Francis Fukuyama, and others of that set, “fascist” translates
as “synarchist.” The synarchists were also formerly known to U.S. and Charles de Gaulle’s French
intelligence services as “Nazi/Communists.” Names such as Jacques Soustelle, Houston, Texas’ Jean
de Menil, and Paul Rivet, were on the list of synarchist agents operating inside Mexico, Venezuela, Peru,
and also as British assets operating inside sections of France’s intelligence services. The synarchists were
the subject of a half-hour U.S. Presidential campaign broadcast in Autumn 1984.
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In my January 2001 address on the incoming Bush Presi-
dency, | warned that it were likely, although not yet certain,
that an event would be orchestrated, analogous to that Feb.
27, 1933 Reichstag fire which was the pretext used to give
Chancellor Adolf Hitler dictatorial powers. The U.S. equiva
lent of that “ Reichstag Fire” | warned against in the broadcast,
actually happened on September 11, 2001. As| had warned,
those events were used to revive Vice-President Dick Che-
ney’ sten-year-old, Hitler-like proposalsof 1991-1992. These
resurfaced proposals became, rapidly, the foreign policy of
Cheney’ s dupe, President George W. Bush, Jr. Cheney’ s ac-
tion brought the present U.S. equivalent of the Nazis, a pack
of lackey-followers of Chicago’slate Professor Leo Strauss,
into increasing, virtually dictatorial control over U.S. policy-
making of both the Administration and also the continuing
policy of the Demacratic Leadership Council. Unless Che-
ney’ sChicken-hawksare sent back to theroost, soon, modern
civilization as we have known it may soon vanish for the
duration of generations still to come.

For reasons | shall explainin thisreport, let usrecognize
them, that gang rallied around Cheney’s fascist policies, as
the Pantheo-cons.

The essentia characteristic of the movement represented
by Cheney, isthat it is a movement for establishing an “Or-
wellian” sort of imperial, U.S.-based, worl d-wide fascist dic-
tatorship. This movement has developed a specific type of
pathological personality, asthewild public episodes of Che-
ney and Secretary Rumsfeld attest. Thistype’ stantrumsfunc-
tion for it as a substitute for actualy rational processes of
public deliberation. This pair expresses the socia grace of a
mafia-boss, who sometimes whimpers like a Macho in heat,
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“The U.S equivalent of that ‘ Reichstag Fire’ | warned against in the [ January
2001] broadcast, actually happened on Sept. 11, 2001. As| had warned, those
events were used to revive Dick Cheney' sten-year-old, Hitler-like proposal s of
1991-92.”

or, suddenly grows ugly, shouts, snarls, and spews a torrent
of diversionary wild lies, and commands to kill, as away of
attempting to divert attention from what he regards asincon-
venient factsof themoment. It isthat thuggish type of person-
ality, recalling the evil Thrasymachus character from Plato’s
Republic, which must be recognized, and diagnosed, as a
precondition for any effort to understand the behavior of Che-
ney’ sfascist gang.

| explain my own twenty-odd years' personal experience
with that gang as follows.

During Summer 1994, | was startled by the discovery of
what had been the bringing together of a common cover for
pro-Carlists with other, neo-conservative, gnostic cults. This
assortment of the culpable and the well-meaning, was domi-
nated by the influence of a combination of nominal, right-
wing Catholicsand Manichean-like Protestants. It was called
the “Christian Coalition”; | was startled, and disgusted, but
not mystified. | had been forewarned.

Already, earlier, inmy New Hampshire Democratic Pres-
idential primary campaign of 1979-1980, and the immedi-
ately following, 1980 M assachusetts primary campaign, | had
been attacked with political savagery and lying gossip, by a
leading pack within what was then styled as the so-called
“Right to Life” alliance. This attack on me by “single-issue”
ideologues, had been premised on their enraged objectionsto
my insisting upon including defense of individual human life
against those Nazi-like practices of euthanasia upon senior
citizens then already ongoing, increasingly, in the U.S.A.
That trend toward euthanasia had begun with the adoption of
the not exactly un-fascist Nixon Administration’s pro-
Malthusian repeal of the Hill-Burton law, replacing Hill-

Feature 13



Burton by the inherently unconstitutional and predatory
HMO legislation.

Several yearsafter my 1980 campaign for the Democratic
Presidential nomination, during the first administration of
President Ronald Reagan, my wifeled thefounding European
conference of the anti-Malthusian International Club of Life,
held in Germany. There was an immediate, gratuitous, sav-
age, and fraudulent attack on the European Club of Life, from
the U.S.A. That attack came to Europe, relayed via France,
from across the Atlantic, an attack directed by the gnostic
circles of my then-avowed political adversary, the dubious
Heritage Foundation’sLt.-Gen. (ret.) Daniel P. Graham. The
attack came from circles associated with a Father Paul Marx
and Christendom College in Northern Virginia.2 The leaders
of this attack included the same culpable circles which the
northern Virginiacomponent of the so-called Christian Coali-
tion represented, adecade later, in 1994.

The occasions for my shock and disgust at the gnostic
duplicity of that Christian Coalition consortium, did not end
in Summer 1994. | was startled once again, this time, when
later, continuing investigations, produced more details of the
formation of the original Christian Coalition’s alliance, be-
tween, ontheoneside, thelike of right-wing, pro-Carlist, and
also even sede vacante gnostics, and prominent figures of the
American Enterprise Ingtitute; and, on the other, some of the
varieties of Protestantism associated with the Ku Klux Klan-
rooted tradition of Harvard Professor William Yandell El-
liott’ s Fugitives, the Nashville Agrarians.

Today, under the presently ominous conditions in the
world at large, the unwholesome, pro-war alliance of those
same, traditionally anti-Semitic, right-wing, nominally Cath-
olic and Protestant varieties of gnostic sects, has been alied
with the type of pro-fascist Jews found among contemporary
followersof theavowed fascist Vladimir Jabotinsky. Thecon-
tinuing alliance of that assortment of traditional anti-Semites
with Jewswho have wandered into the fascist tradition of the
Colonel Zubatov’ sand Benito Mussolini’ sVladimir Jabotin-
sky, wasand remains ugly, but should no longer besurprising

2. From no later than Summer 1982, Graham had been a vigorously vocal
opponent of my continuing campaign for what President Ronald Reagan was
later to announce as his “ Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI)” proffer to the
Soviet Union, the devel opment of defensive systemsbased on “new physical
principles.” At that time, Graham, the same who carried the burden of his
incompetent pre-assessment of the Vietnam“ Tet Offensive’s” potential, was
violently opposed to development of “new physical principles,” and peddied
an obsolete, early 1960s design for interceptor rocketry, as part of his advo-
cacy of a pseudo-scientific “High Frontier” dogma. Graham extended his
continuing public attacks on me, after October 1982, to include histargetting
of Dr. Edward Teller on similar pretexts. Later, by the beginning of April
1983, Graham, an agent of the nest of utopians called the Heritage Founda-
tion, was presenting himself as the intellectual author of the SDI. Later the
same year, Graham was caught by me, and by Edward Teller, in publishing
afraudulent cropping of aletter by Teller on this object. Graham later died,
but hisrole in the matters indicated here, lives on to haunt his memory, and
the circles of Christendom College today.
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to those who recall avowed fascist Jabotinsky’ s unsuccessful
proffersto Adolf Hitler. Theflagrantly paradoxical hypocrisy
of thisgnostic alliance, is one of the more significant investi-
gative leads for understanding its current role as a leading
promoter of snarling Vice-President Dick Cheney’s* univer-
sal fascism.”®

When the case of “President of Vice” Cheney is situated
so, weareobligedtotakeinto account thefact, that the assem-
bling of this aggregation of sundry varieties of U.S. fascists,
which he and his wife, Lynne Cheney, typify within the
United States today, has aforeign origin. These gnostics are
aproduct of aninternational network, whose U.S. component
wasbuilt around aninternationally influential protégé of Chi-
cago University’ sthen President and Bertrand Russell accom-
plice, Robert M. Hutchins. That protégé of both Hutchinsand
Germany’ spro-Nazi Carl Schmitt, wasthelate Professor Leo
Strauss (1899-1973), who remains a central figure of today’s
international fascist movement.* When intelligent citizens

3. As an accreditable expert in relevant features of strategic counterintelli-
gence, | am often, repeatedly startled to similar effect. Competent analysts
abhor thetypical neurotic’ sego-drivenimpulseto delude himself, or herself,
into assuming that one already knows the answer to every investigative
paradox withfinality. Often, theexperienced analyst will recognizethe short-
term implications of a situation quickly. However, even the best (and, on
performance, | have along-standing record as among the most successful)
will sometimes require years of careful further study of a case, such as my
1979-2002 encounters with that “Christian Coalition,” to get even close to
the proverbial “bottom line.” Take two cases of individuals who continued
to operate for yearsinside my association, who proved to be agentsrecruited
by outside, adversarial interests, Laurent Murawiec and Fernando Quijano.
Murawiec was operating as an agent of |. Lewis Libby’s notorious client
Marc Rich’soperationsfrom late 1985. At about that time, in 1986, | warned
my associates of clear evidence that he represented some kind of counter-
intelligence problem, but it was several years|ater that |, personally, gained
proof in hand, that Murawiec had been acting as an agent of his Marc Rich
connections. | had defined Quijano, already in 1979, as a person whose
neurotic instabilities required watching. In January 1982, my concern was
increased, with very good cause; but, therewas no evidence of anything more
on his part than might be attributed to a neurotic’s obsession. It was only at
a 1990 conference that he openly exposed himself indelibly as an agent of
certainfascistinterests, interestsassociated with pro-Carlist circlesincluding
thegnosticsaround Christendom College. Asinthe caseof thecorrupt Chris-
tian Coalition, asin science, one must take precautionary action on account
of clear evidence, but never leap to conclusions beyond what the evidence
requires. Therefore, | continueto expect tobestartled, similarly, by numerous
future cases. The rule in investigations, is: the most knowledgeable man is
the onewho is keenly aware of what he has yet to discover.

4. On Leo Strauss and his cult, see The Children of Satan, www.-
LaRouchein2004.com, April 2003. Hutchinsand Bertrand Russell werelead-
ing figures in the founding of the pseudo-scientific “ Unification of the Sci-
ences’ cult, an association, now linked with the Moon sect, which surfaced
at that 1938 University of Pennsylvania conference during which the subse-
quent influence of a Russell-endorsed version of “linguistics,” that of Karl
Korsch and Rudolf Carnap, was launched. Most notably, Russell, together
with H.G. Wellsof “Thingsto Come” notoriety, wasthe principal organizer
of that utopian strategic doctrine of world government through preventive
nuclear war, a doctrine which was expressed in the 1946 bombing of Hiro-
shimaand Nagasaki. Strauss's Chicken-hawks, including Paul Wolfowitz's
mentor, the late Albert Wohlstetter of RAND Corporation, are a subsumed
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include the role of Hutchins' Straussin their investigations,
what they are impelled to investigate, is, in summary, the
following:

In a time when leaders of authentic branches of reli-
gious bodies are converging in ecumenical denuncia-
tion of Vice-President Dick “ Svengali” Cheney’'s de-
ploying President George “ Trilby” Bush into their
intended launching of what some of Cheney’s hench-
men have named “ World War 1V,” we see the fasci<t,
“ Chickenhawk” followers of Leo Strauss's follower,
Cheney, using queer religions, just as the Roman Em-
perors used their control over the imperial Pantheon,
as an included mind-control mechanism, both over
President Bush himself, and for binding together se-
lected elements of the pro-fascist rubbish which had
been discarded by all decent currents of the world's
religious beliefs.

My associatesand | investigated this panthei stic aspect of
the problem. The following are the relevant findings on the
relevant, specific mechanismsinvolved in therole of gnostic
religiouscults, asreligiouscults, intheLeo Straussnetwork’ s
control over Vice-President and puppet-master Dick Cheney.

outgrowth of Russell’s and Wells' roles as the joint mother of the U.S.A.’s
utopian, nuclear preventivewar faction. See, LyndonH. LaRouche, Jr., “How
Bertrand Russell Became An Evil Man,” Fidelio, Fall 1994. ThelL eo Strauss
lackey-network, of academically hatched political “Leporellos,” isaleading
subsidiary feature of the larger array of an international, so-called nuclear-
utopian network, the so-called “military-industrial complex” featuring
George Shultz's Bechtel and Dick Cheney’s Halliburton as included ele-
ments. This* complex” wasfirst built up, over the 1928-1946 interval, around
H.G. Wells and Bertrand Russell and Russell’ s collection of Hungarian ex-
iles, such as Leo Szilard, Eugene Wigner, John von Neumann, et al.

EIR May 2, 2003

“With the 1648 Treaty of Westphalia, European civilization
escaped a 1511-1648 period dominated by epidemic religious
warfare. . . . Presently, thereisa concerted effort, fromwithin
the present Bush Administration, and others such as Evan
Bayh's Democratic Leadership Council, to reverse the
principle of that Treaty of Westphalia, an effort frankly aimed
at what could become the destruction of our civilization.”

In other words: What are the psychological mechanisms by
means of which persons may be transformed into perverts
such as the followers of Professor Leo Strauss? How might
we understand, and therefore deal more effectively with the
recent spread of such homicidal mental disorders?

The tell-tale ironical feature of the Ashcroft-Cheney-
Rumsfeld allianceinsidethe government of GeorgeW. Bush,
Jr., is, as dready indicated here, the political affinity shown
between wild-eyed “fundamentalist” gnostics, a traditional
hot-bed of Ku Klux Klan-leaning anti-Semitism, all com-
bined with fascist, self-styled Zionist Jews who have been
drawn largely from backgrounds as formerly Trotskyist and
similar strains of devout atheists. Theinclusion of right-wing
professed Catholicsfromamong PopeJohn Paul 11’ spolitical -
philosophical adversaries, suchasAEl’ sMichael Novak, thus
reflectsan array of elementswhich isspecifically pantheistic,
rather than either an ecumenical association, or acase of dif-
fering religious bodies brought together by some respectable
secular principle. That intrinsically fascist pantheistic princi-
ple as such, serves asthe common ideological gluewhich, as
this report shows, sticks the elements of such a cult together
like the rubble of a caddis-fly larva's pupation, or, perhaps,
more like the subsuming principle of organization of a
slime-mold.

They Stick Together

The pantheistic underpinning showing under the skirts of
Cheney’'s leading co-thinkers, reflects the group’s proxi-
mate origins in the continuing efforts to build up a “world
religion,” as H.G. Wells Hitler-admiring circles within
“Mora Re-Armament” sought to do. We are confronted,
thus, astheranting public addresses of Rumsfeld and Cheney
show, by an important, ominous, pantheistic expression of
George Orwell’ sreal-life“Big Brother” stalking civilization
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today.® It is therefore urgent, for me and the readers, that
thepro-fascist characteristicsof certain such formsof gnostic
belief become much more widely understood than has been
the case during the recent four decades.®

A careful consideration of both thisand related evidence,
showsthat the explicitly fascist imperial policiesof theVice-
President and his L eo-Straussian Chicken-hawks, represent,
likethe published writings of Samuel P. Huntington, and like
the proposed “Revolution in Military Affairs’ generaly, a
dedication to a specifically neo-Roman world empire of an
International-Waffen-SS-modelled “ universal fascism.” This
isakind of empirebest characterized by the top-down parody
of therole of the Pantheon, and Caesar as Pontifex Maximus,
under the original Roman Empire. Thus, we have that con-
trasting reaction to Cheney’ s gang which is expressed asthe
virtually instinctive opposition by traditional religiousfaiths
to that internationally outlawed “preventive war” doctrine
which Cheney hasfoisted upon President Bush. Thehard core
of the mass-based element of support for the utopian design
for such warfare, has been supplied by an array of that kind
of half-witted, pro-fascist varietiesof nominally Christianand
Jewish cultswhich | have described above.

This, the leading popular base of the utopian Chicken-
hawk plotters, reflects the cult’s common feature; such are
the Romanticist elements of populist support for a present-
day imperial pantheon. This is a pantheon whose virtually
Satanic (i.e., Hegelian-Nietzschean, Dionysian) instinct, is
toward the included aims of repression of each and al of
the civilized, competing varieties of religious bodies among
Christian, Jew, Muslim, and others.’

Many citizens' response to factual reports of actual
schemessuch asthosewhich| havejust described, hasbeenan
hysterically defensive, ssmple-minded, and usually irrelevant
set of objections. Notably, these include objections which
were colored by explosions of hysteria from among those
citizens and adolescents, who wrote to me, with wordsto the
effect: “Don’t talk to meabout your principles. All that | wish
to hear fromyou, is: Where do you stand on that list of issues
of this[e.g., 2004, U.S.A ] election campaign”—which were
probably one among those boiler-plated lists passed out, with
the Ritalin, by someteachersat alocal secondary school.

Therefore, the central mission of this present report, isto
put on the public record what that citizen actually needs to
know about the essential facts. Thecitizen must beinocul ated

5. Cf. Laurence Hecht, “The Moonification of the Sciences,” 21st Century
Science & Technology, Winter 2002-2003. Notethat L eo Strauss, in addition
to Professor Elliott’ sfellow Fugitives, emphasized the use of wildly gnostic,
so-called “fundamentalist” and other forms of synthetic religious cults for
building up fascist movements.

6. Cf. Herbert George Wells, The Open Conspiracy: Blueprints for a World
Revolution (London: Victor Gollancz, 1928).

7. See noted comments on the relevance of Professor von der Heydte' s study
of imperialism, and Helga Zepp-L aRouche’ srelated work, later, below.
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against the sly influence of the deep psychological “mecha
nisms’ through which weird religious cults have been used
to create aspecial, panthei stic component of hard-core popu-
lists' support for the fascist policies of “acting President”
Dick Cheney.

Therefore, the challengeto be met in thisreport, is: When
| receive a message of the form “Where do you stand on the
issues?’ from an adolescent or citizen, | must ask myself,
“How doesthe writer of this message misdefine the practical
meaning of theverb ‘tothink’ 7’ Therefore, sincethecitizen's
urgent need to learn to think adequately about such matters,
ishisrelevant problemtoday, how shall | reply to him, or her?
The dialogue which that question demands of me, runs more
or less as follows from the preceding, prefatory statements.
That reasoned, pedagogica form of reply, is the content of
the following pages of thisreport.

For such, and other cases, | now turn, first, to the same
argument, as to the nature of truth, which | have developed
for the program of higher education prescribed for my origi-
nal, Carl Gauss-centered design for the higher educational
program of an international youth movement.?| shall explain
the political relevance, for today’ sworld crisis, of that refer-
ence to the Gauss example, as a standpoint for a needed,
deeper understanding of the axiomatic roots of Cheney-
backed Satanism today. After that, | shall introduce and de-
velop the pivotal point of relevance for understanding the
motivation of today’ seffort to establishafascistimperial pan-
theism.

1. Truth and Sanity:
What Are They?

Intimesprior to the mid-1960s* cultural -paradigm shift,”
the most widely accepted approximation of a standard for
truthfulness, was the commitment of a generation of parents
to fostering a foreseeable kind of progress as a benefit to
coming generations, suchastheir own childrenand grandchil-
dren. Unfortunately, inthe wake of theterrible psychological
shocksproduced withinthe popul ation by the successive 1962
missiles-crisis and the 1963 assassination of President John
F. Kennedy,® this formerly traditional notion of a practical

8. Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., “Rumsfeld As‘ Strangelovelll,” " in The Chil-
dren of Satan, op. cit.

9. Notably, this pair of shocks should be compared with the fascist, “ End of
History” doctrine central both to G.W.F. Hegel’s theories of history and
the state, and to the Dionysian “ Superman” concept of Friedrich Nietzsche.
Reading Straussin light of his Russian-French partner, Paris-based Alexan-
der Koyeve, impels us to recognize the importance of those two shocks to
the young American’s mind at that time, and should impel us to reflect on
the effects of the prolonged, 1964-72 war in Indo-China from the same
vantage-point. These three shocks are of central importance for understand-
ing the 1964-1972, existentiaist cultural paradigm-shift among the trans-
Atlantic “Baby Boomer” generation.
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Fascist University of Chicago professor Leo Strauss (top |eft); his notorious popularizer,
Harvard’s Allan Bloom (top right), mentor of Defense Under Secretary Paul Wolfowitz
(bottom). “ The explicitly fascist imperial policies of the Vice President and his Leo
Sraussian Chicken-hawks represent . . . a specifically neo-Roman world empire of an

I nter national-Waffen-SS-modelled universal fascism”

principle of approximate personal immortality, and other,
kindred, stricter notions of anideaof truthfulness, were over-
turned by the pro-existentialist youth movements which
erupted to form “ The Now Generation.”

Thispost-1963 cultural degeneration within the so-called
“Baby Boomer” generation, coincided with, and was greatly
aggravated by the onset of that accel erating, 1964-2003 shift,
from a producer-society culture, to today’s disintegrating
consumer-society culture. Since the beginning of the U.S.
Indo-China war, that consumer-society culture, has taken
over significant parts of the institutions and populations, in-
creasingly. This has occurred in not only the U.S.A. and
United Kingdom, but, notably, Australia, New Zealand, and
other places.
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The same corruption has been
spread, in sometimes varying de-
grees of intensity, throughout the
Americas, Europe, and as the infec-
tious spread of neo-Malthusian ide-
ologies into some leading circles of
the former Soviet Union. This pene-
tration of the Soviet leadership, was
conduitedviatheLaxenberg, Austria
International Ingtitute of Applied
Systems Analysis (IIASA), under
guidance from Lord Kaldor’s Cam-
bridge systems-analysis circle, as
into the Club of Romeand other non-
Soviet conduits. The educational re-
form specified by Dr. Alexander
King's 1963 Paris office of the
OECD, has been a closely related,
neo-Malthusianfactor inthedestruc-
tion of the productive mental powers
of the people of other leading na-
tions.

That same factor in cultura
down-shift, has al so been a principal
contributing factor in bringing about
the present, terminal phase of sys
temic economic collapse of the
world's 1971-2003, floating-ex-
change-rate, monetary-financial sys-
tem, as it did the earlier collapse of
the Soviet Union.

This cultural decadence was not
limited to the wild-eyed countercul-
ture “drop-outs’ of the 1964-1972
streets and campuses. Over the
course of 1964-1981, most of an en-
tire generation, among those enter-
ing adulthood during the 1964-1981
interval, were gradually drawn, even
despite their own earlier reluctance,
into elementsof the popular ideol ogical decadenceof a“Now
Generation.” This cultural degeneration of most among that
entire stratum, was reenforced by a U.S.A.-led slide into a
world-parasitical form of post-industrial society, a society
which echoed the decadence of the ancient Roman Empire,
inthe common dependence of an ancient Romeand acontem-
porary U.S.A., upon their respective imperial powersto loot
thenatural resourcesand cheap labor of lessfortunate nations.

Thenotablecultural outcomeof that cultural degeneration
of the so-called “ Baby Boomers,”° isthe prevalence of their
relative moral indifference to the fact that their own “Now

10. Or, in France, “Bobos”.
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Generation,” with its support for HMO policy and similarly
morally despicable demographic measures, has greedily
dumped the generation of its aging parents into accelerated
rates of mortality, and also dumped its own now-maturing
children onto the rubble-heap of a“No Future Generation.”

Theresulting break in what had been formerly the normal
moral relationship among successive generations, uprooted
the pragmatic approximation of atrans-generational standard
of truthfulness which had predominated in the U.S.A. and
elsewhere prior to the mid-1960s eruption of the pro-existen-
tialist youth-counterculture. Under such pathetic conditions,
popular formsof traditionfail. Reliance upon mere opinion—
popular, mass media, academic, and other—becomes deadly
tomankind. Thegeneration-spanning break intheearlier con-
tinuity of European civilization's post-“New Dark Age,”
post-1648 Treaty of Westphaliaculture, allowsthevictims of
today’ s “No Future Generation” no available path of escape
from global tragedy to sanity, but a mooring in a sublime,
rigorously experimental-scientific notion of truth as such.

In that circumstance, the spread of lunatic, pro-fascist
forms of religiousand quasi-religious cults, astypified by the
[unatic cults of Leo Strauss sfollowers, demandsthat astrict
sense of the certainty of truth must be developed, not only
to neutralize the frauds of Strauss, Allan Bloom, and their
followers, but asan essential part of thetask of leading society
back to safer political-economic ground. What people be-
lieve, however “sincerely,” or “independently,” isnot an ac-
ceptable substitute for a body of truth meeting the tests of
experimental-scientific or kindred certainty.

It were almost impossibleto bring anew adult generation
to an understanding of those political issues of pathological
religious belief referenced above, without first grounding the
investigation in the issues of truthfulness which are posed
most efficiently by Plato’s collection of Socratic dialogues.*
| have judged the pedagogically most efficient starting-point
for such arevival of Classica studies, to be the examining of
Gauss' soriginal, 1799 solution for defining the fundamental
theorem of algebra from the comparative standpoint of pre-
Euclidean, Classica Greek physical geometry.*

It is important to emphasize here, once again, that what
young Carl Gauss did, from that opening phase of hislife's
professional work, was to show many of the most accom-
plished minds of Nineteenth-Century science how to think

11. These are, infact, also Classica spiritua exercises. | explain that use of
“spiritual” below.

12. Whenthe“interpretation” of Plato’ sdial oguesisreferenced tothemethod
used there to prompt the generation of hypotheses corroborated experimen-
tally asuniversal physical principles, no marginisleft for doubting thefraud-
ulent character of the modern reading of Plato by Leo Strauss, et al. Hence,
the importance of my choice of Gauss's 1799 exposure of the frauds of the
empiricist ideologues Euler, Lagrange, et al. as an exercise in knowledge of
the principle of truth. The direct link of Gauss's argument to the ancient
Archytas, Plato, et a., conveystherelevant notion of truthfulnessasauniver-
sal quality of knowing.
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about thinking itself.®* As | shall show in the second part of
this report, this pertains not only to topics of mathematical
physics, but al areas of thought.

In Gauss's 1799 paper on the systemic follies of the pas-
sionately reductionist, anti-L eibniz ideologues Euler and La-
grange, he showed how to think about matters of science,
as modern science had been defined for Eighteenth-Century
Europe, and today, by aFifteenth-Century revival of theClas-
sical Greek tradition of constructive geometry. The early ef-
fects of thisrevival of science by modern Europe, istypified
by the accomplishmentsof Cardinal Nicholasof Cusa, Cusa's
follower Leonardo daVinci, Cusa sand L eonardo’ sfollower
Johannes Kepler, and their followers such as Gottfried
Leibniz.* Gausshimself had been educated in thistradition of
Cusathrough Leibniz, by one hisown two principal teachers,
Abraham Kastner. Késtner was the originator of that modern
concept of the Classical anti-Euclidean geometry followed
by Gauss, Bernhard Riemann, and others, including Albert
Einstein at alater point in the latter’ slife.®

The Ancient Rootsof Lying About Science

However, there was, and is, till today, a widespread,
erroneous, clinically pathological view of science, opposed
to the benchmarks set by such as Plato and Gauss. At a
point in ancient Greek science after the pioneering work of
the Pythagoreans and Plato had been accomplished, there
was an effort, as by the method of Euclid’s Elements, to
sterilize the accomplishments of the Classical Greek physical
geometry of Plato and his Academy, into deduction-rid-
den inertness.

13. And also hisdoctoral dissertation on the fundamentals of arithmetic.

14. The two crucial turning-points upward in the leading, mid-Fifteenth-
Century role of Nicholas of Cusa, are his Concordantia Catholica and De
Docta Ignorantia. Thefirstwork defined thebasi sfor an ecumenical commu-
nity of principle among sovereign nation-states; the second, was Cusa’'s
origina work introducing those principles of modern experimental science
expressed by such of hisavowed followers as Leonardo daVinci and Johan-
nesKepler.

15. Abraham G. Kastner (1719-1800) was one of the giants of that German
Eighteenth-Century Classical renaissance which produced such giants of
modern history, in mathematics, poetry, drama, and history, as Haydn, Mo-
zart, Lessing, Moses Mendelssohn, Goethe, Beethoven, Friedrich Schiller,
Gauss, and the cel ebrated von Humbol dt brothers. Hewasal so acollaborator,
and one-time host, of our own Benjamin Franklin. His mathematics output
was mammoth initself, from his 1758 Anfangsgriinde der Geometrie, eben
und sphdrischen Trigometrie und Perspective, through his concluding,
four-volume (1800) Geschichte der Mathematik. Unfortunately for modern
mathemati cseducation, thiscrucial teacher of Gaussfell victimtothecircum-
stances of Napoleon Bonaparte' s adoption of Gauss'svictim Lagrange. The
nature and motivefor thegossip against Kastner isclearly indicated by atell-
tale sort of scurrilous libel included in the introduction to a 1970 reprint
editionof Kastner' sGeschichte der Mathematik: “ Dazutrat dieerstaunliche
Abwehr gegen die Hochleistungen der fuhrenden Mathematiker in der
zweiten Hafte des 18. Jahrhunderten wie die Leonhard Eulers (1707-1783),
Jean-Baptiste le Rond d’' Alembert (1717-1783), Joseph Louis Lagrange
(1736 bis 1813) und Pierre Simon Laplace (1749-1829).”
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Thishasbeen therole of the“ivory tower” methods asso-
ciated today with Euclid’s Elements. The modern founding
of a “Euclid for Dummies’ campaign came much later, in
modern times, in the form of empiricism, as introduced by
Venice' s tyrant Paolo Sarpi and his lackey Galileo Galilei.
Theimpact of Galileo’ sempiricism prepared theway for what
is known as Cartesianism, and for Isaac Newton’ sinfluence.
Theserepresent areductioni st form of mathematical approach
to childish interpretations of mere phenomena. The pivotal
outcomeof thisfactional current of decadenceinthat ideolog-
ical current of Seventeenth-Century mathematics, is sum-
marily revealed in the anti-scientific folly of the silly slogan
affixed asamotto to poor | saac Newton’ s Principia: *1 do not
make hypotheses.”

Themodern approachto crafting and spreading of lunatic,
designer forms of religious cults akin to the Roman imperial
Pantheon, has depended for itsinfluence, chiefly, on applying
the empiricism of Sarpi, Galileo, Descartes, and Newton to
thedomain of religiousbelief. The case of Jonathan Edwards
and hisimitationsin North American history todate, isamong
the notable examples of the kinds of religiousdisordersof the
syncretist, pantheonictypewhich arefound among wild-eyed
“revivaists’ in the U.S.A. today. Consider the summary, in
Section 2 of thisreport, of the way in which such individual
pantheonic cults are constructed; and then consider the way
in which the conflicts provoked by such cults are employed,
to secureimperial control over the collection of groupsrepre-
sented by the pantheon asawhole. At thispoint, in the present
section, we emphasize the way in which the same kinds of
corrupting mechanismsaredepl oyedinto thedomain of math-
ematical physics.

The essentially pathetic assumption common to reduc-
tionist ideologies, is that they insist, fanatically, on limiting
thepossihility of any actual knowledgeby humanindividuals,
to what is sometimes called “horse sense,” the domain of
sense-perception itself. So, the empiricist type, suchas D’ A-
lembert, Euler, Lagrange, Laplace, Cauchy, et a., bases his,
or her interpretations of sense-perception onaarbitrary set of
dream-world (“ivory tower”) fantasies, such as the arbitrary
set of definitions, axioms, and postulates of Euclid, Galileo,
or the Cartesians. That fantasy-world is to be contrasted to
thereal world, which isdiscovered by means of that principle
of experimental demonstration by construction, which is
characteristic of the Classical Greek legacy of the Pythagore-
ans, Plato, Archimedes, and the Platonic Academy continued
by thework of Eratosthenes.®

16. It should be noted here, that, asthework of Philo Judaeusand the Apostle
Paul attest, the Classical Greek legacy expressed by Plato isan included root
feature of the Mosaic Judaism of Philo and Philo’s Christian collaborator
against the Roman Emperor, the Apostle Peter. Hence, the crucia signifi-
cance of Plato’s Timaeus for Christian theology. “European civilization”
means, essentially, in short, theunfol ding of the ecumenical legacy of Classi-
cal Greece for Judaism, Christianity, and Islam.
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The founding of competent forms of the modern, experi-
ment physical science of measurement, is exemplified, as |
have aready indicated, by Brunelleschi, Nicholas of Cusa,
Leonardo daVinci, Kepler, and Leibniz. This Fifteenth-Cen-
tury Renaissance, which was the definitive revival of Europe
from the centuries-long nightmare of Romanticism, was
given a stated axiomatic basis by Cusa, taking its starting-
point from the work of Plato and his Academy. As Gauss's
teacher, and Benjamin Franklin ally Abraham Kastner in-
sisted, competent scientific practice must proceed from the
pre-Euclid, anti-Euclidean standpoint typified by the Pytha-
goreans Archytas and Plato. The required, explicitly anti-
Euclidean form of modern physical geometry, which
emerged, most notably, from the successive, scientific-revo-
[utionary achievements of Kepler and Leibniz, was devel-
oped, chiefly, successively, by Carl Gauss and Bernhard
Riemann.

The most notable of the common features of competent
formsof Classical Greek and modern physical science, isthat
all arbitrary definitions, axioms, and postul ates are outlawed,
as Riemann emphasizes, from the opening paragraph, on-
ward, of his 1854 habilitation dissertation. Ashe emphasizes,
showing the force of irony, in the concluding section of that
dissertation, definitions of principle are a subject of physics,
not today’s generally accepted classroom versions of ivory-
tower mathematics. No principle may be asserted in mathe-
matical physics, unlessits universality is demonstrated by a
quality of physical experiment uniquely qualified to be
claimed as such proof.

This same distinction emphasized by Riemann, appears
in Plato’ s dialogues as a matter of the conception of powers,
asArchytas' constructed solutionfor the Delian paradox illus-
trates the expression of such powers, as does the relationship
among the existences of lines, surfaces, and solids. This no-
tion of powers is expressed most smply by a constructive
geometry of elementarily spherical (in rejection of axiomati-
caly linear) action. That elementarily spherical domain ap-
pears in modern mathematical physics as the so-called com-
plex domain of Gaussian algebra; that corrected view of
algebra, throwing out the empiricist, ivory-tower fundamen-
talism of the ideological fanatics Euler and Lagrange, is the
beginning-point, in constructive physical geometry, for the
modern, Riemannian expression of the notion of experimen-
tally defined universal physical principles.

The underlying, characteristic distinction common to
both morally corrupt practice of taught science and lurid
religious cults, as Gauss and Riemann emphasi zed the nature
of that error, lies in the substitution of arbitrary doctrines,
such as Euclidean definitions, axioms, and postulates, for
those qualities of experimentally validated notions of univer-
sal physical principles, which are consistent with Plato’ s use
of the term powers. As in Plato’s Theaetetus. Plato’'s use
of the notion of powers coheres with Johannes Kepler's use
of intention, asin Kepler's The New Astronomy, to indicate
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an efficiently acting universal physical principle of gravita-
tion. The same notion of powers, or causa intention, is
consistent with the experimentally demonstrated notion of
an efficient universal physical principle of quickest time
(i.e., universal least action) as developed successively by
Fermat, Huyghens, Leibniz, and Bernouilli.t’

Intherelatively less extreme versions of the pathological
varieties of present-day classroom representations of
science—such asthe empiricism infecting present-day math-
ematical physicsin general, Cartesianism, or logical positiv-
ism—the so-called “ivory tower,” or “self-evident” defini-
tions, axioms, postulates, etc., are introduced as substitutes
for, and contrary to experimentally defined universal physical
principles, as Gauss points out this corruption in the method
of D’ Alembert, Euler, and Lagrange. Much worse, isthe use
of themorefrankly lunatic varietiesof allegedly “ sel f-evident
principles,” such as “free trade,” of the social theory of the
varieties of Hobbes, Locke, Mandeville, Quesnay, Hume,
Adam Smith, and Jeremy Bentham, and religious cults of the
type found among so-called “fundamentalists’ following the
paw-prints of such precedents as the Manicheans, Cathars,
and Jonathan Edwards “revival” orgies. Both varieties of
pseudo-science—hboth “ivory tower” mathematical physics,
and deluded forms of social theory and religious belief—
while somewhat distinct from one another, have a common,
deeply underlying root.’® That connection isatopic of pivotal
importance for the subject of thisreport.

Therefore, now, in this concluding portion of Section 1,
take the case of Cartesian geometry as atypical pseudo-sci-
ence, and, at alater point, in Section 2, compare, successively,
such extremely lunatic expressions of empiricist pathologies
as that of Locke, Quesnay, Mandeville, Hume, and Adam
Smith’s“freetrade” dogma. Within the latter area of investi-
gations we encounter the general case for the component be-
liefs of apaganist pantheon such asthat of the Straussians.

Leibnizvs. Descartesand L ocke

We now proceed to settle accounts with the Cartesian
ideology inmathematical physics, beforeturningtothehairier
varieties of the same empiricist species found squatting in
such squalid refuges as most sociology and philosophy de-
partments, too many churches, and any pantheon.

The characteristic peculiarity of the use of an “ivory
tower” substitutefor constructivephysical geometry, asubsti-
tute such as Descartes’, hastwo principal features.

17. Kepler, The New Astronomy (1609), William H. Donahuetrans. (Cam-
bridge, U.K.: CambridgeUniversity Press, 1992). InLeibniz’' shands, “ quick-
est time” were better named the catenary-cued principle of “universal least
action.”

18. The apparent, but essentially superficial difference between the two is
located in what C.P. Snow referenced as the “two cultures’ division within
contemporary academic and related professional life. More on this below.
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e Fird, it assumes, arbitrarily, that there is a simple
one-for-one correspondence between the real universe
and sense-perception.

» Second, it assumes, as Immanuel Kant did, that
theuniverseportrayed explicitly by areductionist’ ssta-
tistical interpretation of sense-perception, is the limit
of actual human knowledge of the physical universe
“outsideour skins.” Asweshall addressthisbel ow, that
is the assumption which opens the gateway to lunacy
and lies®®

Therefore, the Cartesian, or a similarly deluded person,
assumes that the physical universeis self-evidently a matter
of objects moving within a false, axiomatically linear set of
definitions of space and time.

What s, infact, claimedfor the" self-evident” definitions,
axioms, and postul ates of a Cartesian geometry, isthat these
arbitrary assumptions are a very crude sort of philosophical
materialism, one in correspondence with a naive, beast-like
view of sense-perception. Thus, for the radical sort of reduc-
tionist, mathematical physicsisultimately reducibleto akind
of statistics of deductively interpreted sense-impressions.
Hence, the pathetic outburst by Isaac Newton: “I do not
make hypotheses.” 2

In fact, contrary to the deepest conviction of the formal
materialists in general, and sundry varieties of empiricists,
our senses, however necessary, are honetheless merely func-
tions of our biological organism. What we sense, is not the
world outside those organs, but, rather, the shadows of the
reaction of those senses to something not sensed, but which
is, nonetheless, acting efficiently upon those sense-organs.
The trick we must master, if we are not to be classed among
the monkeys, is: How can we discover those efficient, un-
sensed principles, which govern the ordering of the shadow-
like effects projected upon the screen we know as sense-
perception?* The distinctive function of the human mental
processes, is the task of discovering an unseen means by
which man can act towillfully control the sensed cause-effect
relationship within that reality whose shadowy reflection
has been perceived. Here, the genius of Thales, Pythagoras,
Plato, and Gauss, shows itself according to the principle of

19. As Jaspers and Hannah Arendt emphasized, their Nazi-like denial of the
existence of knowable truth, was adopted from the central, anti-Leibniz
theme of Kant' sseriesof Critiques. The sameisexplicitly thecentral feature
of the doctrine of government by mandatory lying which Leo Strauss be-
gueathed to Cheney and Rumsfeld.

20. This is the adopted authority for the fraudulent demand that physical
science limit itself to results consistent with apro-Cartesian form of “ gener-
ally accepted (asby waving of handsat theblackboard) classroom mathemat-
ics’— axiomatically reductionist mathemati cs. Hence, through akind of Bab-
ylonian priesthood represented by typical peer-review committees, not only
theses, but careersin science are subj ected to themerciesof reductionist char-
latans.

21. E.g., Plato’ s parable of the “Cave.”
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Socratic hypothesis, as shown by Plato.

These hypotheses are produced as the mind's response
to ontological paradoxes experienced within the bounds of
the individual’'s assumptions concerning the way in which
“the world outside sense-perception” is not only ordered,
but may be willfully controlled. The able mind responds to
that challenge of paradox by generating proposed solutions,
which, if successful, will restore man’sintentional, efficient
control over the kind of perceived process which has pre-
sented that paradox. Hypotheses which meet that experimen-
tal test for their relative universality, are known by Platoto be
powers, or, in other words, as universal physical principles.
These are expressions of those powerswhose refl ection those
empiricist fanatics, Euler and Lagrange, insist is only imag-
inary.

Take as an illustration, the case of Kepler's detailed
report of the prolonged process of his discovery of universa
gravitation. Three sets of paradoxical observed phenomena
were crucia for Kepler's famous discovery. First, Kepler's
more refined, normalized measurement of astronomical ob-
servations, showed that the orbit of Mars, which had been
estimated less exactly by Tycho Brahe, was elliptical, rather
than a product of circular trgjectories. Second, the Sun was
located at one of the two foci of that ellipse. Third, the
lawful motion of the planet in its orbit was constantly not-
uniform. This, Kepler recognized, showed Aristotle’'s
method to have been incompetent: the Solar System was
not controlled by a constant, simple, merely “ivory tower”
principle introduced a priori, but by a principle of constant
change, the discovery of which prompted Kepler to assign
to “future mathematicians’ both the mastery of elliptica
functions, and the discovery of what later proved to be
Leibniz's infinitesimal calculus of universal physical least
action.

The point may be fairly restated as follows.

The Solar orbits are not simply predetermined, as Ptol-
emy, Copernicus, and Brahe erred on this point. The orbits
were being determined by an ostensibly “external,” unseen
power. The proof of Kepler's discoveries in astrophysics,
which was permanently settled by Carl Gauss's treatment
of the Asteroid belt, is thus a conclusive refutation of the
elementary assumptions of all empiricist method.?? Similar,
is the result of the successive steps, by Fermat, Huyghens,
Leibniz, and Bernouilli, overturning the empiricist’s ivory-
tower assumption, that action follows a minimum pathway
of shortest (“straight line”) distance, by the proof that the
pathway is one of quickest time (i.e., physical least action).

Insofar as Plato’s dialogues are focussed on paradoxes
presented in the course of man’s attempted control over the
real universebeyond hissense-perceptions, sciencerejectsall
reductionist types of definitions, axioms, and postul ates, such

22. Cf. Jonathan Tennenbaum and Bruce Director, “How Gauss Determined
the Orbit of Ceres,” Fidelio, Summer 1998.
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as those of Euclid or Descartes, as false to reality. Classical
Greek science since Pythagoras, located the i ssues of mathe-
matical-physical method in “ spherics,” aterm which the Py-
thagoreans, such as Archytas, associated with the practice of
astronomy, as Kepler and Gauss did in modern times. So, as
the doubling of the square and cube imply this principle, the
uniqueness of the generation of the five Platonic solids, de-
fines mathematics as rooted in a constructive view of action
reveal ed by experimentally replicated, systemic forms of de-
viations from simply spherical forms of universal action,
rather than linear, statistical extension. So, Kepler discovered
the principle of universal gravitation as expressed by the Sun
and its system.

For example: Studies of ancient astronomical calendars,
including some whose internal evidence shows them to have
been of pre-historic vintage, led mankind to such ancient
Greek work asthat of Thales and Pythagoras. Some of these
pre-Greek calendars, such as those inhering in the design of
Egypt’ sGreat Pyramids, or the ancient Vedic hymns, show a
stunning degree of mastery, by some prehistoric cultures, in
meeting the challenge of normalizing observations of, and
adducing cycles, such as the equinoctial and much longer
cycles,incelestial phenomena. Thepoint | wishtoemphasize,
istheabsurdity of assuming that physical science’ sevolution-
ary devel opment proceeded from a priori definitions of point
and straight line; rather, to see the matter as the surviving
communications from the Pythagoreans imply, a corrected
Euclid’s Elements should begin with the mattersof the Tenth
through Thirteenth books, and present all without any resort
to apriori (“ivory tower”) sorts of definitions, axioms, and
postulates, as Benjamin Franklin's collaborator, Kéastner, de-
manded.

Obvioudly, the reductionist standpoint, as imposed arbi-
trarily on mathematical physics, isneither aproduct of honest
ignorance of uncultured people, nor an accidental error. It is
alie: not asimple lie, but, like Nazism and the doctrine of
the followers of Professor Leo Strauss, a monstrous lie, a
systemiclie.

The notion of powers, asthisisillustrated by Plato, signi-
fiesthe power to reach out to adiscoverable universal princi-
pleexisting beyond the reach of sense-perception, and by that
means, to impose successfully, by action so informed, our
will to change the order among observed phenomena. The
function of modern microphysics, astypifiedby Max Planck’ s
actual (“anti-Machian™) definition of the quantum of action,
is adramatic modern demonstration of Plato’s notion of the
principle of powers. Gravitation, as defined by Kepler, asa
universal physical principle of intention, isanotion of such a
power of constant change: God' sintention.

Briefly, then, the following provisional point.

AsPlato’'s “Cave’ allegory illustrates the argument, sci-
ence shows that the world of sense-perception is aworld of
mere shadows of an efficiently real world, one not directly
“visible” to our senses. Itisonly through our uniquely human
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ability to change the behavior of the shadow-world by willful
means (powers) not accessible to perception, that we know
with certainty that the real, unseen world exists as a subject
of human knowledge.

Therefore, competent science would never attempt to ad-
duce from the powers of perception itself, that real universe
whoseéefficiently controlling powersgovernthe mere sensory
appearances of the shadow world. Thekindsof “ivory tower”
definitions, axioms, and postul ates associ ated with Euclidean,
rather than constructive geometry, or with the empiricist no-
tion of action at a distance, are attempts to explain observed
behavior of the shadow-world in terms of arbitrary assump-
tions (e.g., definitions, axioms, and postulates) which may
appear to be “self-evident” only because they do not appear
to contradict the assumption that the shadow-worldistherea
world. Therefore, any demonstration of our willful power to
change the shadow-world by actions invisible to that world,
already suffices to prove an absurdity inhering in the reduc-
tionist’s“ivory tower” assumptions. Thus, even asif by defi-
nition, the reductionist’ s assumptions are inherently false to
reality.

Consequently, the continuation of the work of Gauss on
the notions of curvature, led Riemann to eradicate all reduc-
tionist definitions, axioms, and postulates, and to replace
these with those experimentally defined universal physical
principles, Platonic powers, which determine action within
that unsensed real universe which is reflected to us as the
shadow-world of sense-perception.

Asl shall show inthefollowing section of thisreport. The
same is true for the reductionist approaches to social theory
and religion, topics which are focussed upon the nature of
man, rather than the domain of non-living processes.

2. The Prometheus Principle
and Human Nature

Theunderlying motive of the systemiclying by thereduc-
tionists, should become obvious, if we paused to think about
the matter in a serious way. That lie, once recognized, isthe
key to understanding the leading problems of real politicsin
all known history of, at the least, Europe and the adjoining
region, until now. The motive for that lie, is the subject of
ancient Classical tragedian Aeschylus' Prometheus Bound.
It isthe same motive behind the desperate lying about Plato,
and many other subjects, by Leo “Leporello” Strauss and
hiskind.

In the known evidence of the history of mankind, until
the Fifteenth-Century-Renai ssance beginnings of the modern
nation-state republic, al presently known societies were
premised onthehunting and killing, or herding, breeding, and
culling, of masses of dumbed-down human cattle, under the
rule of arelatively few oligarchs and their relevant packs of
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lackeys.? The essential feature of that ancient practiceisthe
setting for the Prometheus theme treated by Aeschylus.

Today, the aim of strategic policies such as those of the
associates of Mr. and Mrs. Cheney, istoward therapid reduc-
tion of the condition of most of the world’ s people to some-
thing comparable to an imperial flock of human cattle, cattle
variously herded, hunted, and culled by the fascist gangslike
the ancient legions of imperial Rome—Iegions deployed, ac-
cording to the “Revolution in Military Affairs,” on behalf of
predatory oligarchical interests. The present-day imitators of
theevil Thrasymachus, typified by the alwaysmorally degen-
erate followers of the late Professor Leo Strauss,? represent
an attempted resurrection of the pre-civilized tradition of oli-
garchical rule, expressed asthe dlaughtersand herdings of the
massof peoplewho havebeen degraded to the statusof human
cattle. In short, asweshall see, Dick Cheney and his Chicken-
hawks are just as much fascists as that modern Caesar, Ad-
olf Hitler.

Now, that said to set the stage, back to the ancient Greece
of Aeschylus' Prometheus Bound.

If we excludethe case of the Egyptian goddess known, in
Greece, as Athena, the Olympian pantheon is a tyrannical
oligarchy which the ancient Sicilian chronicler of Roman
times, Diodorus Siculus, attributesto the outcome of arevolt
of the sons of alocal ruler’s concubine, Olympia, within an
Atlantic maritimeculture' scolony settled amongtheBerbers,
in the Atlas region of North Africa. Diodorus account, a
chroniclewhose content he attributes chiefly to the oral tradi-
tion of the Berbers of his own time, coincides in a crucial
degree with Plato’s famous, earlier account, as in the Ti-
maeus, of events dating from the great-flooding phase of the
melting of the northern hemisphere’s glaciation. Aeschylus
account, in Prometheus Bound, isinimplicitly crucial, inde-
pendent, systemic agreement with the characteristics of the
known history of mankind from times prior to the Fifteenth-
Century Renaissance.

23. Cf. Friedrich August Fretherr von der Heydte, Die Geburtstunde des
Souverdnen Staates (Regensburg: Druck u. Verlag Josef Habbel, 1952).
HelgaZepp-L aRouchehasclarified thedi stinctionsand connectionsbetween
von der Heydte's struggle for the emergence of the sovereign state prior to
modern history, and the Fifteenth-Century emergence of the modern sover-
eign nation-statein the setting and aftermath of the great ecumenical Council
of Florence. The central relevance of von der Heydte' swork isthe matter of
freeing the nation-state from the yoke of the emperor’s monopoly on the
power to definethelaw towhich theindividual nation was subjugated. Under
imperial law, most of the population were, in fact, human cattle by law.

24. And Strauss' s collaborator, the synarchist Alexander Koyeve. Thelatter
is notable for his emphasis on G.W.F. Hegel’s role as the founder of the
elaborated fascist doctrine of the state and history. Hegel’s work on those
subjects is to be read as echoes of his conversion into an admirer of the
first modern fascist, Napoleon Bonaparte. Just as Hegel and his crony the
Romantic Savigny areforerunners of Germany’s Carl Schmitt, Hegel isalso
the contemporary of Schopenhauer and forerunner of Friedrich Nietzsche
and of the Adolf Dionysius-Hitler who met the Koyeve's specifications for
aNietzschean “superman.”
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It is those factually indisputable features of the theme of
Prometheus Bound, and of Goethe's and Shelley’s heroic
portrayalsof theliterary character of Prometheus, which bear,
beyond competent objection, on the issue of scientific truth-
fulness as posed herein my present report.® The case of Pro-
metheus, so situated, is key for understanding the motive ex-
pressed by such systemic frauds as modern empiricism in
general, and the frauds central to the method employed by
Descartes, John Locke, Adam Smith, Euler, Lagrange, et a.,
in particular.

Inevery known case, prior totherol eof that great ecumen-
ical Council of Florence which created the preconditions for
establishing the first modern nation-state republics in Louis
XI's France and Henry VII's England, the composition of
all relevant known societies of note, was premised upon the
tyranny of aruling oligarchy anditsretinuesof lackeys. These
regimes exerted their power over masses of humanity who
wereeither hunted down aswild animalsare, or herded, bred,
and culled, as flocks of human cattle. It isthe legacy of those
types of barbaric tyrannies, asreflected in ancient Sparta, or
in the great folly of Athens Peloponnesian war, or in the
ancient empiresof Mesopotamiaand L atin Rome, whichtypi-
fiesthe cause of that relatively oppressed moral condition of
mankind typified by Aeschylus drama Prometheus Bound.
This type of oligarchical system is key to discovering the
source of such mind-destroying cults as those of empiricism
in general, and Descartes, Locke, Adam Smith, Euler, and
Lagrangein particular.

25. Goethe's poem, as set famously to song by Hugo Wolf later, was ex-
cerpted from an unfinished Goethedrama. Goethe’ sview complementsPercy
Bysshe Shelley’s Prometheus Unbound.
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In Plato’s Republic dialogue, Thrasymachus argued “ justiceistheright of the
stronger” ; and that it consists of injuring your enemies, and helping your friends.

“ This movement has devel oped a specific type of pathological personality, asthe
wild public episodes of Cheney and Secretary Rumsfeld attest. . . . It isthat thuggish
type of personality, recalling the evil Thrasymachus character fromPlato’s
Republic, which must be recognized, and diagnosed, as a precondition for any effort
to understand the behavior of Cheney’ sfascist gang.”

The outstanding significance of this implicitly sublime
drama by Aeschylus, isits pervasively implicit emphasison
the specific power of theinseparable qualities of human free-
dom and knowledge.

Cattle let roam on the pastures for afew hours each day,
remain cattle. Men living so, as cattle, are never truly free
from the status of virtual cattle, adegraded status which they
often, foolishly, bear with momentary pleasure and animal
pride. The freedom of movement of the body, is important,
but is of trivial importance relative to the award of the power
of acquiring and applying knowledgeby theindividual human
mind. Thus, Man’s right to knowledgeabl e access to the use
of fire, typifies the lawfully rightful human freedom of all
persons. Therefore, “When Adam del ved and Eve span,” who,
then, was the nobleman?

Such was the crime, and collective guilt of Prometheus
oppressors, the gods of the Olympian oligarchy.

It is, therefore, the virtually instinctive whim of the
lackeys of the reigning oligarchical class, that the human
cattle should remain content to live within the bounds of
those sensory pleasures and pains appropriate for the nature
of cattle, and should not be made discontented with their
fate by being given knowledge of those human qualities of
which they became self-deprived by such accustomed forms
of induced stupidity.

Such systemically induced stupidity, is typified by mod-
ern empiricism in general, or by the assortment of lunatic
religious cultsto which | have referred at the opening of this
report. The same view of “lower classes’ as human cattle, is
expressed by educational policieswhich aim at not educating
theyoung“abovetheir anticipated futureadult stationinlife,”
or by entertainment chosen to make the entertained persons

Feature 23



content with a bestial form of the wiggle-room sought by
ignorant and sordid mortal passions.

Such aninduced, perverse, lackeys' instinct, isthe under-
lying quality sought by L eo Strauss sgame of lying, thegame
of playing those academic and other fools foolish enough to
accept his offer to let them play the games of his Kabbalistic
playing-field of lies, gamesfor which the satanic Strauss and
hisinsidersboth definethefield on which thefooled play, and
prescribe the rules by which the assigned referees make their
rules and cheat the fools.

In Prometheus Bound, the charge against Prometheus, is
his alleged crime against the pagan Greek gods, the charge
that Prometheus made scientific principles accessible to the
practice of mortal human beings, thus freeing mankind from
hopel ess degradation, from aregime of “zero growth”—free-
ing men and women from the status of beasts, of hunted or
herded human cattle.

Goethe' s character Prometheus aptly expressestheissue.
Shelley’'s Prometheus Unbound expresses a related argu-
ment. The concluding portion of Shelley’s In Defence of
Poetry pin-points the principle at issue: periods of history,
during which “ the [ sublime] power of imparting and receiv-
ing profound and impassioned conceptions respecting man
and nature” is accelerated to the effect of making possible
sweeping, beneficial changes in the general ordering of the
human condition. In that essay, Shelley points to the way in
whichthe Socraticdialectical principleisexpressedin Classi-
cal poetry, by musical metaphor and rel ated formsof paradox-
ical irony. The relevant quality in such poetry, isthe expres-
sion of the same power of creative reason, the Platonic
principle of hypothesis, expressed by discovery of universa
physical principles, an act which expressesthe essential dis-
tinction of man from, and absolutely above the beast.

What isthat principleunderlying that power of hypothesis
to which Shelley refers in his way? Situate that question
within the framework of geobiochemist Vladimir |.
Vernadsky's conception of a Nodsphere. What is that real-
life difference between man and beast, which is the defining
issue of the conflict between Prometheus and Zeus' s pack of
Olympian gods?

What IsMan?

Nuclear scientist (among his other achievements)
Vernadsky apportions the known processes of his universe
among three categorical types of universal, implicitly multi-
ply-connected phase-spaces: respectively, thenon-living, liv-
ing processes, and the human individual’ s nogtic (cognitive
creative) powers. He does this from the standpoint of an ex-
tended notion of experimental physical chemistry, which he
named geobiochemistry. That distinction among the abiotic,
the living, and the spiritual, while of peculiar added impor-
tanceto modern science, was, otherwise, already ancient. The
addition of Vernadsky's discoveries to that earlier view of
Plato, LucaPacioli, Leonardo daVinci, Kepler, et al., should
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prompt usto think af resh about this set of connections, andto
employ such knowledge in anew way.?

Although even my initial knowledge of this aspect of
Vernadsky’s work came more than a decade later than my
own different, but coincident, original discoveriesin the sci-
ence of physical economy, Vernadsky’s argument, when re-
situated withinthe context of my own Riemannianinsightinto
social-economic processes, has a greatly enhanced, practical
potential for mankind today. It has acrucial, Promethean ap-
plication within the scope of my treatment of the subject of
imperia pantheism in thisreport.

Summarized most simply, there are physical states of na-
ture which do not occur except as natural products of the
intervention of living processes: the Biosphere; but there are
also changes in the physical states of the Biosphere which
occur only asnatural productsof an intervention by the noétic
(creative) powers uniquely specific to the human mind: the
Nobsphere. By nogtic, or creative, we must understand our
intention to be promotion of the qualities of the generation of
experimentally provable hypotheses, as hypotheses are de-
fined by Plato, but denied by theempiricists, Kant, and others.
These are the hypotheses by means of which the unseeable
controlling powers of the real universe, become the subject
of the knowing human will.

Thetypeof hypotheseswhich havebeen our chief concern
inthisreport thusfar, arethosewhoseexperimental validation
defines them as thoughts and actions equivalent to the act of
discovery of auniversal physical principle. Thesethreephase-
spaces are respectively distinct; but they are Riemannian,
multiply-extended with respect to one another.

Thus, if society outlaws the experimental principle of
hypothesis, as the empiricist Newton's motto claims to do,
and as the Olympus of Prometheus Bound does, man is
then degraded to a state of mind approximating the behavior
of cattle, human cattle. That is precisely the effect, and intent
of thereductionist doctrines of Sarpi, Galileo, FrancisBacon,
Thomas Hobbes, René Descartes, John Locke, Isaac
Newton, Bernard Mandeville, Francois Quesnay, David
Hume, Adam Smith, Leonhard Euler, Jeremy Bentham, La-
grange, Immanuel Kant, Hegel, Laplace, et a. Under the
sway of such dogma as that, the freedom allotted to man is
thefreedom of cattleto roam within the bounds of itsallotted
pasture. The perpetuation of that depraved condition of man-
kind is the intent of Olympian Zeus's charge against the
immortal Prometheus.

As preparation for the coming shift of emphasis in my
report, | shall now interpolate a series of observations, obser-
vationslimited to merely describing the physi cal-science set-
tinginwhich that crucia point respecting Prometheusissitu-
ated, withhol ding themoreful someargument whichwould be
requiredinadifferent kind of report, one dedicated to dealing

26. Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., The Economics of the Noosphere (Washing-
ton, D.C.: EIR News Service, Inc., 2001).
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thoroughly with these illustrative scientific topics as such.

As Vernadsky demonstrated for the Biosphere, and as
noésis shows for the Noosphere, the long-term trends are for
the increasing relative takeover of the abiotic Earth by the
Biosphere, and the similar takeover of the Biosphere by the
Noosphere.? Similarly, the nuclear fusion-driven evolution
of the chemically complex Solar System, from an earlier,
faster-spinning Sun’ srelatively simpler composition, heralds
a kindred general tendency within the universe, from rela-
tively simpler to higher states of organization.?

It follows from those considerations, that the respective,
three adduced phase-spaces correspond to universal princi-
ples, which, implicitly, alwaysexistedin auniversefor which
there are no boundaries, no outside, above, beneath, before,
or after. Therefore, the use of “universe” inaphysical science
cohering with Vernadsky’s development of the Noosphere,
awaysmeansaperfectly self-contained creation of threemul-
tiply-connected phase-spaces, whose universal laws—what
experimental physical chemistry defines as the respectively
abiotic, living, and creative—are, were, and always will be
existent as efficient principles, everywhere.

However, these laws are multiply-connected to such an
effect, that the universe so defined was always anti-entropic,
that in the included sense of the upward evolution of the
organi zation of the Solar System fromitsoriginsinayounger,
and relatively simpler object, a fast-spinning Sun. Admit-
tedly, this brief review leavesimportant questions unsettled.
Does the abiotic phase-space “borrow” its anti-entropy from
the principled phase-space defined by life per se? The human
anti-entropic will, as expressed by the increase of mankind's
increase of potential relative population-density through use
of discovered, experimentally defined universal physical
principles, changes the universe anti-entropically, in ways
which could not occur otherwise. What arethefuller implica-
tions of the limited, known evidence to that effect?

Unsettled question conceded: What is clear from the his-
tory of scientific progress, is twofold. First, that there is no
apparently known evidence which suggests that man’s dis-
covery of new physical principles, willfully addsto the num-

27. Cf. V.l. Vernadsky, Scientific Thought as a Planetary Phenomenon
(Moscow: Nongovernmental Ecological V.1. Vernadsky Foundation, 1997).
Also, LaRouche, Economics of the Nodsphere, supra.

28. Situating Gauss's general development of the principles of curvature
within the generality of the Riemannian domain, linear clock-time becomes
an old witch’s fairy-tale, as time itself varies with changes in curvature of
the relative Riemannian manifold. Meanwhile, the modern reductionists
stunt, of copying Aristotle’ s attempt to substitute the doubtful concept, “en-
ergy,” for Plato’s concept of “power,” underlies the widespread doctrine of
“entropy” spread by Clausius, Grassmann, Kelvin, Ludwig Boltzmann, et al.
Theimplication of my argument, isthat “ power” isexpressed by organization
within a system of Riemannian physical manifolds, contrary to the replace-
ment of that concept of power by a measurement of organization by that
reductionist’ snotion of the elementarity of energy whichwasderived mathe-
matically from the empiricist’ s crude misconception of theinfinitesimal, as
by D’ Alembert, Euler, Lagrange, et al.
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ber of primary, “original” principles of the universe. Rather,
asliving processes' actionschangethenatural effect of abiotic
domain, sothehumanintellect, through the discovery of exis-
tent universal principles previously unknown to that society
(asthrough discoverieseffected solely by meansof what Plato
definesashypothesis, astypified by theargument of therefer-
enced 1799 Gauss report), equips mankind to discover, and
to apply these as man-made, principled forms of willful
changesin the relationships among processes within the uni-
verse. Restated: man’s discovery and use of preexisting uni-
versal principles, changesthe universe, by placing those dis-
covered principlesat society’ swillful disposal. Such changes,
thus change the universe itself in that degree. Through this
development, man generatesderived, newly synthesized prin-
ciplesfrom the stock of primary ones.

In accord with such aview, Moses reports, in Genesis 1,
that man and woman are made equally in the image of the
Creator of the universe, and encumbered with the manage-
ment of it al, that according to the principles embedded in
that Creation. Man's nature is defined not merely by these
powers given to him, but also by his obligation to discover,
use, and develop them. That isthe meaning of trueindividual
human freedom. That is what Zeus's evil Olympians ban.
That istheevil of the Olympians, and of the empiricists, Kant,
Hegel, Savigny, Adolf Hitler, U.S. Associate Justice Antonin
Scalia, thefollowersof Leo Straussand synarchist Alexandre
Kojeve in general, and the fascist faction of Vice-President
Cheney in particular.

Man istheonly creature which can discover those unseen
principles by means of which the order of experience within
the shadow-world of sense-perception can be altered will-
fully. This difference from the beasts is man’s nature; thisis
the only true and lawful expression of human freedom, and
so man must live free.

Look at the implications of this special quality of human
nature, from the standpoint of society’s ability to willfully
increase its species potential relative population-density,
which no lower species can do. Contrast man thus with the
beasts, who, in the case of monkeysand young chimpanzees,
are as capricious as any wild-eyed, late-1960s “drop out”
might wish to be, but whose potential relative population-
density is nonetheless bounded, as if fixed by heredity; or,
perhaps, constricted, as by doses of the London Tavistock
Clinic’sand AldousHuxley’sL SD. If manwere somevariety
of ape, as Thomas Huxley and hisH.G. Wellsclaimed himto
be, thetotal living human popul ation on this planet could not
have exceeded arelatively few millions, within the bounds of
the reasonably estimated, variable conditions of the recent
million or so years. There are presently reported to be more
than six billions, reflecting apotential three decimal orders of
magnitude greater than possiblefor an ape, or for H.G. Wells
monkey-shines. Moreover, study subsuming a period of re-
cent millennia, showsthe relationship of theincrease of both
numbers and life-span to scientific discovery-driven, and re-
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lated changes in human behavior.

Ancient Sparta, aprimemodel for later fascist states, lim-
ited the population, especialy of the daves (helots), in the
manner of limiting the number of herded, bred, and culled
cattle. Thetrendtoward processof depopulation of Italy, coin-
cidingwiththegrowth of slavery, fromthe closeof the Second
Century B.C. on, especially under the empire, is acase in
point; so are the Malthusian features of the Code of Di-
ocletian.

The feudal system was always a product of the same,
subsuming imperial intent to bestialize mankind expressed
by theimperial Codeof Diocletian. Feudalist fanatic Dr. Fran-
coisQuesnay’ sso-called“principle” of laissez-faire, theprin-
ciple plagiarized by Lord Shelburne's lackey Adam Smith,
was premised, from beginning to end, on a determination to
keep the mass of humanity in the state of herded and culled
human cattle. Virtual Cathar Quesnay argues, that the profit
taken by thefeudal estate is generated by the magical powers
of nothing other than the landlord’s aristocratic title to that
estate, asif by viciouslittle green men under the floorboards
of reality, fixing the throw of the dice to make somemenrich
and powerful, and others wretched. Similarly, pro-Satanist
Bernard Mandeville argues that it is the magical power of
private wickedness which produces the profit of society.
Adam Smith agrees; his doctrine of “free trade” even-hand-
edly plagiarizesthelunaciesof both Mandevilleand the Phys-
iocrats Quesnay and Turgot.

In modern times, what is called Malthusianism is pre-
sented in Giovanni Botero’ s Della ragion di Stato (1588) and
itsearly Seventeenth-Century Englishtrandation. That theme
continues with Venetian Giammaria Ortes' famous Reflessi-
oni sulla popolazione della nazioni (1790), whose prompt
English-language edition was plagiarized by Thomas
Malthus. These cases prefigurethelate-1960srevival of Mal-
thusianism astheforeign policy of the U.S.A. under National
Security AdvisorsHenry A. Kissinger (e.g., NSSM-200) and
Zbigniew Brzezinski (Global 2000). The policies of “zero
technological growth,” popularized for the early adulthood
of the “Now Generation,” are typical of the same Olympian
policy, of dumbing down the massesto the mental and social
habitsintended for human cattle. The accel erated rate of deg-
radation of public and higher education duringtherecent forty
years, sinceDr. Alexander King' sParisOECD report of 1963,
isanother primeexampleof thesamebestializingintent which
empiricismalwaysrepresented implicitly, fromitsbeginning.

Thisisonly half the story behind the legacy of the Olym-
pian hatred of Prometheus. The human individual is not the
soullessdigital computer of Bertrand Russell clone John von
Neumann’sThe Computer and the Brain. The characteristic
of individual behavior is not a matter of statistics, but of
choice, the latter otherwise referenced as the individual hu-
man will.

Free will is not the privilege of lunacy; it is, rather, the
joyful experience of freeing mankind from the slavery of ig-
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norance, through the discovery, adoption, and obedience to
an expanding knowledge of thelawful powers, called“natural
law,” already embedded intheuniverse. Itisfreeing mankind,
and oneself first of all, from the shacklesof popular ignorance
and habituated follies.

Life, Death, I dentity, and Drama

For man and woman made equally in the image of the
Creator, the individual’s choice is controlled by his, or her
sense of personal identity.

So, in thetragically failed Denmark of legendary rotten-
ness, Shakespeare’s Hamlet succumbed, because, as that
swashbuckling killer pleads in the famous Third Act solilo-
quy, he is terrified, not by the thought of death, but by his
fear of contemplating his own immortality. Contrast Jeanne
d’Arc, to that wretched Hamlet. As Friedrich Schiller cor-
rectly understood the historical Jeanne d’ Arc, she expresses
the quality of the Sublime. She cared morefor the outcome of
her lifefor humanity, of theway in which she spent the talent
of her mortal life, even under fearful conditions, than for a
relatively comfortable prolongation of that mortal life, if that
wereto becomealiving moral failureintheeyesof God, man,
and herself alike.

The Christian notion of the Imitation of Christ, exempli-
fies that notion of the superiority of the immortal self, so
expressed by the mortal one, as Jeanne would have agreed.

On such account, the human individua is, in redlity, es-
sentialy aspiritual being, in Vernadsky’ ssense of noésis. By
spiritual, | refer to those acts of discovery of those universal
powers by means of which man knows and commands that
unseen universe, powers by means of whichwemay, increas-
ingly, producewillful control over the shadows of sense-per-
ception.

In the context of my immediate remarks at this place in
thisreport, | point to my own personal spiritual relationship,
as an act of hypothesizing in the here and now, when | might
address the Plato, Archimedes, Kepler, or Gauss, whose dis-
covery of some universal principle | were replicating at that
moment. So, in such instances of re-creating the experience
of discoveries of universal principles, | experience the com-
pression of alapseof timefromaslong asmillennia, or merely
centuries, in the mode Raphael Sanzio's The School of Ath-
ens does. acompression of apassage of asmuch as centuries
or longer, to be something which is, relatively speaking, the
cognitive experience of virtually an instant. The existence of
the social relations among humanity, considered in thisway,
are compressed so, from avoyage of centuries, millennia, or
longer, into a mere moment of avirtual simultaneity of eter-
nity. In that moment, | walk and converse, spiritualy, with
an actual Plato, Archimedes, the Apostle Paul, Jeanned’ Arc,
and many others, or actually witness the Passion and Cruci-
fixion of Jesus Christ, in thisway, almost aswere they living
mortals still today, or | wereliving then and there.

So, this same sense of a simultaneity of eternity applies
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Cheney’ s chicken-hawks combine the fundamental passion for a new world imperialismarising from
theinfluence of H.G. Wells (left) and Bertrand Russell, with the specific lunacy known as the Clash of
Civilizationswar against Islam, formulated as policy by the British Arab Bureau’ s and Princeton

University’sBernard Lewis (right).

not only to mattersof physical science, butisalso thespiritual
quality whichidentifiesClassical principlesof artistic compo-
sition, as apart from all other modes, or works, in so-called
artistic composition or performance. John Keats' Ode on a
Grecian Urn, in a choice of subject which isitself an act of
genius, expressesthisClassical principleconcisely, precisaly,
and beautifully. Haydn, Mozart, Beethoven, Schubert, Schu-
mann, or Brahms, performed as music, rather than as notes,
bringstheinnermost personality of thecomposer tolifeagain,
within the living tissue of our minds. Leonardo da Vinci,
Rafael Sanzio, and Rembrandt, springtolife, fromtheir great-
est paintings, within theliving tissue of my mind. On similar
account, the best work of now deceased friends, and their
personality itself, isrecalled to active life within me.

That almost timeless relationship of humanity to me, is
my true identity. That sense of persona identity, as situated
within asimultaneity of eternity, ismy intention, my motiva-
tion. | have cometo know that it is more or less the same for
all thosemuchtoo rarepersonalitiesinlaw, who havedevoted
their life's principal work to seeking a more perfect act of
justice from within the domain of the admirable and failed
decisionsin past and future history. For many too many oth-
ers, asfor Shakespeare’ sHaml et, mattersare seen differently.

There is a choice between two opposing extremesin the
way auniversity student, or graduatein physical -science spe-
ciaties, may select aview of what he or she regards as scien-
tific knowledge. Much opinion among such circleslies some-
where between the two extremes: most often, until now,
leaning toward the lower moral side of things.

In the higher of those poles, a devotion to the cause of
universal truth for itsown sake, prevails. Inthebest such case,
the quality of practiced personal devotion to truth partakes of
what Friedrich Schiller defined as the Sublime.

At the opposite extreme, such substitutes for truthfulness
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prevail, as, “| am usualy a
truthful person, but | have
to go along with popular
opinion,” to “If | offend the
teacher, | may not gradu-
ate,” or, “Cringe and crawl
if you must, but think about
our family’s welfare,” or,
“Unless | conform to what
are, admittedly flawed,
generally accepted class
room mathematics, thisdis-
covery | have worked so
hard to accomplish, will go
into the waste-paper bas-
ket,” or, “l have to think
about my pension,” or, sim-
ply, the crude, generic,
“What will the nosy neigh-
borsthink?’

The individual’ s sense of personal identity is defined in
terms of a sense of a functional personal relationship to the
experience of sense-perception as such. The person of lower
intellectual and moral qualities, takes sense-perception as
such, as the location of the benchmarks of a sense of “I-
ness’ withinthe shadow-world of sense-perception. Thegreat
scientific thinker, or great Classical artist, for example, uses
reference-pointsin the Platonic domain mapped by the noétic
processes. Thelessmoral personality, hasadopted theidentity
of a vulgar hedonist. In between the two poles, is today’s
typical good citizen, a moral-intellectual mediocrity, a com-
promised hedonist whose thoughts and morals are tempered
by aguilt-ridden sense of respect for what he or sheimagines
to be science, decency, and good taste. That good citizen is
essentially ahedonist, but usually prideshimself or herself on
showingwhat heimaginesmight begoodtasteinall occasions
which might require a show of “company manners.” What
lurks behind his mask?

Reconsider the point | havejust summarized so. Now, this
time, look, briefly, at samplingsof sometypically tragicforms
of behavior in red life, or Classical drama; and, after those
samplings, ook at such behavior soillustrated from the com-
parative standpoint of the Sublime. See, then, why a young
genius, Friedrich Schiller, like William Shakespeare before
him, chose Classical drama and poetry, so successfully, as
the way to teach the principles of real-life history to popular
audiences. Start, once again, with the case of Hamlet, and
then reflect on some of today’ stypical flightsfrom reality.

For our first such example: Shakespeare’ s Hamlet lacks
the needed passion for asense of immortality.

When confronted with achallenge which demandsacon-
trolling sense of the sublime, Hamlet, the swashbuckling
slaughterer, isstricken, asinthe Second Act soliloquy, by the
moral weakness of will befitting “arogue and peasant slave.”
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Hisfaithful sword hangs, sheathed, at hisside, but, suddenly,
for the moment, his hand has lost the nerve to touch the hilt.
The nerve goes out of him, as he explains in the Third Act
soliloquy. Hisweaknessis, that his sense of personal identity
lives between the bookends of mortal birth and death, and,
thus, his sense of self is tucked, much like that of a mere
predatory beast, between the shallow bed-sheets of mortal
sense-perception; he has no real feeling for that real world
beyond the shadows of sense-perception. He has a sense that
thereisareal world lurking “out there,” but for him it islike
aghost. He asks himself, “Isit real?” and as those his own
words are echoed back to him, he melts.

Most leaders of nationstoday, are much like that Haml et,
or Schiller’sPhilip 11, Posa, Don Carlos, or worse. They lack
that sense of personal conviction about securing their perma-
nent place in history, which is required to face the actuality
of hard redlities. So, when they might attempt to summon the
needed conviction to act effectively against a systemic kind
of crisis, they melt. They flee tragically from that challenge,
to something like a schoolyard game, and hope, if but only
desperately, as when Hamlet marched stubbornly to what he
has adopted as hisinevitable doom, that winning some mere
such game, or death, will, by sympathetic magic, cause the
intimation of alurking threat of immortality to go away.

They show us, thus, that they are not yet true adults, but
still only, like pathetic President George W. Bush, Jr., child-
ishly immatured souls, whose mindsfleefrom reality into the
mental refuge of child-like games, as if in flight from the
war, or from the terminal economic-financial crisis which
has overtaken them, into games of sports. They flee either
symbolically, or even literally. So, as spectators fleeing from
the real world, into the view of a fantasy-world from the
stadium’ sseats, they hope desperately that thevictory of their
momentarily chosen champions of such childish games, ac-
tual or dream-like, will cure the fearful prospect awaiting
them in the crisis-torn real world from which they had fled.

So, when thereal economy of the U.S. is collapsing, they
focus on temporary upswingsin what is essentially an unreal
game, a financial-market game imitating the childish board
game of “Monopoly,” and, in their rags, ask one another,
“How isthemarket today?How about my money?’ Unwilling
tofacethereal-world' scrisis, likethemobwhichlost trillions
gambling on lunatic Norbert Wiener's and mad John von
Neumann'’s “technology” bubble, they try to win an unreal
gamewhosefantasticrulesthey prefer. Thepresent moment’s
hysterical flurry over alunatic’s U.S. tax-cut game, or win-
ning useless, endless, symbolic wars concocted by lunatics
for places such as Afghanistan and Iraqg, are typical of such
Classically tragic flights from redlity.

Seesuchillustrations of pathetic behavior as Shakespeare
and Schiller, and the Aeschylus of Prometheus Bound, ad-
dressed their audiences.

The secret of Classical dramaisreported by Shakespeare
in the remarks by Chorus delivered directly to the audience
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at the opening of Henry V. Asin science, what is perceived
on the Classical stage, are but the shadows of aredlity cast
by an unseen real universe, a universe known as the noétic
imagination. As Shakespeare’ s Chorus warns us, the events
which occur on that performance’ s perceived stage, are but
the mere shadows of the shadows of the redlity of Shake-
speare’s intended drama. This principle of al competent
physical science, isalso the controlling principle for not only
Classical drama, but for all Classical artistic composition,
and, also, for al truthful accounts of history and its natural
law.

Does such thought bring on a feeling of eerieness? Of
a ghostly universe? Compare this to the ghastly feeling of
the student whose experiment must, for the first timein his
experience, address an efficient presence of a some “thing”
lurking efficiently in some remote smallness of the nuclear
microphysical domain. Next, think of astudent of the succes-
sive work of Pasteur and Curie, who must adduce the effi-
cient presence of life with an experimental apparatus com-
posed of non-living material. Next, think of the formation of
an efficiently validated hypothesis, which is, itself, situated
experimentally within the confines of the Biosphere, which
expresses a principle of noésis not characteristic of any
living process other than the efficiency of the individual
human mind.

Such sensations of eerieness should be assessed in three
successive degrees of approximation:

1. The Eerieness of the Reality of Universal Physical
Principles.

2. The Eerieness of the Difference, Between Viewing
Such Principles from the vantage-point of sense-
perception, and looking at the relevant sense-per-
ceptual evidence from the vantage-point of Univer-
sal Physical Principles.

3. TheEerienessof theDifferencein Senseof Personal
Identity associated with the difference in choice of
vantage-point from which who looks at whom or
what.

For example, Shakespeare’ sHaml et, whose senseof iden-
tity islocated within the shadow-world of sense-perception,
knows that principlesexist, but, for him, they are outside the
circle of sense-certainty, and therefore appear to him as like
faintly sensed pale ghosts. He can not tell himself that they
do not exist, and he senses them as an ignorant man may be
awed by the sensation of a gravitation of whose principle he
hasnoinkling. Y et, for him, principlesexist only in theform
of habituated superstitions, not as knowledge. Indeed, for
such aperson, as shown by any of the relevant “fundamental -
ists,” any taught superstition may supplant experimentally
demonstrable universal principles. Hamlet is so terrified by
immortality, that he would silence that ghost by plunging
himself toward the most efficient way of escape from sense
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of its presence, even by hisown early death.

So, as beloved Ophelia approaches, he expresses the
death-wishtowhichtheargument of hissoliloquy hasledhim.

So, the good performance of all great drama proceeds as
theargument of Chorusfrom Henry V proposes. Thefunction
of the drama’ s opening, and its performance, must transport
the mind of the audience, and aso the state of mind of the
players, from avision of the scene on stage, and from asense
of the theater in which that performance occurs, to a place of
the imagination, where all subsequent developments unfold.
Themindsof both audienceand players, each seek to uncover
a principle which defines a unity pervading the unfolding
drama. So, as Schiller points out, having adopted that better
vantage-point, the audience departs from the theater better
peopl e than they were when they had entered it.

No decent dramaisever performed asawork of apathetic
Jane Austen or thelike, asit wereapropaganda-tract for some
teaching of vulgar notions of “morality”: in today’s popular
entertainment, a display of more or less beastly immorality.
Themorality of Classical artistic compaosition, isthemorality
of Gauss's referenced 1799 attack on the common folly of
D’ Alembert, Euler, and Lagrange. In Classical drama, that
happy consequence experienced by audience and players
alike, is the shifting of the sense of personal identity of the
actors and audience, aike, toward the standpoint of viewing
the interplay of persons and events on stage, away from the
vantage-point of sense-perception as such, to that domain of
universality in which universal principles actualy exist.

Morality is not a list of does and doesn’t, nor ever ex-
pressed asamerelist of “singleissues.” Morality isessentially
apoint of view, at its best, an appropriate location of anim-
mortal sense of personal identity, away from the down-to-
earth folly which Hamlet expressed. What people prefer to
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The plan to invade
and conquer Iraq
was presented and
discussed at a White
House cabinet
meeting within four
days of the Sept. 11,
2001 “ Reichstag
Fire’; it had been
forwarded by many
of the current Cheney
teamtolsrael’s
Netanyahu
government in 1996,
and represented
Cheney’ saborted
plans as Defense
Secretary in 1990-92.

believe is determined in thisway. What they are wont to do,
or capable of discovering the will to do, is so determined.

When the Gods WereEvil

Zeus's fraudulent charge of hubris against Prometheus,
showsthenature of theevil embodied inthe pantheon of those
pagan gods. The intention expressed by that charge and its
execution, isalegendary oligarchy’ sfear and hatred of man’s
and woman'’ s equal likenessto the Creator.

Zeus's Olympus expresses, thus, the Satanic hatred of its
modern imitators, such as the empiricists. It expresses the
hatred of Voltaire, Kant, Hegel, Nietzsche, H.G. Wells, Be-
rtrand Russell, Heidegger, Hannah Arendt, Leo Strauss, and
Cheney’s lackeys, against the very idea of truth. It is also
today’s real-life echo of the condemnation of Socrates by a
council of ancient Athens' real-life Democratic Party. Both
literary and real-life cases of thistype express systemic forms
of oligarchical hatred, against the idea of the potential for
truthful hypothesis by the human individual, that potential
which, alone, sets mankind apart from the mere beasts, that
potential which is the active principle of the individua per-
son’ slikenessto the sovereign personality of the Creator.

The principle of real-life Classical tragedy posed by the
combined legendary and historical cases, is essentially two-
fold. First, thelegendary pantheon of those godsistheapothe-
osized image of any similar ruling oligarchy, and also its
attending retinues of lackeys. Second, the fools who, still
today, submit out of cowardly cautionto animaginary or real-
life form of such an oligarchy, by saying that the continuing
reign of such powerswereinevitable, have, by that act, trans-
formed themsel vesinto nothing better than human cattle, and
thus invite the destruction of their nation to be wreaked
upon themselves.
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So, thetragic citizenry of the U.S.A. submitted toainsane
choice between two alternate aspirants for the November
2000 Presidential election: Gore-Lieberman and Bush-Che-
ney, or simply not voting. Thevicein, paradoxically, all three
choiceshas since been provento have been equally evil. That,
my friends, istruetragedy, the Classically tragic suffering of
aguilty popular opinion’s U.S. citizenry today.

The tragic Olympian model of an oligarchical order of
affairs, isechoed by areal-life Jacobin mob’ swont to deliver
aPhrygian-capped, Satanic insult to the Creator. It to be rec-
ognized in the real-life Jacobin court condemning the great
Lavoisier to death, with the words spewed from a British
Foreign OfficeBentham agent’ sfoul mouth, “ TheRevolution
has no need of men of science.” It isdisplayed asthe orgy by
thelegendary Furies, inthereal-life Jacobin leaderschopping
off one another’s heads. It is the real-life common bandit of
Europe, the erstwhile Robespierre asset, Napoleon Bona-
parte, on his Caesarian rampages, like that of fascist bandit
Dick Cheney’ slackeys, of shameless butchery and looting of
any nations of the world within his reach today. It istoday’s
almost unreal Attorney-General Ashcroft mimicking thefas-
cist legal dogma of Nazi Germany’s Carl Schmitt, while, ac-
cording to current legend, anointing his own self-accursed
head with Crisco. It isthe incarnation of every rea-life, ram-
pant, oligarchical, and utterly foolish evil.

On that account, Diodorus' chronicle of the origins of
Olympusis provocatively truthful.

As Aeschylus, Goethe, Shelley, and other notables have
emphasized this fact, the Olympian persecution of Prome-
theusisnoidlemyth. It isone of the most essentia of thetrue
factsof all known human existenceto date. Itisalso an active
recipe, asit wasfor Adolf Hitler, for both degrading men and
women to human cattle, and slaughtering those selected to be
culled from the human herd. It is what is in the process of
being attempted, today, by Dick Cheney and that pack of
fascist lackeys known as the neo-cons. The worst of it all, is
not what Cheney et a. thusintend for human beingsinside, as
also outside these United States; the worst is, what Cheney’s
religiousaccomplicesintend to inducethevictims, especially
our own citizens, to do to themselves; that, in the name of the
fascistic, pantheistic “fundamentalism” toward which | have
pointed since the outset of this report. It were sufficient to
convince fools to believe in such a pantheonic, fascist form
of “fundamentalist” religion, to have recruited them already
asfascist storm-troopers.

The mechanism by which such a pantheistic fascism is
being attempted now, may be usefully labelled “systemic
theological mass-insanity.” In other words, it represents a
pagani st form of pantheon, likethat of ancientimperial Rome,
or theH.G. Wells-Bertrand Russell program for the presently
ongoing “Open Conspiracy” of world government sought
through preventive wars of nuclear terror. The mechanisms
involved in such evil enterprises are best understood from
above, by adopting, as| have done here, the vantage-point of
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my application of a Riemannian approach to systemic map-
ping of a culture in terms of the relevant set of hypotheses
underlying that culture.

To set the stage for what is to be presented here, begin
with an hypothetical set of an array of both known and yet-
unknown primary universal physical principles of the uni-
verse. Although we actually know only some among thetotal
array of those principles, and even that much imperfectly, we
are not helpless. For example: we know that there is much
of this which we do not know. On the other side, we have
discovered that many of what had been assumed to be such
principles, have been shownto befalse. We also know, asfor
the case of the hoax known asempiricism, that societieshave
been burdened with axiomatic assumptions which were not
merely false to fact, but had been falsehoods willfully, and
malicioudly inserted into the array of what became widely
accepted underlying assumptions.

In the latter case, we should speak of maliciously false
assumptions. In total, the tragic trans-Atlantic culture being
examined, isamixed axiomatic system, which not only lacks
many truthful universal principles yet to be discovered, but
includesfal se assumptions, among which are someimportant
ones which have been embedded by maliciously false inten-
tion. Theinclusion of the latter class of false assumptions as
implicitly axiomatic in authority, defines a clinically insane
culture.

TheNazi system derived from the existentialism of Hegel
and Nietzsche, was such an insane culture. Even worse than
the Nazis, isthe existentiaist form of “fundamentalist” pan-
theon associated with Dick Cheney’ s core political base. The
latter isto be considered worsethan the Nazis, partly because
it has, and intends to use nuclear-weapons arsenals. It isalso
worse for more profound reasons. Nuclear weapons may de-
stroy men'’ s bodies; the insane pantheonic system whichisa
crucia element in the hard core of Cheney’s base, destroys
both bodies and souls.

The crucia distinction of that fascist axiomatic systemis
itsbaldly synthetic origins, as attested by the fascist literature
of circles of thefascist Leo Strauss and his crony, synarchist
Alexandre Kojeve. It not merely repeats many among the
worst features of past cultures, but studies those precedents
intheway amilitary-weaponslaboratory might usean already
dangerous infectious agent, as a base from which to develop
afar more deadly one. The evil contained in such a selected
pathogen from the past, is employed as amodel for creating
aform of cultural agent whichisintendedto be moreevil than
anything from the past. Thus, by even no other evidence than
its own copiously expressed intent, Cheney’s pack is more
evil than Hitler's, as that pack is eagerly waiting to show us,
“foam-mouthed and chomping at the bit,” so to speak.

The essentid evil of that system is situated within akind
of cultural soup-stock of oligarchism and pantheism, includ-
ing arts of genocidal religious warfare from, chiefly, the
greater Mediterranean regions in general. To this, tyrant of
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Venice Paolo Sarpi, had added the empiricism peddied from
door to door by his household lackey Galileo Galilei. The
simmering threat of the American Revolution, impelled the
British East India Company’s Lord Shelburne to retain Gib-
bon to show that the collapse of the Roman Empire had been
caused by Christianity, and, therefore, that lesson showed the
pagan’ sway to a British rebirth of such an empire.

Similarly, London led in snatching a French echo of the
U.S. Declaration of Independence and Federal Constitution
fromthehandsof the patriotic FrenchleadersBailly and Lafa-
yette. The global impact of President Abraham Lincoln’sde-
feat of London’s treasonous Confederate puppet, prompted
the precautionary measure, by Edward V1I's London, of ex-
ploiting the successful assassination of President William
McKinley, for organizing the so-called World War | which
set those Eurasian continental nations which had become ad-
mirersof the Hamilton-List-Carey American System of polit-
ical-economy, at one another’ sthroats.

Meanwhile, the successful birth of fascism, in bringing a
self-proclaimed Caesar, Napoleon Bonaparte, to anew impe-
rial form of oligarchical power in Europe, prompted an ambi-
tiousimitator of themorally defectivel. Kant, G.W.F. Hegel,
to concoct a synthetic oligarchical doctrine of the “end of
history,” the first formal doctrine of modern fascism, out of
the triumphs of the Emperor Bonaparte. It was evident, that
even the defeat of Bonaparte had not discouraged Hegel in
this effort. After the Vienna Congress, Hegel switched his
affections to his correspondent Prince Metternich, and pro-
duced atheory of history, and of the state, which, inthecourse
of time, with the help of his crony Savigny, built the stage,
on planks of positivism, phenomenology, and existentialism,
upon which the likes of Friedrich Nietzsche, Carl Schmitt,
Martin Heidegger, and Adolf Hitler trod.

The Hegel-Nietzsche notion of adoctrine of “the end of
history,” so situated, is the key to the synthesis of the new,
Nazi-like, pantheistic state religion being peddlied and prac-
ticed by Dick Cheney’ s pack of lackeys.

Pox Populi and the End of History

As St. Augustine reported, the ideology of the imperial
Roman Pantheon and the ruling popul ar opinion of the Colos-
seum and Circus Maximus during those times, were systemi-
cally interdependent. Thetwo, pantheonic law and what were
best termed “pox populi,” were integrated under that general
concept of a body of imperial law addressed by von der
Heydte, an actually pantheonic notion of imperial law which
was, and remains antithetical to the very existence of asover-
eign nation-state.®

A modern caricature of that Romantic conception of im-
perial law and popular opinion has appeared, newly cos-
tumed, today. It isanew strain of an old pandemic infection,

29. op. cit.
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an infection which can be identified most succinctly as*“ pox
populi.”

Thelunatic’ srant,“ Y ou cannot reverse* Globalization,
istypical of that caricature, asisimplied in the fads of world-
widerule of “free trade,” and kindred new fashions recently
introduced to, or proposed for international law. These fads
echo Roman imperial law in away which shares the spirit of
the pleafor explicit paganism published as The Decline and
Fall of the Roman Empire by Lord Shelburne’ slackey Gib-
bon. Today’ s new generation of geopolitics, for example, is
apost-modernist “ director’ stheater” recasting of theessential
doctrine of ancient imperial Rome, anew costuming for the
Anglo-Dutch model of imperial maritime financier power
originally copied from the doctrine and practice of feudal
Venice. President George W. Bush's rant against the UNO
Security Council’s resistance to Cheney’s and Rumsfeld’s
Hitler-like, global doctrine of preventive nuclear warfare, is
areversion to thelaw of pagan imperial Rome, but an uglier,
more corrupt, and more stupefied reincarnation than ever
before.

That much said, we must now turn our attention accord-
ingly, back to some continued development of the pertinent
fundamentals of that case. Therefore, from this point of the
report, onward, | shall emphasize, summarily, the relevance
of certain principled features of an absolute distinction of a
human social system from the forms of group interaction
among the higher apes.

The principled social distinction of man from beast has
three facets. Thefirst of these classes of activity, is the func-
tion| havealready described earlier inthisreport, thefunction
of noésisin effecting those discoveries of universal physical
principleswhich pertainto theindividua mind’ srelationship
to what is commonly referred to as “nature.” The second,
which | address here, isthe principled character of the func-
tion of the same quality of noésis in the social process of
replication of such acts of discovery of universal physical
principleinthemindsof other persons. Thethird, istheappli-
cation of noésis to adducing the so-called Classical artistic
and comparable principles of the social processes, the pro-
cesses through which the combination of both of the preced-
ing classes of noétic functions operate effectively to promote
newly needed elements of stability of an ongoing develop-
ment process within a society. The fact of the existence of
those noétic principlesof social processesisillustrated by the
indispensable function of irony in agreat composer’ s setting
of aselected poem.

Toillustrate the proceeding discussion of these matters, |
refer to five pedagogical chartswhich | have frequently used
in showing essential features of the 1966-2003 process of
decadence and presently threatened disintegration of the U.S.
economy (Figur es 1-5). Those figures emphasize the contra-
dictory trends among declining net physical-economic, mon-
etary, and financial aggregates, when each and all of these
have been scaled to a physical notion of a potentia relative
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FIGURE 1
A Typical Collapse Function
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popul ation-density as measured per capitaand per square ki-
lometer for societies, or groups of societies, each taken as
awhole.

Physically, the U.S. internal economy has been in acon-
tinuing general trend of collapse over approximately the
1966-2003interval. Sincethe 1971 change, from asuccessful
form of 1946-1958, post-war, fixed-exchange-rate monetary
system, toanincreasingly inflationary and decadent “fl oating-
exchange-rate” system, especially sincethe 1989 collapse of
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FIGURE 3
The U.S. Economy’s Collapse Function
Since 1996

(Indexed to 1st Quarter 1996 = 1.00)
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Soviet power, the United States has, despite its accelerating
decadence as a consumer society, maintained its decaying
internal physical economy by means of itsremaining relative
military-political power to oot most of the rest of the world
at varying rates, and in varying degrees.

However, as those charts illustrate, despite the physical
net decline of theinternal U.S. economy, per capita, increas-
ingly massive amounts of inherently inflationary monetary
effusion have been used to expand vastly inflated nominal,
financial holdings, or simply to muster arear-guard defense of
some part of their nominal value. Thus, the continued relative
political stability of the U.S. economy as a system, has been
secured, until recently, by an induced state of mass delusion
of most of the population, a mass delusion induced by condi-
tioning the victimsto equate theideas of economy and health
of the political system with nominal, often fictitiousfinancial
assets, rather than physical-economic realities of life. This
wild-eyed moral decadence of the U.S. political system, re-
callstheroleof “bread and circuses,” and what isfairly named
pox populi, in fostering, for atime, the political stability of a
decadent, imperial Roman consumer society.

Admittedly, the United States claims, officially, that the
rate of inflation hasbeen low. Inspection of thewildly fraudu-
lent way inwhich those reports are fabricated (according to a
“hedonic,” marginal-utilitarian swindle), shows that it is not
physical experience which regulatesaduped population’ spo-
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FIGURE 4
Top 20% of Population Have More Than Half
of All After-Tax Income
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litical opinion oninflation, but rather alunatic form of obses-
sive belief inthe self-evident val ue of reported financial-mar-
ket expansion per se. The population is not responding to
reality even half asmuch asits behavior isgoverned, chiefly,
by fraudulent types of false, “Potemkin Village” varieties of
axiomatic assumptions, even by assumptions of whose exis-
tence, as assumptions, most of the population are not con-
sciously aware.

Despite such induced, popularized mass-delusions, the
physical reality of the existence of the individua in society,
depends on physical considerations whose efficiency has no
efficiently direct relationship to monetary or financial
expansion.

We now come to nine points to be taken into account in
concluding thisreport. | now list these points, asfollows.

1. | havealready exploredtheact of (noétic) discovery
of an hypothesis which is then shown to be experi-
mentally validated asa universal physical principle,
or what Plato identifies as a power. So far, we have
emphasized what would be more readily accepted
asuniversal physical principles, such asthe mathe-
matical-physical principles typified by Gauss's ref-
erenced 1799 paper.

2. | have referred, briefly, to the notion of replicating
that act of discovery of an hypothesisin other indi-
vidual persons, such as my reliving the act of such
discovery made by some per son thousands of years,
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FIGURE 5
Lower 20% of Households’ Share of National
Income Plunges
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or fewer yearsago.

3. | havementioned, and partlyillustrated, athird type
of noétic action, the discovery of social principles,
comparable to a universal physical principle of
mathematical physics, as are to be found in valid
Classical principlesof artistic composition. The de-
velopment of alanguage-cultureitself, isanillustra-
tion of the role and importance of those social
principles.

Thosethreepointshavebeentreatedintheearlier portions
of this report. The remaining six topics pertain to ongoing
processes of development of the accumulation of a mixture
of combined valid and invalid conceptionsof social processes
which area soto betreated asif they werevalidated universal
physical principles. The beneficial, or detrimental changesin
the combination of actual or assumed principles of such an
area of study, isthe meaning assigned to my use of the term
transformation of a society to an implicitly improved, or
worsened potential relative population-density. | feature six
types of such transformations:

4. Smpleprogress, through the accumulation of addi-
tional applications of such principles, as Platonic
powers.

The effort to conduct an effective test of a qualified
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physical hypothesis, requires the design of an experiment
which adds features which are relevant to testing whether
or not the proposed hypothesis has the character of a new
dimension among a matrix of Platonic powers. The progress
of the successive work of Pasteur, Curie, and others toward
showing, experimentally, that lifeisadistinct universal prin-
ciple (power) is an example of the principle for design of
such proof-of-principle experiments. The famous optical-
rotation experiments of Pasteur, et a., illustrate the direction
of experimental work toward settling such matters of prin-
ciple.

If theprincipleisproven experimentally, thenthefeatures
of the experimental design focussed on the relevant issue of
the hypothesis, becomeaguideto construction of machinery,
etc., which reflectsthe (constructive-geometrical) applicabil -
ity of thetested principle as a usable new technology.

Sometimes the ingenuity and skill of the designer of the
experimental apparatusisascrucial, practically, in proving a
new principle, asthe hypothesisitself. The skills of Wilhelm
Weber in proving the relevant Ampére principle of electrody-
namics experimentally, is a prime example of this.

Such casesareillustrativeof theelementary roleof experi-
mental treatment of valid hypothesis expressed through the
increase of the average net productive powers of labor as
increase of the potential relative population-density of a so-
ciety.

5. The notion of higher-order principles as ordering
the development of the “ matrix” of accumulated
principles.

The general development of electrodynamics, from Ben-
jamin Franklin, Fresnel, Ampere, Gauss, Weber, Riemann, et
a. onwards, is an example of the role of the devel opment of
an entire phase-space of physical principle. The impact of a
commitment to developing systems of space-exploration is
also exemplary.

6. Dysfunctional assumed principles, as factors tend-
ing to abort progress.

In modern times, the spread of the perniciousinfluence of
reductionism, from the introduction of empiricism through
Ernst Mach, and Bertrand Russell’ s Principia Mathematica,
may result in the abortion of progress over wide areas of
application. Typical are the hoaxes sprung from the work of
two of Russell’ sinfluential “sorcerer’ sapprentices,” Norbert
Wiener and John von Neumann. As useful as computer tech-
nology is, Wiener's “information theory” and the “artificial
intelligence” scam of von Neumann, Minsky, et a., have
proven to be much worse than costly dead-ends. The spread
of thefolly of “benchmarking” isamong thesimplestillustra-
tions of that point.

All these and related sillinesses, share with empiricism
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the common feature of pathetic Isaac Newton's “hypothesis
isnot necessary,” and what Gaussexposed asthesimilar folly
of Euler and Lagrange. Human progress depends upon the
discovery and mastery of additional powers through the
method of Socratic hypothesizing. Thisis an activity gener-
ated only by the specifically human noétic powersof theindi-
vidual mind. Suppress the development and employment of
those noétic powers, and human progress comes to a halt,
or worse.

7. Assumptionsintroduced to the effect of aborting, or
even reversing progressive transformations.

Theinfluence of Dr. Alexander King's 1963 Paris OECD
office’s draft reform of education, is typical of virtualy
world-wide reformsin education which wereintended to halt
and reverse human progress in a manner illustrated, inclu-
sively, by thedisastrouseffectsof Germany’ sBrandt reforms.
The 1964-72 phase of the cultural paradigm-downshift, is
most notable.

Empiricism is typical of such pathological assumptions.
By outlawing hypothesis, empiricism accomplices two oli-
garchical objectives. It “brainwashes’ its converts into not
merely denying, but repelling the only crucia distinction of
man from beast. Thus Galileo’ s student Thomas Hobbes de-
fined the human individual as specifically bestial, as John
Locke asserted the same point by different sophistry. None
of these actually believed in a Creator, because they denied,
systemically, the existence of any being with the essential
attribute of aCreator, noésis, within the universe.

Oncetheempiricistsand their like had, in their own opin-
ion, eliminated God from the universe, they considered them-
selves at liberty to concoct artificia religions, such as the
doctrine of “freetrade.” Since empiricists are self-defined as
lacking any knowledge of the real universe behind the shad-
ows of sense-perception, they, such as Locke, Mandeville,
and Quesnay, adopted intellectua rubbleleft on the roadside
of time, such as the “invisible hand” doctrine of the neo-
Manichean Cathars. In turn, itinerant British garbage-picker
Adam Smith, grabbed up therefuseleft behind by Mandeville
and Quesnay, and called it themagical powersof “freetrade.”
Notably, the British of that time never allowed a“free trade”
policy to be imposed upon London’s mercantile financier
class, but issued the dogma recommended to those they wish
to loot, or even destroy, such as Eighteenth-Century France,
ortheU.S.A. under British agent of influence Gallatin’ sPresi-
dents Jefferson and Madison, and Jackson, van Buren, Polk,
Pierce, and Buchanan.

8. Assumptionswhich tend toward the generalized de-
volution of society.

Most of the so-called “ecology” doctrine spread since
Rachel Carson’sSilent Spring, hasturned the clock of history
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backwards, with explicitly mass-murderous and related
effects.

9. Assumptions, such as the Hegel-Nietzsche “ end of
history” conception, introduced and applied with
theintent not only to reverse society’ s progress, but
to degrade mankind to a permanent condition of
bestiality. These intentions are fairly described as
satanic.

This, otherwise to be classified as the “end of history”
doctrine, is the principal matter on which our attention is
now focussed.

Assumptions of the character of some combination of
cases numbered six through nine define a cultural mind-set
which is functionally insane. Such is the state of operating
U.S. policy, and much of U.S. popular opinion today.

HasHistory Stopped?

From the glorious Fifteenth-Century Renaissance, until a
pattern of retrogressive developments which has dominated
much of the decades of globally extended European civiliza-
tion since near the close of the Nineteenth Century, the pre-
dominant long-term impetus of that civilization wasthe idea
of progress. The Fifteenth-Century Renaissance, the Treaty
of Westphalia, the accelerated eruption of scientific and tech-
nological progress since Jean-Baptiste Colbert’ sleadingrole,
the 1763-1789 rallying of the best of European civilization to
thecause of anindependent Classical truerepublicin English-
speaking North America, the radiation of the German Classi-
cal revival of the late Eighteenth Century, the progress of
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The neo-conservatives
imperial war policy rests
on a popular tolerance
for might-makes-right,
“the ideology of the
imperial Roman
Pantheon and theruling
popular opinion of the
Colosseum and Circus
Maximus during those
times.” LaRouche
brandsit “ pox populi.”

physical science and technology during the Nineteenth Cen-
tury, and the inspiring great victory of President Abraham
Lincoln over Lord Pamerston’s pawn, the Confederacy, are
among the most notable benchmarks of these pulsations of
modern humanist optimism.

Then, suddenly, in Paris, on July 14, 1789, the history of
human progress skipped a heart-beat, when two agents of
Jeremy Bentham’s London, Philippe Egalité and Jacques
Necker, quite literally, staged the storming of the Bastille as
theleading event of Necker’s campaign for Prime Minister.®
The ensuing impact of, the successive rise of the Jacobins,
including London’ sagents Danton and Marat, the continuing
French Terror, the rise of a new imperia Caesar from the
bowels of the ancient history, Napoleon Bonaparte, the evil
that was the 1814-15 Congress of Vienna, the installation
of the abominable Restoration monarchy in France, and the
proclamation of the fascistic, Metternichean Carlsbad De-
crees, were, combined, a shock to civilization comparable to

30. The Swiss banker from Lausanne, Necker, like Adam Smith, and Neck-
er’ swife' sassociate Gibbon, wasalong-standing asset of the L ord Shelburne
who controlled Barings' and the parliamentary payroll of the British East
India Company. Shelburne, while Prime Minister of England, directed the
1782-1783 Peace Treaty negotiationswith the U.S.A., on the one hand, and
France on the other. Thisled to the self-induced bankrupting of LouisXV1I's
monarchy, an operation in which Necker played a key role at some points.
Necker’ s daughter, the notorious Madame de Staél, was a spy inside Queen
Marie Antoinette’s circles. Another Shelburne agent, the British Foreign
Office’ sJeremy Bentham, wasthehead of the secret committeewhichtrained
and depl oyed British spiessuchasDantonand Marat, and whodirected Aaron
Burr. Bentham shaped British early Nineteenth-Century foreign policy, and
created his most notable successor, Lord Palmerston.
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what we have experienced with the 1962-1972 succession of
the Cuba missiles-crisis, the assassination of President Ken-
nedy, the U.S. war in Indo-China, the assassination of Rev.
Martin Luther King, and the August 1971 wrecking of the
fixed-exchange-rate world monetary system.

The outcome of that tragic succession of 1789-1818
events, was today’s continuing legacy of the fascism of
Napoleon Bonaparte, of his nephew Napoleon 11, and of
their imitators, such as Jefferson Davis' Confederacy, Benito
Mussolini, and Adolf Hitler. That awful legacy isthe manure
of cultural pessimism in which excrescences such as Vice-
President Dick Cheney’'s pack of fascist cronies have
been bred.

Many of the features of the Emperor Napoleon Bona
parte’ s tyranny have been rightly compared with the role of
the Sun-King Louis X1V. Nonetheless, the form of the state
founded as the Empire of Napoleon Bonaparte was not a
France of theform of nation-state established under Louis XI,
defended by Henri IV, and restored by the works of Cardinal
Mazarin and his Jean-Baptiste Colbert. It was areplanting of
the empire of Augustus, Tiberius, Caligula, et al., under the
fasces of imperial Rome.

The Emperor Napoleon Bonaparte devoutly worshipped
by G.W.F. Hegel, emerged thus as the first modern fascist
dictator. Hegel’ stheory of history and the statewasthebegin-
ning of a theory of fascism modelled on Hegel’s adopted
image of Napoleon as Caesar. The Friedrich Nietzsche who
wrote the sequel to Hegel’ srant, proclaimed the coming Age
of Aquarius as the end of history. So, among their followers
today, we have seen the face of Nietzsche's Superman, Sa-
tan—of Nietzsche' s Dionysius—mirrored in theface of Che-
ney and his pack.

Thetwo central features of Napoleon Bonaparte’ sfascist
state, were that it was, first, an empire premised upon, and
heavily garnished withthe symbolsand sentiments of Caesar-
ian Rome; and, second, it, likethe cult of Sol Invictusadopted
by “Sun King” Louis XIV, defined its underlying constitu-
tional principle to be the Emperor Napoleon's pantheonic
religious authority as avowed Pontifex Maximus over princi-
ples of law and religion. The current Bush administration
has been rooted, from the beginning, in its “fundamentalist”
caricature of the features of the Emperor Napoleon’ s system.

Especially since Sept. 11, 2001, thedirection of evolution
of the doctrines and practice of law, of fundamentalist cult-
isms, and foreign policy, have evolved into the direction of
becoming a decreed state religion, like the dictator Robe-
spierre’s pantheistic cult of the Supreme Being, without
rational division of their differing qualities of categorical
functions.

Of such matters, | must say, as Benjamin Franklin spoke
of the U.S. Federa Constitution asif to echo the poem of the
aging Solon of Athens: We have given you arepublic, if you
can keep it. That means, again, today: If you recognize the
nature of the enemy from within.
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The Strauss Kindergarten

Israeli Outcroppings
Of ‘Universal Fascism’

by Steven Meyer

Several weeks before the U.S. invasion of Irag, a colleague
asked metoreview abook whichiscausingan uproar amongst
the Middle Eastern diplomatic community in Washington,
D.C. Michael Oren’s Sx Days of War: June 1967 and the
Making of the Modern Middle East, has been characterized
asthe authoritative history of the Middle East, based uponits
vast useof U.S. and | sragli government documentation which
has been declassified in the recent years. The book, issued
last Summer, madeit quickly to thetop ten of the Washington
Post’ sbestseller list.

Many of the diplomats who were angered by the book
were themselves military officials, so | consented to read it
with interest, but with the hesistancy that the content with
respect to military affairs was beyond the scope of my exper-
tise. | got as far as reading the introduction, which was an
outrageousfabrication of thehistory of boththe Zionist move-
ment and the Arab and Palestinian nationalist movements
prior to the establishment of the state of Isragl. | put the book
down, determined to discover who had dropped this propa-
gandabomb into the preparatory phases of the current war in
the Middle East.

What | found wasthecuriousmarriagebetweenthefamily
of Leo Strauss's kindergarten of philosophers and political
operatives in the United States, and the like-minded family
of the late avowed Jewish fascist Vladimir Jabotinsky. As a
young man in the 1920s, Strauss met with Jabotinsky and
carried on acorrespondencewith him, but it appearslittle has
been written about their relationship. In 1954, Strauss spent
a year in Israel. Today, Jabotinsky’'s kindergarten—and
Strauss' s network—reside in the Likud and radical partiesto
its right, a web of Isragli-American think-tanks, and several
philosophy departments of leading Israeli universities.

Thecommonality of outlook of these networksisreflected
in their successful joint effort that killed the Oslo Accords,
the attempt to establish a just peace with the Palestinians.
They al tend to promulgate Samuel Huntington’s Clash of
Civilizations thesis, and their explicit goal remains to estab-
lishamessianic|srael onboth sidesof the Jordan, with Jerusa-
lem asits capital; asLyndon LaRouche has said, their current
doings have placed Israel on that very precipice of Hell that
isleading Israel toward self-doom.

Any intelligence hand in the Arab world and Israel must
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Irving Kristol,
godfather of the
U.S neo-
conservatives,
addressed the
Shalem Center in
1999, “ On the
Political Stupidity
of the Jews.”
According to him,
their “ stupidity”
liesinthefact that
they have
historically been
too susceptibleto
“universal
humanism.”

master the epistemol ogical underpinnings of these networks,
which LaRouche’ saccompanying articleexplains, in order to
understand how Anglo-American utopians have consistantly
deployed afascist corewithinthe Zionist movement to disrupt
every potential peace accord between Arabsand Jews, begin-
ning with the Arlosoroff negotiationsin the early 1920s.!
That said, who produced Oren’ sbook, and what doesthis
larger Jabotinksyite-Straussian fascist monster ook like?

The Shalem Center

Orenisaresident scholar of the Shalem Center, a Jerusa-
lem and Washington think-tank, and his book was one of
its projects. Shalem was founded in 1994, with the explicit
purposeof launchingacultural war insidel srael by the Ameri-
can Straussians. The associate director of Shalem, who also
serves as the director of its Washington office, is Hillel
Fradkin. Fradkinisastudent of Allan Bloom, oneof Strauss's
leading apostles, and Fradkin has characterized Straussasone
of thetwo or three greatest men of the 20th Century.?

From 1986-88, Fradkin taught political scienceat theUni-
versity of Chicago Committee on Social Thought, aninterdis-
ciplinary center created to house Strauss and his disciples.
Heis currently the director of the neo-con Ethics and Public
Policy Center in Washington. The Shalem Center describes
itself asdedicated to “ Jewish social thought and I sraeli public
policy”— an unmistakabl e reference to the two centers.

While teaching at the Committee on Social Thought,
Fradkin also served as vice president of the Bradley Founda-
tion and a program officer for the Olin Foundation. These

1. See Steven Meyer, “Will Israel Outlive Its Fascists? Jabotinsky: Mussoli-
ni’s Favorite” and “Jabotinsky Wrecked Zionists Hope for Water for Peace
inthe Mideast,” EIR, May 24, 2002.

2. “Parting of the Ways|1: Jewish and Islamic Thought and 9/11,” by Hillel
Fradkin, lecturedelivered at the American Enterprisel nstitute, May 13, 2002.
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two foundations, along with the Mellon-Scaiffe and Smith
Richardson foundations, havefunded theentire gamut of neo-
con think-tanks in the United States, as well as Straussian
university deployments, including Samuel Huntington’ srav-
ingsat Harvard.

Fradkin also served as a scholar at the American Enter-
priselnstitute, where he published with “ Clean Break” author
David Wurmser. His “ethics’ include promoting the use of
military force for regime change in Iraq and the other so-
called axis-of-evil states, and he has been among the small
numbers of signators of public letters in support of such ac-
tion, written to President Bush by the neo-con Project for a
New American Century.

Now, the marriage.

The Isragli director of Shalem, Y oram Hazony, was an
admirer of theracit, terrorist Meir Kahane, whosefather was
afriend and collaborator of Jabotinksy. Hazony published a
eulogy for Kahane in the Jerusalem Post in 1990. “We were
mesmerized,” wrote Hazony. “We listened in astonishment,
and finally in shame, when we began to realize that he was
right. . . . [We express] gratitude to someone who changed
our lives, thrilled and entertained us, helped us grow up into
strong, Jewish men and women. Many of usfound other ways
of doing what he asked.”

Hazony was sent to Shalem from Likud leader Benjamin
Netanyahu' s political stable, where he worked as an advisor,
speechwriter, and ghostwriter. Netanyahu is an avowed fol-
lower of Jabotinsky, having been raised in that political and
philosophical tradition by his father, whose mentor, Abba
Achimier, wasaleading member of Jabotinsky’ sBetar. Achi-
mier, an admirer of Hitler and Mussolini, wrote a weekly
column in the Palestine Betar newspaper, entitled “From the
Desk of aFascist.” Achimier was accused of being the author
of the murder of Chaim Arlosoroff.

Hazony, an American-born lsragli, was schooled in the
United States and received his Ph.D. at the Political Science
Department of Wilson Carey McWilliams, aresident Straus-
sian at Rutgers University. The department receives Bradley
Foundation monies for its doctorate program. Michael Oren
received his Ph.D. at Princeton in 1986, in the Near East
Studies Department, whoseresident scholar wasBritishintel -
ligence hand Bernard Lewis, author of the* Clash of Civiliza-
tions” doctrine later popularized by Samuel Huntington.

Shalem’ s purpose, as stated in the founding edition of its
quarterly magazine Azure, is to establish cultural and philo-
sophical hegemony amongst Isragl’ sintelligentsia. It plansto
provide Isragl’ s conservative political partieswith the essen-
tial ideas necessary to govern. The center plans to create a
university devoted to producing a cadre elite. Shalem has
devoted itself to tranglating and publishing Hebrew editions
of works of leading conservative economists and philoso-
phers, such as Friedrich von Hayek, Adam Smith, Milton
Friedman, and Edmund Burke (one of U.S. Secretary of De-
fense for Policy Doug Feith’sicons).
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Shalem was created with large amounts of cash from U.S.
multi-millionaire Ronald Lauder—known in Israel asNetan-
yahu' spiggy bank—al ong with fundsfromthe Sanford Bern-
stein Company. Thelatter isowned by Roger Hertog, afinan-
cia partner of Michael Steinhardt, whose father was afence
for Meyer Lansky’s organized crime syndicate, and who is
now aleading light in the circles of the Democratic L eader-
ship Council (see EIR, Aug. 9, 2002). The two own the New
Republic, which published Hazony’ sbook, The Jewish Sate:
The Struggle for Israel’ s Soul—an attack on those who have
not succumbed to Shalem’s doctrines. Israeli academic
Shlomo Avineri has characterized Hazony’ s style of attack as
asynthesis of Pat Robertson and Sen. Joe McCarthy.

Enter, IrvingKristol

Irving Kristol, a devotee of Leo Strauss and the “godfa-
ther” of the U.S. neo-cons, addressed the Shalem Center in
1999, during the 50th anniversary celebrations of the found-
ing of the state of Israel. His presentation was entitled, “On
the Political Stupidity of the Jews.”

Castigating liberal American Jews and Israglis alike,
Kristol asserted that both suffer from political stupidity which
stems from “nothing less than a deeply grounded utopian
expectation that good ‘ human relations' can replace political
rel ations between other ethnic and religious groups, whether
onefacesthese groupswithin the context of domestic Ameri-
can life, or acrossthe border in Isragli foreign affairs.”

The ultimate cause of such “utopianism,” according to
Kristal, is the fact that since Jews historically lacked any
political tradition, they were susceptibleto universal human-
ism” during the Enlightenment, and that this universal ideal
has unfortunately become a*“ quintessentially Jewish belief.”
Itisasorry state of affairsthat both I sraeli and American Jews
are still susceptible to these ideas, he said, which are are but
“day dreams, . . . abstract theories of universal rightsand in-
ternational laws,” which haveleft the Jews"intellectually dis-
armed.”

Kristol’ sassertionissowild, that it doesn’t seemplausible
to me that it was widely circulated in Israel or the United
States—or he would have been politically lynched. But his
construct isworthlooking at, becauseit ispure Straussianism.

The Straussians, who claim to be the experts on Plato,
overlook the existence of Moses Mendel ssohn (1729-1786),
the Orthodox Jew and Platonic philosopher known theworld
over during his lifetime as the “Berlin Socrates.” Mendels-
sohn and his Jewish collaborators promoted the ideas of Got-
tfried Leibniz and the creation of the American republic and
other modern nation-states, based upon theideaof justiceand
equality for all. They werealso key infurthering the scientific
discoveriesof Bach, Mozart, and Beethoven, and contributed
to other areas of universal knowledge. For Mendelssohn,
Plato’ s concept of reason was coherent with Mosaic law.

Strauss, a Jew who emigrated from Germany in 1934
under the sponsorship of top Nazi jurist Carl Schmitt, did a
critique of Mendel ssohn, saying that, unfortunately, his proof
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concerning reason and Mosaic law was insufficient. Strauss
also attacked Gotthold Lessing's play Nathan the Wiseg, in
whichthe character of Nathan, thelearned Jew, wasknownto
be modelled upon Mendel ssohn. Nathan uses an ecumenical
approachto bring together Christian and | slamic protagonists.

Irving Kristol closed his 1999 addressto Shalem with the
following charge: “Before the daunting task of ingtilling a
tradition of thinking politically among the Jews, thereislittle
to be done other than to continue the work of education. Such
work is very difficult, but it must be done if both Jews and
Judaism are to survive. Those of usin the United States who
have been involved in this enterprise for some years now are
certainly encouraged to see a comparable enterprise under
way inlsragl.”

The lsragli Education Ministry during the Ehud Barak
Administration officially determined the Shalem Center to be
“aresearch ingtitute whose leanings are extreme right wing
and even fascistic.” Shalem’s board of directorsincludes Ir-
ving Kristol’s son William Kristol, of the Weekly Sandard,
Ronald Lauder’s public spokesman Allen Rother, and New
Republic owner Roger Hertog.

The Straussiansand ‘ Clean Break’

“A Clean Break: A New Strategy for Securing the
Realm,” was written at the Institute for Advanced Strategic
and Political Studies, based in Jerusalem and Washington. It
was aresearch project of the Division for Research in Strat-
egy, whose co-director, William R. Van Cleave, received his
Ph.D. from Claremont Graduate School. The Claremont
Schools, the West Coast version of Chicago University’s
Committeeon Socia Thought, are dominated by Harry Jaffa,
a protéege of Leo Strauss, who was Professor Emeritus of
Government at Claremont McKenna College and the Clare-
mont Graduate School.

IASPS sfounder, Robert J. Loewenberg, wasaStraussian
professor of history at Arizona State University before mov-
ing to lsrael. Applicants to IASPS's Graduate Fellowships
arerequired to have amastery of Strauss' sworks.

The executive director of |ASPS JerusalemisZev Golan,
who is also the director of the Temple Institute, a messianic
right-wing Jewish organization which wants to build the
Third Temple on the site of the Dome of the Rock in Jeru-
salem.

When Golan immigrated to Israel from the U.S. in 1979,
he became an assi stant to the elderly Rabbi M oshe Segal, one
of the first members of Jabotinsky’s Betar organization in
Palestine. Segal led the infamous 1929 Betar demonstration
by several hundred cadres, armed with explosives, totheWai-
ling Wall and Temple Mount. It was the first provocation of
itskind, and in the ensuing riots, hundreds of Arabsand Jews
werekilled. Segal wasan avid promoter of Third Temple until
hisdeath in 1985.

Segal was aso national commander of Brit Habirionim
(Union of Terrorists), aviolent underground group that used
terror against | sraeli founding Prime Minister David Ben Gu-
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rion and the Histradrut. He rose to the top levels of the Irgun
High Command and the Stern Gang. Through Segal, Golan
becameintimately involvedinthe Betar networks, compiling
an ora history of the group.

IASPS has received over half amillion dollarsin recent
yearsfromtheBradl ey Foundationand the Sarah Scaife Foun-
dation. One of IASPS s mgjor fundersis the San Francisco-
based Koret Foundation, which has been financing it yearly
for close to half a million dollars. Koret's president, Tad
Taube, is a member of the governing board of the board of
overseers of the Hoover Institute, along with Donald
Rumsfeld and Richard Mellon Scaife. The Hoover Institute,
for whom Van Cleaveis a senior research fellow, receives a
yearly grant of $1.25 million from Koret. Hoover’'s current
vice president, and the director of its Washington office, is
Kenneth R. Weinstein. Prior to joining Hudson, he was the
managing director of the Shalem Center’ sWashington office.

Strauss's|sraeli Protégées

Prof. Paul Eidelberg graduatuated from the University of
Chicagoin 1966, asaprotégéof Strauss. Hejoined thefaculty
of Bar llan University in 1976, where he taught political sci-
ence for severa years. A devotee of Jabotinsky, whom he
refersto as a“ philosophic-statesman,” he also wrote that Ja-
botinsky was “a man of impeccable character; truthful and
magnanimous, fearless and compassionate, and wholly dedi-
cated to the welfare of the Jews.” Eidelberg castigated both
Netanyahu and Sharon for their weakness in not establishing
acompl etely Jewish statethat encompassesall of Gaza, Judea,
and Sumeria. His articles are circulated widely in right-wing
journalsand Internet sitesin Isragl and the United States.

An ardent opponent of the Oslo Accords, he stated in the
Jewish Press that “Yitzak Rabin and his cohorts created the
emotional and political climatethat led to his assassination.”

In lamenting Israel’s current state, he has written that
“lsrael desperately needs a Jabotinsky-like aternative to its
present leaders,” but he does support the Sharon govern-
ment’s military policy against the Palestinians.

Eidelberg runs the Foundation for a Constitutional De-
mocracy, which promotes a constitution he has written for
Israel. Although seen as an extremist in Isragl, hisideason a
constitution are endorsed by elementswithin the Likud party
centered around Moshe Feiglin. In 1988, Eidelberg wrote an
article for the Foundation for a Constitutional Democracy
which would even make Irving Kristol blush. Entitled “ Jus-
ticeandtheArabVote, aSocraticlssue,” heargued that Socra-
tes would have come to the conclusion that Israeli Arabs do
not have theright to vote.

Another prominent Israeli Straussian is Prof. Emil Fack-
enheim, whowasbornin Germany in 1916. Hismentorswere
both Strauss and the existentialist Martin Buber. He is one
of Israel’s more important theologians and philosophers. A
fellow at the Institute of Contemporary Jewry at the Hebrew
Univeristy of Jerusalem, heisinternationally acclaimed asan
expert on the Holocaust.

EIR May 2, 2003

Fackehheim’s outlook is weighted with pessimism to-
ward thehuman soul. Hisbasicthesisisthat for any Jew living
anywhere in the world, whether they are sufficiently able to
recognizeit or not, modern history beginswith the Holocaust,
whose aftershocks remain adriving force of history. Further-
more, Jewishidentity inthecurrent era, beginswith the estab-
lishment of the state of Israel, and any perceived danger, red
or imagined, legitimizes an Isragli reaction. Fackenheim lec-
tures on the 614th commandment (his own creation), which
states. “Jews are forbidden to give Hitler posthumous vic-
tories.”

Fackenheim has a substantia international following in
academia. Aswith Strauss, international colloquiahave been
held, uniting scholars to present papers on hislife' swork. A
vociferous opponent of Odo, he endorses a*“ Greater Isragl”
policy and the creation of a Jewish-controlled Jerusalem as
theonly possiblecapital of | srael. Heand chicken-hawk Doug
Feith are founding members of One Jerusalem, which pro-
motes such apalicy.

Fackenheim and Eidelberg sit on the editorial board of
NATIV, the journal of Israel’s Ariel Institute for Policy Re-
search. Established in 1997 by former Stern Gang leader Y-
thak Shamir to oppose the Oslo Accords, the Institute has
promoted Huntington’s Clash of Civilization thesis. Ariel’s
advisory council includes IASPS' s William Van Cleave; its
board of directorsincludes Mark Zell, Feith’slaw partner.
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Why the ‘Surprising’ Rise
Of Shi’ite Power in Iraq?

by Hussein Askary

The April 22-23 pilgrimage of 2 million Iragisto Karbalain
south central Irag, commemorated the martyrdom of Imam
Hussein ibn Ali, the grandson of Prophet Mohammed, who
was killed in 680 and regarded by Shi’ites worldwide as the
ultimate symbol of martyrdom and selfless struggle against
tyranny. Becauseitisbothareligiousceremony and apolitical
expression of grievances, the pilgrimage was banned by Sad-
dam Hussein's regime for over 25 years. The huge, com-
pletely peaceful gathering, in arelatively small city, showed
a high degree of organizing and discipline by the religious
authoritiesin Karbalaand Ngjaf, internationally known asthe
Hawza, or the Islamic Seminary. Food, water, and medical
care were provided to this huge crowd of pilgrims, in spite of
the enormous pressure caused by weeks of war and lack of
basic supplies. The Hawza is emerging as the new civilian
Iragi authority in areas of Shi’ite majorities—i.e., southern
Iraq and large parts of Baghdad. They make up 60-65% of
the country.

The religious ceremony turned political, with large dem-
onstrations headed by the clergymen, calling for an end to
the American-British military occupation, and establishing a
united Iragi government. The dominant chants were those
rejecting the occupation, and “No, no, to all the Chalabis,”
in a reference the U.S.-backed politicians such as Ahmed
Chalabi, the darling of the U.S. neo-conservative chicken-
hawks. The demonstrators also chanted that they don’t want
a Shi’ite or Sunni state, but national unity.

Stupidity or Imperial Arrogance

Washington Post coverage that day was headlined, “U.S.
Planners Surprised by Strength of Iragi Shi’ites.” Bush Ad-
ministrati on official sacknowledged to the pressthat they had
underestimated the Shi’ites’ organizational strength, and are
unprepared totry to prevent therise of afundamentalist, anti-
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Americangovernment inlrag. The officialswere cited saying
that “theU.S. hasno diplomatic rel ationswith [ predominantly
Shi’ite] Iran, and thus no window into what Iran is doing in
Irag.” Intruth, this“surprise” was caused by the pack of lies
promoted by the civilian war-hawksin the Pentagon through
discredited Iragi National Conference chairman Chalabi.
Some Administration officials were “dazzled” by the exile
Chalahi, the Post noted; Pentagon policymakers had con-
vinced themselves that he was a Shi’'ite who could lead
other Shi’ites.

But the Post wrongly forecast the prospect of an Iran-
modelled “Islamic fundamentalist state” in Irag. This assess-
ment is meant to focus attention on Iran, both as a next target
of the imperial war, and also as a scapegoat for U.S. policy
failuresinIraqg.

Inafront-pagestory on April 23, the New York Timessaid
that Iran is sending its agents into southern Irag, working in
Najaf, Karbala, and Basra, including members of the Badr
Brigade, and perhaps also Iranian Revolutionary Guards.
Lord Conrad Black’ sNew York Sunran an editorial, “ Beware
of Tehran,” claimingthat “Iran’ styrants seean opportunity to
extend their influence—and they are doing so.” White House
spokesman Ari Fleischer and hawkish Sen. Joe Lieberman
(D-Conn.) issued threatsto Iran.

What rai sesmore question markson thetargetting of Iran,
was the announcement in April 22 by the U.S. Central Com-
mand (Centcom) in Qatar, of a “cease-fire” agreement be-
tween U.S. forcesin Irag and the Iranian terrorist group Mu-
jahideen-e Khalg Organization (MK O), one of the groups on
the State Department’ slist of international terrorist organiza-
tions, which was supported by Saddam Hussein against Iran.
MKO leadersimmediately expressed their willingnessto con-
tinuetheir activitiesagainst Iran, but in collaboration with the
United States. The MK O base northeast of Baghdad was not
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targetted during the recent bombing campaign.

Thedanger hereistwofold. First, there are probably peo-
plein the “war party” in Washington who would like to see
Irag descending into chaos and sectarian and ethnic war. Sec-
ond, if the United States and Britain continue to insist on
running Irag as a colony and a base to target other nationsin
theregion, such asIran and Syria, the Post’ s prophecy might
become self-fulfilling. Both real and fal se-flag anti-American
“armed resistance” groups may emerge, supported by for-
eign powers.

Shi’ite LeadersRebuke Reports

Following the Karbala pilgrimage, press conferences
were held in both Karbala and Tehran by Shi’ite leaders.
Abdul-Aziz al-Hakim spoke to the pressin Karbala; heisthe
spokesman and deputy chairman of the Supreme Council of
the Islamic Revolutionin Irag (SCIRI), and had just returned
fromexileinlran. Heisalsothebrother of Ayatollah M oham-
med Bagjir al-Hakim, chairman of the Iran-based SCIRI, who
held the other pressconferencethere. SCIRI isthemost influ-
ential Iragi opposition group. According to Reuters, Ayatol-
lah Al-Hakim stated: “There is no doubt we are going to
cooperate with all sides and forces that have relations with
the Iragi issue. . . . Among these sides are America, Britain,
the United Nations, the European Union, Arab and Islamic
states. . . . We cannot make a comparison between the Iragi
and the Iranian people. . . . Weshould not make a copy of the
Iranian revolution and establish it in Iraq.” Al-Hakim said
there could be a separation of church and statein Irag, unlike
inhishost country Iran. “ Religiousleadersarefromthepeople
and they must carry out their responsibilities,” he said. But
“it is not very necessary for the Iragi regime to be in the
hands of religious people. It al depends on the will of the
Iragi people.”

On the demonstrations in Karbala, Ayatollah a-Hakim
said: “In these marches the Iragi people want to say they are
ableto managetheir affairsthemselves.” Askedif U.S. troops
should immediately leave Irag, he said: “The Iraqi people
must start to establish their national government and take
responsibility to manage their affairs. There is no necessity
for any foreign domination in Irag. The Americans say they
will remainin Iraq only for avery limited period, but | don’t
know how longthat will last.” Ayatollah al-Hakimisexpected
to leave Iran soon, after more than 20 yearsin exile.

At the Karbala press conference, the presence of Abdul-
Aziza-Hakimwasasignof theHawza schoiceof itspolitical
spokesman. And he said that the Hawza “has performed a
role in the current ceremonies ranking above any political or
civilian administration. [ This] showsthat the Iragi peopleare
capable of running their own affairs.” Al-Hakim said that a
meeting of all the Iragi groups that opposed Saddam Hus-
sein’srule would be convened in Baghdad soon, to establish
ademocraticand united government. Heemphasized that “ the
whole world regards the presence of U.S. and British troops
in the country as an occupation,” but that it would be re-
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sisted peacefully.

The first meeting of opposition groups inside Iraq was
organized by the U.S. military command in April 16, under
the chairmanship of American “administrator of Irag,” Gen.
Jay Garner (ret.). That meeting was boycotted by SCIRI and
other major Shi’itegroups. They will attend the next one, now
that the have made a tremendous demonstration of political
power in Karbala.

LaRouche sWork Invoked

The U.S. occupation army is not making things easier, as
some believe it istrying to provoke peaceful demonstrators.
In April 22, the U.S. Army in Baghdad was forced to release
areligiousleader arrested the day before, when thousands of
angry protestersissued an ultimatum to the U.S. commanders
at the Palestine Hotel . The protesters demanded the immedi-
ate release of Sheikh Muhammad al-Fartusi, representative
in Baghdad of the powerful Hawza of Najaf. Sheikh Hussein
a-Assadi, a member of the Hawza council, who described
himself as a student of Sheikh Fartusi, warned during the
protest that U.S. forces in Irag should be aware of Muslim
sengitivities, “otherwise there will be an explosion.”

Only oneday later, U.S. forcesin Baghdad arrested Stam
a-Gu' oud, chairman of the United Federation of Iragi Intel-
lectuals. Thereason givenwas hisalleged possession of arms.
Thispretextwasridiculedinacountry wherea most everyone
hasagun. Al-Gu’ oudisan outspoken critic of theU.S.-British
occupation, and a political leader who is not part of the “im-
ported” opposition. He appeared in an interview with Abu
Dhabi Television on April 21, describing what is happening
in Iraq in the context of the neo-conservatives' now well-
known“Clean Break” strategy. Thisisprobably amore credi-
blereason for hisarrest. His group is opposed to the division
of Irag along ethnic and sectarian lines.

There are dangerous attemptsto put emphasisonly onthe
Shi’itefactor inlrag. In Iragq’ smodern history, there hasbeen
no known sectarian strife. Shi’itesand Sunnis, Iraq’s second
largest Islamic denomination, have united in the face of for-
eign threats, asin the 1919-20 revolt against British occupa-
tion. Saddam Hussein’ sregimetried to survive politicaly by
playing on differences between the sects and tribes of Iraq.
The United States and Britain may try that too, but it is never
the natural state of Iragi society.

To prove that point, on April 17, Iragi Sunnis organized
massive Friday Prayer events, followed by demonstrationsin
Baghdad. The major event in Baghdad wasthe Friday Prayer
sermon given by Sheikh Ahmed al-Kubaisi in Imam Abu
HanifaMosque. Al-Kubaisi, one of the most revered Islamic
scholarsinthe Arab world, did not call for an Islamic state, as
English-language mediareported. Hecalled for establishinga
“Committee of Wise Men,” which would monitor the activi-
ties of whatever civil administration were established; and
for civil disobedience, on the model of Mahatma Gandhi,
whenever that administration acts against Iragis welfare.

Al-Kubaisi, whiledenouncing theillegal war and occupa-

International 41



tion, invoked the “ True America.” “What we seetoday is not
the great America, which we have known al the time. The
America which we knew was the America of freedom and
scientific progress, not the one we see today.” He described
in fascinating detail how President Eisenhower put an end to
the British-lsraeli-French attack on Egypt in the Suez War in
1956, as an example of great American leadership. Al-Ku-
baisi hadreferredtotheideasand work of American Presiden-
tial pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche, in an address at the
Zayed University in Abu Dhabi in November 2002.

On the other side of the river, Shi’ites were attending
Friday Prayer in al-Kadhimiya, at the Shrine of Imams Jaafar
Assadiqand Mousaal-Kadhim. They, too, went out to demon-
strate against the occupation. They crossed the bridge and
joined their Sunni compatriotsin adisplay of national, non-
sectarian unity. The slogan was “No Shi’ite, no Sunni will
sell out this country.”

Thedanger of sectariandivisionand strifein Iraq depends
on the intentions and acts of the U.S. and British occupation
and politicians in Washington. The continued deterioration
of thelraqi people’ sliving standardsand the political instabil -
ity in the country, would create conditions for such a disas-
trousdevel opment. Theintention of the“war party” in Wash-
ington, to “move to the next target,” leaving Iraq a mess, is
what could make such adevel opment likely in the short term.

Oil Robbery Under Way
In Occupied Iraq?

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

The United States, having allegedly “won” the war in Irag,
now finds itself in an inextricable bind regarding its plan to
exploit Irag's massive raw materials resources. The misin-
formed view of Vice President Dick Cheney, Donad
Rumsfeld, Richard Perle, et al., had been that, after a speedy
coup d' état against Saddam Hussein, an American puppet
regime would crank up oil production, expand exports, reap
handsome revenues, and usethem for “reconstruction” of the
infrastructure that the combination of bombs, looting, and
arson had destroyed. Contractsfor “reconstruction” could be
earmarked for faithful corporate war supporters, like Bechtel
and Halliburton, while non-American companies would be
excluded. Furthermore, to ensure total control over oil and
the industry, the U.S.-sponsored regime would declare all
Saddam-era contracts with other parties null and void. This
would remove Russia, France, and others from the field of
competitors.

That wasthe plan. Thus, assoon asBaghdad had “fallen,”
April 9, President Bush declared that the UN sanctionsagainst
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The American
Pentagon’s* Iraqi
face,” Ahmed al-
Chalabi, returned
to Iraq after nearly
50 yearsin Europe,
wantsto head its
government and
build a pipelineto
bringitsoil to
Israel.

Iraq should be immediately lifted, so that Iragi oil could be
exported, theeconomy reactivated, and reconstruction begun.

Tearing Up UN Resolutions

But this declaration is utterly illegal. The Russians and
French objected, correctly, that the sanctions could not be
lifted by fiat, or by American imperial decree. Sanctions had
been imposed, in the wake of the 1990 Iragi intervention in
Kuwait, through a United Nations Security Council resolu-
tion, which specified that they could be lifted only after a
UN inspections team had certified that Irag did not possess
weapons of massdestruction. Thus, diplomatsfrom Parisand
Moscow argued, the UN inspectors should return to Irag and
complete their task. If a clean bill of health were delivered,
thenthesanctionscould belifted. For hispart, UN inspections
chief Hans Blix confirmed on April 23, that histeam could be
back on the scene within two weeks.

Although the French, in a conciliatory gesture, offered a
compromise formula—"suspension” of the sanctions, pend-
ing delivery of areport by a“mixed” team of inspectors (the
UN official team along with the ad hoc group of inspectors
which the United States had assembled) U.S. Ambassador to
the UN John Negroponte maintained his hard line, rejecting
any rolefor the UN inspectors. He said the United States saw
no UN role “for the time being or the foreseeable future.”
Instead, he stressed that the U.S.-led coalition “ has assumed
responsibility for the disarming of Irag.” The handpicked,
well-paid inspectors assembled by the United States would
continue scouring the land, until they came up with, or con-
trived, some sign of weapons of mass destruction.

The significance of the French and Russian position, is
that it stresses, rightly, that the UN must be the body which
decides on the sanctions. It is the UN which has controlled
Iraq’ soil revenuesthrough the Oil-for-Food program, and the
Security Council decided on April 24 that this should remain
so, until an independent Iragi government comes into being.
Furthermore, the recognition of anew Iragi government, they
both agree, isaresponsibility of the UN.

One leading German expert on international law, Prof.
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Dieter Blumenwitz, summarized the fundamental argument
in an interview with Die Welt on April 12: Removing the
government of astate (“regimechange”), and installing anew
government in the occupied territory, a puppet or “quisiing”
regime, is banned by international law, as established in the
Code of War Conduct (The Hague Convention of 1907) and
the 1947 Geneva Conventions. Any such regime should be
viewed as an instrument of the occupying power, and not
acknowledged as alegitimate government. All measures de-
creed by such agovernment are in violation of international
law. An Iragi post-Saddam government can be established
only by the Iragi people, through the help of the UN.

The United States, disregarding these instruments of in-
ternational law, arguesthat both the UN sanctionsand the UN
Oil-for-Food program have been rendered “irrelevant” by the
war. Furthermore, Washington hasarrogatedtoitself theright
toforman Iragi government of itschoosing. Inthe meantime,
the United States assumes the right to direct Iragi economic
policy, in particular, to pump oil. At a “town meeting” of
Baghdad civic leaders April 24, addressed by the American
“Viceroy of Baghdad,” Gen. Jay Garner, it was announced
that 70,000 barrelsaday of oil werealready being pumped in
southern Irag.

Garner aso announced, “I think you'll begin to see the
governmental processstart next week. It will have lraqgi faces
onit. It will begoverned by thelragis.” He could have added:
“It will market the oil.”

Coalition ‘Retains Absolute Authority’

From the onset of the aggressive war against Irag, U.S.
and British politicians have been asked the question, “Who,
in a post-Saddam, era, will control Iragi oil, its production,
export and revenues?’ U.S. Undersecretary of State Marc
Grossman, inremarksto Italy’ s Corriere della Sera on April
20, gave the standard reply: the “Iragi people.” When asked
to be abit more specific, he said, “ some Iragi authority.” The
London Financial Timeson April 21 reported on the coming-
into-being of one such “authority.” A man named Fellah al-
Khawaja had presented himself in Baghdad, as representing
the “ Co-Ordinating Committee for the Oil Ministry” which,
in turn, is under the auspices of the local government, a self-
declared entity under a self-declared mayor, Mohamed
Mohsen al-Zubaidi. The committee, according to the report,
issued a list of people alowed into the ministry. (The Qil
Ministry, unlike 35 other ministries, |eading museums, librar-
ies, etc., had beenimmediately seized and protected by Amer-
ican troops.)

U.S. authorities, in both Irag and Washington, embar-
rassed by al-Zubaidi’ sassertiveness, haveissued disclaimers.
Lt. Gen. David McKiernan, commander of the ground forces
in Irag, made perfectly clear that the U.S.-led military coali-
tion“ aloneretainsabsol uteauthority withinlIrag.” Al-Zubaidi
presumably asserted the right to become Baghdad mayor, by
virtue of the fact that he is secretary of the Iragi National
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Congress (INC), the organization of exiled Iragis which is
officially backed by the Pentagon. Itsleader, Ahmed Chalabi,
is the crown prince, designated by Rumsfeld to lead a new
government—what General Garner indicated was “an Iragi
face”

A Chaabi government, according to the Washington
blueprint, would be the entity to market Iraq’'s oil. Not only
that: Chalabi has gone on record endorsing aproject torevive
an old, pre-1948 pipeline from Irag to Israel, which would
provide Israel with cheap Iragi oil. State Department sources
say that a Chalabi regime would have at the “top of the
agenda’ a peacetreaty between the new Irag, and Isragl. The
“vision” of reviving the pipeline goes back to 1975, when
Henry Kissinger signed a Memorandum of Understanding,
whereby Israel would be guaranteed oil supplies and energy
intimeof crisis, by the United States. Oncethe Iraqwar came
on the Washington agenda, the pipeline project began to be
openly debated. Asfor who would build the necessary infra-
structure, the answer should be obvious. The Financial Times
reported, “ The plan was promoted by the now Defense Secre-
tary Donald Rumsfeld, and the pipeline wasto be built by the
Bechtel company, which the Bush Administration last week
awarded a multibillion-dollar contract for the reconstruction
of Irag.”

The “vision” would become reality in the manner cited
above: Chalabi would be installed as a leader of anew Iragi
government, whosetask would betojack up Irag’ soil produc-
tion capabilities (with help of Bechtel et al.), export it (also
tolsragl), and allocate the revenuesto “reconstruction,” with
juicy contracts for Bechtel, Halliburton, and other friends
of Cheney.

Developments on the ground, since the fall of Baghdad,
have drawn aradically different picture, of self-organization
among Iraq’ sreal political, religious, and social forces, whose
unifying slogan has become: No to Saddam Hussein! No to
Americal Noto Chalabi! Thereisno way that a Chalabi gov-
ernment, or any other quisling of the United States, canrulein
Irag. Chalabi himself, who set up headquartersat the Hunting
Club in Baghdad, has become virtually aprisoner in hisown
compound, kept alive only by the 700 “Free Iragi Forces”
who protect hisevery move. On April 21, it wasreported that
Chalabi had barely escaped an assassi nation attempt, inwhich
one or more of hisbodyguardswerekilled. That attempt may
not be the last.

The United States is under extreme time pressure to put
something together, if not with Chalabi, then with some other
“Iragi face.” The Oil-for-Food program runs out on June 3,
and Washington must have an interim Iragi administrationin
place by that time, to be able to claim that this entity “owns’
the oil, and can sell it.

The hitch, again, isthat no government (interim or other-
wise) will haveinternational legitimacy inthisrespect, unless
it is put in place through the UN process. And that, at the
moment, does not seem very likely.
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Brazilians Denounce Iraq Occupation
As Threat to Sovereignty of Nations

by Lorenzo Carrasco

While the Brazilian government has demonstrated excessivine ill-fated farce of those who
caution in its condemnation of the barbarous Anglo-Ameri-  buried the League of Natig
can occupation of Iraq, out of concern over the very likelyOne of those masters of cynicis
economic reprisals which the country would suffer were the  and hypocrisy described
government to express its view honestly, differing political League as an ‘academic organiza
and diplomatic circles in Brazil have repudiated that occupa-  tion, without life or importan
tion with unprecedented vehemence. adding that he did not believe ‘in
The Brazilian elite is concerned not only about the Iraq eitherthe possibility orthe usq
War’simplications for world affairs, but also that the chicken- ness of perpetual peace., re-
hawks who architected that war have parallel designs upon  jecting pacificism, which
Ibero-America. These are promoted under the doctrine thdtight in the face of struggle, and
re-establishing “effective sovereignty” over the “ungoverned cowardice in the face of sacriig8
areas” of the region requires supranational action, as statgdecause] only war brings all the Rubens Ricupero
explicitly by U.S. Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld human energies to their point of
during the November 2002 Fifth Defense Ministerial of the maximum tension, and places the mark of nobility upon the
Americas, in Santiago, Chile. peoples which have the courage to confront it.” Another of
The lead editorial inFolha de Sao Paulo on April 15  these unfortunate figures stated that peace would not be ‘as-
typifies the view of leading Brazilian circles. “No one willbe  sured by waving olive branches, with tears in the eyes, by
safe . . . until Bush and his ‘hawks’ leave the White House,"whining pacificists, but by the victorious sword of a people
Brazil's most influential newspaper warned, in commenting made up of gentlemen who put the entire world at the service
upon the Bush Administration’s threats to continue war withof a superior civilization.’

an attack on Syria. “Washington’s ‘hawks’ have already “Does this sound familiar in spirit to recent statements?”
proven that they will not be stopped by instruments such aficuperowrote. “The first quote is from one Benito Mussolini
diplomacy or international public opinion.” Strictly speaking, in his leading wdrkascismo. The second is from Adolf

there is no legal impediment that prohibits Syria from giving Hitler, in Mein Kampf.”
asylum to members of Saddam Hussein’s government, nor to
[its] possessing chemical weapons, as Syria is not a signatofgur asian L and-Bridgethe Tar get
to the convention against chemical weapons, the paper A harsh warning was also sounded on the floor of the
pointed out. But, “the United States has already runoverinter- ~ Chamber of Deputiesin Brasilia on April 11, by Congressman
national law in the case of Iraq, and there is no reason tdrapuan Teixeira, from Congressman Dr."BaeCarneiro’s
believe that Law will stop them now or inthe future. Washing- ~ Party for the Rebuilding of National Order (PRONA). Teix-
ton appears to have decided to exercise its imperial calling.’eira condemned the “the unilateral war which the George W.
Even more harsh was the article by Ambassador Rubens Bush government, captive of a group of neo-fascist ideo-
Ricupero, Secretary General of the United Nations Conferlogues coordinated by Vice President Dick Cheney, launched
ence on Trade and Development (UNCTAD), published in against Iraq.”
Folha de Sdo Paulo on April 14. This top Brazilian diplomat What distinguished Congressman Teixera'’s discussion of
comparedtheravings ofthe chicken-hawksinpowerinWash-  thewar, however, was his precise identification of what drives
ington, to Mussolini’'s and Hitler’s attacks on the League ofthe war party: to prevent the emergence of a global economic
Nations: sytem that could replace the current financial system, which,
“To reject the reforms which would make the United Na- the Congressman stressed, is now in its death throes. Teixeira
tions Organization effective, and at the same time scorn it  told hisfellow Congressmen thatthese neo-fascists seek noth
because this rejection condemns it to irrelevance, is to repeatg less than to unleash a Clash of Civilizations and “perpetual
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war,” inorder to destroy thegreat Eurasian Land-Bridge proj-
ect which could provide the basisfor world recovery.

Congressman Teixera s speech (see box), clearly drew
upon the pamphlet published by the Brazilian branch of Lyn-
don LaRouche's Ibero-American Solidarity Movement
(MSIA), titled Imperium Insanum, which contains several of
LaRouche' sanalysesof thewar. Inlessthan amonth, 26,000
copies of the pamphlet have been distributed by networksin
every corner of Brazil.

Two weeks before Teixeira spoke, PRONA party head
Dr. Enéas had addressed the Chamber of Deputies also, call-

ing upon President Lula da Silva to take the only action by
which Brazil might change the current war-driven course of
world affairs; Break with the International Monetary Fund
system, declare a moratorium on its gigantic foreign debt,
unpayable in any case, and ally with China, Russia, India,
France, and Germany in the construction of a new economic
system. (See EIR, April 11, 2003.)

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty Fractures
One of the victims of the war against Iraqg, is the nuclear
weapons non-proliferation policy which the utopians of

Irag War ‘Aimed Against
The Eurasian Land-Bridge’

Speaking to the plenary of the Chamber of Deputies on
April 11, Congressman Irapuan Teixeira, of the PRONA
party, gave this briefing on the perpetual war strategy of
those who launched war against Iraq.

.. .TheBraziliangovernment did nothing at all against the
unilateral war which the George W. Bush government,
captive of a group of neo-fascist ideologues coordinated
by VicePresident Dick Cheney, launched against Irag. . . .
| celebrate the notable growth of the anti-war movement
worldwide, even without sharing some of the analyses
popular in it, the which disorient an understanding of the
real cause of the bellicose obsession of Washington and
London.

The war does not represent either the final phase of
capitalism, nor away of bringing about an economicrecov-
ery, for the simple reason that the United States no longer
has the powerful industrial base upon which President
Franklin Roosevelt couldimplement hisfamousNew Deal
and the economic mobilization for World War 11, from
whichthecountry emerged asthegreatest economic power
in history.

Onthecontrary, throughout thelast threedecades, U.S.
industry and economic infrastructure were ruined by the
same liberal ideology inherited from Anglo-Dutch colo-
nial practices, whose hegemony transformed the world
economy into a speculative financial casino, provoking
the systemic crisis which is today in the midst of its final
death-rattle.

Similarly, we are not dealing with asimplewar for the
control of natural resources, such asthe oil of the Middle
East and the Caucasus, even it if is undeniable that the
United States of America and its few alies—or better,
only ally—could benefit from it in the short term.

These explanations minimize the global geopolitical
interests of the Anglo-Americansand their alliesin Isragl.
The Anglo-American assault against Iraq representsawa-
tershed for all humanity, not only because of its openly
unjust and illegitimate nature, but because of its destruc-
tive global effect on the very bases of international law
and civilized coexistence among nations. The Anglo-
American attack on Irag could soon define a scenario of
perpetual war, whose immediate consequence could be a
conflict involving a desperate North Korea, and, later,
other countries considered rebels—already even named
by the Americans—against the imperialist designs of
Washington and London.

Thus, the offensive against Iraq and the accusations
against the regime of Saddam Hussein were merely pre-
texts to set in motion a Clash of Civilizations, a state of
perpetual war, which would begin against the | slamic peo-
ples, and would extend like atrail of gunpowder along the
routes of Eurasian integration.

The destruction of the effort to establish a Eurasian
Land-Bridge capable of triggering the urgent process of
world economic recovery, is the primary objective of the
imperial impulse.

Inreality, theattack on Irag has been planned for more
than a decade by a group of supremacist ideologues and
policymakers, such as Paul Wolfowitz, Richard Perle,
Dick Cheney, Lewis Libby, and others who held various
posts in the government of Bush's father, and returned
under Bush, Jr. Keeping in mind that we could go on at
length analyzing these writings—the which avery intelli-
gent critic, the journalist Lorenzo Carrasco [EIR's corre-
spondent—ed.] has at hand—the ease with which the
United Statestook Irag, surprisesme. . . .

The Brazilian government must be alert not only on
domestic, but alsoforeign policy, inorder that we preserve
the country for our children and grandchildren. The possi-
bility that Brazil could beinvaded aslragqwas, by bellicose
governmentsthat had not theleast compassion for the peo-
ple of that country, worries me.
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Washington and London have cultivated obsessively since
the end of World War 11, both as a key instrument of their
drive for world government, and as the means to impose
“technological apartheid” upon developing nations. The
irony of this development, is that one of the arguments used
to justify the attack on Irag was precisely that of blocking
possible possession of nuclear weapons by the Baghdad re-
gime. Thewar against Irag, however, reopened the discussion
inBrazil, over Brazil’ ssigning of the Nuclear Non-Prolifera-
tion Treaty (NPT) in 1998, under thegovernment of Fernando
Henrique Cardoso.

The issue came up in last year's national election cam-
paign, when then-candidate Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva criti-
cized the NPT as discriminatory, during a debate hosted by
the Military Club in Rio de Janeiro. Later, Lula’ s Minister of
Science and Technology, Roberto Amaral, set off a storm
when he said, just after assuming his post, that Brazil should
again take up nuclear research for military purposes. He was
immediately forced to issue aretraction.

Nonetheless, the explosion of the conflict in the Middle
East, and the ostensibly different attitude of the Bush Admin-
istrationtoward Iragand North Korea, haveledto arethinking
of the Brazilian non-proliferation policy, asofficials consider
restructuring, re-equi pping, and modernizing Brazil’ sArmed
Forces, in order to provide them with an effective deterrent
capability against any foreign threat.

Sen. Roberto Saturnino Bragaraised theissue on the Sen-
ate floor on March 26. If the United States’ pushing aside of
the United Nationsin itsunilateral aggression against Irag be
allowed to stand without international sanction, “we would
be obliged to rethink our position on the Nuclear Non-Prolif-
eration Treaty,” the Senator declared. “ If theargument is, that
only force matters; if law no longer has any value; if the
international bodies are worthless; if it isforce and military
power which matters; then all countries are obliged to arm
themselves, and better their military positioninrelationtothe
rest of the countries of the world.” Braga reminded people
that he had supported the signing of the NPT in 1998, but
“thereisno reasontoremain. . . asanation of fools, respect-
ing the NPT, when what is proliferating is the force of arms,
theuseof bruteforce, the use of massiveaggressiononascale
never seen in the history of theworld.”

Likewise, on April 6, Jornal do Commercio published
an interview with the president of the Senate, former Presi-
dent of the Republic José Sarney, in which he said that the
whole world is now asking what will happen after George
Bush's war. That war wrecked “the international system
which had been built to ensure the coexistence among na-
tions,” thewhich, for better or worse, was capable of control-
ling the Cold War for 50 years in the nuclear era. When the
Irag War concludes, we will find ourselves on unknown
ground, “where the only thing that exists is the path of
force. Everyone is going to want to arm themselves. It
will generate a demand for nuclear arms,” Sarney warned.
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As the case of North Korea shows, the nuclear arms race
has begun again.

Thesameday, Folha de Sao Paulo published aninterview
with one of the grand old men of Brazil’s missile and aero-
space programs, Air Force Brig. Gen. Hugo de Oliveiro Piva.
Brazil must take up its nuclear program again, even if it does
not return specifically to the production of nuclear weapons,
Piva said. He was categorical: “He who doesn't have ad-
vanced technology, will become a vassal. He will have to
submit to the feudal lord. The more a country advances tech-
nologically, themoreableitisto make more preciseand more
powerful weapons. But Brazil isapeaceful country,” hesaid,
and that pacific nature must serve as the guarantee for the
international community.

Evidently the reaction in Brazil to the strategy of “pre-
ventive wars of aggression” worried Washington officials
enough, that Undersecretary of State for Non-Proliferation
John Stern Wolf deployed to BrasiliaApril 14-15, for consul-
tations with the Brazilian government on the NPT’ s upcom-
ing fifth-year review. Wolf tried to gild the lily, declaring
that “Brazil is the leader amongst developing nations, and
in Latin America, an important partner of the United States,
which did the right thing in the area of non-proliferation,
when it renounced nuclear weapons and restrained the mis-
sile program. These were important decisions, which made
Brazil into a successful examplein the area of non-prolifera-
tion, and made the country important in international
forums.”

Such propitiatory statements, however, will not allow the
United States to change the institutional reaction of Brazil.
Wolf seems to have forgotten the grave diplomatic incident
provoked by the neo-conservative hitman John Bolton, Un-
dersecretary of State for Arms Control and International Se-
curity Matters, who succeeded in removing José Augusto
Bustani as Director General of the United Nations Organiza-
tion for the Prohibition of Chemical Weaponsin April 2002.
Bustani, today Brazil’s Ambassador to London, is one of the
principal diplomats responsible for the Brazilian non-prolif-
eration policy so lauded by Wolf.

Noto ‘Effective Sovereignty’

Along with this, the principal item in Brazil’s security
concerns with the United States, isits opposition to the doc-
trine of “effective sovereignty” enunciated by Rumseld, ac-
cording to which sovereignty isto be respected only in those
areas where a state maintains a physical presence, the which
leaves open the possibility of foreign interventionsinto areas
dominated by organized crime, or underpopulated strategic
regions of the continent, such as, for example, the Brazilian
Amazon. Brazilians are aware, as former Defense Minister
Geraldo Quintafio told Gazeta Mercantil on April 15, that the
doctrine of “effective sovereignty . . . is a derivative of the
doctrine of preventive attacksfollowed by the government of
George W. Bush.”
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Interview: Fr. Eliseo Mercado

Philippines Becoming
Just U.S. War Appendage?

Father Eliseo Mercado,
currently at Georgetown
University in Washington,
D.C. as a Fulbright New
Century Scholar, wasPres-
ident of Notre Dame Uni-
versity in Cotabato City,
Mindanao,  Philippines,
from 1992-2002. He has
served as the chairman of
the Independent Cease-
Fire Monitoring Commit-
tee of the Philippine Gov-
ernment and the Moro Is-

Staff during the Estrada Administration, and he articulated
the doctrine of the use of force as “softening the position” of
the MILF. Now as the Defense Secretary, | believe that he
follows the same doctrine.

EIR: General Reyes has very, very close relations with U.S.
Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, who is certainly the
leading promoter of the war policy in the United States. What
is your perspective on his relationship to Rumsfeld and the
United States?

Fr. Mercado: Personally, | believe that Reyes follows the
same school as the people running the Defense Department
inthe United States. That s to say that if you really show your
muscles, then you can really demand the terms of surrender
on your enemies, by showing your superiority. But to me that
will never solve any problems. Secretary Reyes also believes,
and the Philippines government, for that matter, believes we
will only be able to modernize the Armed Forces of the Philip-
pines if we dovetail the policy and priorities to that of U.S.
policy. So that means the Philippines Defense Department
will be really practically becoming a department or an exten-
sion of the U.S. Defense Department, or our foreign policy
will really appear now as an extension of the State Department
policy. For them that is the only way to modernize the Philip-

lamic Liberation Front (MILF), and now chairsthe National pines military, because they have no money.

Peace Council in Mindanao, working for a resumption of the

peace process between the government and ethnic, religious, EIR: Ideologically, we have shown recently inthe pamphlet,

and political organizations in Mindanao. Fr. Mercado isa  Children of Satan: The ‘Ignoble Liars' behind the Bush No-

Doctor of Divinity and Humanity, and completed Islamicand ~ Exit War, that the civilian leadership at the Defense Depart-

Arabic studies at the Gregorian University in Romeand at  ment, under Rumsfeld and Deputy Defense Secretary

the Oriental Ingtitutein Cairo. Hewasinterviewed in Wash- ~ Wolfowitz and Perle, comes from the Leo Strauss school—

ington by Michael and Gail Billington on April 14. himself a student of Nietzsche, Heidegger, and the Carl
Schmitt fascist apparatus in Germany. You're familiar with

EIR: Father Mercado, you were the official negotiator be-that school?

tween the Philippines government and the MILF under botH-r. Mercado: | am familiar.

the Estrada and Macapagal-Arroyo Administrations, but in

both cases you resigned those positions. What were the ciElR: And it certainly appears that what you are describing

cumstances that led to your resignations? is a Nietzschean form of thinking, that you need to assert

Fr.Mercado: To begin with, the negotiators, understanding power, to show that you are capable of doing anything evil

that they would be coming from the non-government organito terrorize your opponents into submission. What is your

zations, the NGOs, they know that they are not supposedto  thought on that?

be either with the MILF or with the government, that perhapsFr. Mercado: The way they are doing it, our armed forces

they would be more effective in bridging the two, moving under the leadership of Reyes follow that particular school.

towards resumption of formal peace talks. So after Estrada’st least there are indicators that point to that. That's why

all-out war, we were all upbeat when Macapagal declared an Reyes has always been called a military “hawk” in the Philip-

all-out peace initiative in the South. But, of course, thingspines, more hawkish than anybody else in the country. And

changed last Feb. 11, because the ... Armed Forces of the  forwhat purpose? They want to show manifestations of migh

Philippines conducted new military initiatives attacking the and supremacy over all the enemies of the state, so called.

MILF council, and the peace talks broke off again. | saw this,

and that’'s when | came here. EIR: Since the launching of the war on terrorism after 9/11,

Before coming here | talked to different people, including the U.S. military has been participating in “exercises” in Min-

the Defense Secretary, and | saw the hopeless attitude, and | danao, actually live combat operations against the Abu Sa

believe nothing will happen as long as [Gen. Angelo] Reyegaf; many contend that this is a breach of the Philippines’

is Defense Secretary of the Philippines. He was the Chief of =~ Constitution, which forbids foreign troops in combat in the
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Philippines. LaRouchehaswarned that thisispart of abroader
effort by thewar party in Washingtonto create basing rightsin
Asia, with aview to confronting China. How do you seethat?
Fr. Mercado: The first time they launched the Balikatan
[military exercises] in the southern Philippines, we thought
that the United States had definitely opened Southeast Asia
as the second front in their war against terrorism; and, lo
and behold, they issued a report about terrorist networks in
Indonesia, Singapore, Malaysia, and the southern Philippines,
which fully occupied newspapers, local as well as interna-
tional. So thereisarea necessity to my view then, that they
had to start this in the Philippines, not necessarily to get a
military base, but definitely what you call alaunch pad; and
that definitely Mindanao needed to be open, for example, not
necessarily to the old understanding of bases; but all military
bases in the Philippines, and Philippines airports, accessible
to the United States without the actual bases—unlike before,
with Subic [Bay] and Clark Field. But then by tying theinter-
est of the Philippines government and the U.S. government,
and then tying together also the U.S. defense interest as well
asthe Philippines’ defenseinterest—then you have the bases
without the name, without the label.

So, | think they have accomplished that. | don’t think
really thetarget isthe Abu Sayyaf, because before 9/11, these
wereonly afew hundred people, lawlesselements. It sreally
a police matter, not a matter for the military, and definitely
not for a coalition of international forces, because there are
only some 200. And after thefirst Balikatan, the Abu Sayyaf
problemis never solved. So thisis something different, defi-
nitely, than Abu Sayyaf . . . definitely, itisreally the consoli-
dation of Southeast Asia. At onetimel thought it wastheanti-
terrorist coalition second front, but | think there is a bigger
agendathan ssimply theterrorists. . . .

EIR: What is your view of the adoption of the new U.S.
strategic doctrine of unilateral, pre-emptive warfare?
Fr.Mercado: Tomeitis particularly dangerous, to say the
least, adangerousdoctrine. Practically, the United Statesnow
dictates world policy, and can disregard the whole United
Nationsat will, you see?ltisaunilateralism based on military
might. The so-called “ coalition of thewilling,” isreally what
you call a shell. There are only about three or five, and the
rest you never heard! | don’t know whobelievesinthis*“coali-
tion of thewilling.”

EIR: Ingeneral, | know you are here studying the relation-
ship between the peace process and religious militants. What
isyour sense of the terrorist problem in Southeast Asia and,
in particular, do you agree with those who describe it as an
adjunct of international terrorism, or do you think it is some-
thing domestic?

Fr.Mercado: Personaly, | believethat most of theso-called
terrorist groups labeled by the White House or the State De-
partment are genuine ethnic, and perhaps even national,
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groupings and movements, and they do havelegitimategriev-
ances, and they are not part of an international terrorist front
or codlition. There might be, of course, radicals within the
groups, but afew radicals within the group would not make
the whole group part of a so-called terrorist coalition against
theWest. Sothey really try to make something very big out of
thisvery littleminority within these different I1slamic groups.

EIR: What doyou think istheir purposein calling thisinter-
national terrorism?

Fr. Mercado: Persondly, | believeitisto consolidate their
interests in Southeast Asia. It is a big territory, particularly
Indonesiaand the whol e southern Philippines, including Ma-
laysianow, and the whole of ASEAN [Association of South-
east Asian Nationg] for that matter.

EIR: TheRAND Corporation did aseriesof studieson Asia
and China, which said that the only nation on Earth capable
of becoming a threat to America’s role as the only super-
power, was China, and that therefore, thiswasthe nation they
wished to confront; in doing that, they proposed, in one of
their documents, that they had to “hedgein” Chinaby estab-
lishing a military presence in Southeast Asia, and named, in
particular, the Philippines and Singapore.

Fr.Mercado: Yes, by history also, the Philippinesand Sin-
gapore formed a military aliance against China. the old
SEATO, the Southeast Asia Treaty Organization, which cor-
responded with NATO, was actually composed of certain
ASEAN countries. The power to check them was China, and
itisstill Chinathat has the power to check them, in the eyes
of the United States. So historically, ASEAN, and for that
matter, Southeast Asia will form that alliance to check any
expansionist threat from China. But they never label their
expansionist and hegemonic impulse in Asia, while they al-
ways protect their interests. They have expanded U.S. inter-
ests, in establishing their own hegemony, but they don't call
it athreat. It's the language of power, part and parcel of the
unilateral definition of relations and politics.

EIR: Doyou haveasensethat Chinacan play apositiverole
both in Asia generally and in global efforts to counter this
move toward global warfare?
Fr.Mercado: First, | think Chinaistryingtopresentto Asia
and ASEAN, in particular, that it does not desire to establish
hegemony in the whole of Asia, and, definitely, even if they
have conflicts with some countries in Southeast Asia, they
would rather seethat it be negotiated peacefully, than resort-
ing towar. | think it is precisely because of that presentation
that the United States is afraid, because ASEAN and Asia
may believe, may be convinced by China s peaceful intent of
co-existence, and living together, and really advocating for
the use of the new millennium as belonging to the Asia-Pa-
cific. . ..

If that happens, of course, it is really seen as a threat to
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U.S. interests in the whole of Asia, and Southeast Asia in
particular. China, | don't think, personally, will comelikethe
United States to Irag, conquering, for example, a particular
country in Asia, and asserting its so-called “divine right” to
order and systematize, or even to change the regime, in any
Asian country. | don’t think Chinawill do that.

EIR: Mindanao isaregion, which isamix of Muslims and
Christians, anditisinacountry, whichisthelargest Christian
nationin Asia. What isthe nature of the cultural and religious
diversity, and the role of that in the character of the Philip-
pines nation?

Fr. Mercado: | believe really that the Philippines govern-
ment, and, for that matter, the Filipino nation, must open up
to the reality that we are not amono-nation-state; that we are
polyethnic groups, and we are a“poly” -nation-state. We are
alwaysdefining thePhilippinesasa“ mono” -nati on-state; that
isto say, one culture, one people, and hence one country. It's
possible to have many ethnic groups, and many nations, and
still form one country, one republic. That is the first thing.
The second thing isto see the root causes of the insurgencies
and rebellions over the problem of separatism. | think what
liesbeneaththe palitical separatismwill benot only thepolicy
of economicinequality, but alsothe policy of iniquity. People
have experienced so much battering, since the time of the
Spaniards, so thisisapolicy of iniquity, not only inequality.
But this needs to be addressed, and a so the participation of
people in government, as well as greater self-determination
inlocal affairs, adistinct nature, adistinct culture, at the same
time participating in the whole national politics.

EIR May 2, 2003

Philippines Defense
Secretary Gen. Angelo
Reyes (right) has made
his department an
“ extension,” says
Father Mercado, of
Donald Rumsfeld’s
Pentagon. Theresultis
no reconciliation
processin the
Philippines; and now, a
plan to export 100,000
Filipino cheap laborers
- E‘ to“ reconstruction of
Iraq.”

EIR: The conflict in Mindanao has been going on for over
30 years. What do you think are the necessary preconditions,
or circumstancesthat are needed to end the fighting and bring
peace and development to the region?

Fr. Mercado: | think by this time people in the military
should be convinced that military force does not work, be-
causeit really just exacerbatesthesituation. | don’t know why
military people believe that they can compel peopletofollow
them by exercising their military might. | think they have to
change paradigm.

First, the military so-called “solution” to the problem, |
think, is a bankrupt solution. Secondly, we definitely have
to take a really serious look, even perhaps a constitutional
amendment, to the so-called unitary form of government in
the Philippines. Perhaps it is high time that we move to a
federal system, and give greater autonomy to the regions,
that takes into consideration the ethnicity and culture of the
people, but without fear of partition. | also don’t think that
partition is a solution, but greater autonomy, and then also
cultural identity. But cultural identity and greater autonomy
need not lead to partition.

EIR: How doyou seethedifference betweenthe Communist
movement, the New People’ sArmy (NPA), for example, and
the Moros?

Fr. Mercado: The NPA has a strong political ideology,
while the Moro struggle is governed by strong cultural and
ethnic identity. Religion plays a very important role in the
Moro struggle, aswell as ethnicity, both astheidentity of the
Bangsamoro, setting them apart from therest, but that setting
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apart does not mean secessionism. The Communist rebellion
is definitely political in nature, and ideological, so in that
senseitisvery different. Of course, the Communistswill say
that it isthe peasant revolt and workers' revolt,andsoon. . . .

EIR: What istherole of the NPA in Mindanao?

Fr. Mercado: They are pretty strong in provinces where
Chrigtians are the mgjority, while the MILF will be strongin
provinces where Muslims are the majority; that will be five
provinces and about two cities. In other provinces, the Na-
tional Democratic Front will be strong. As a matter of fact,
themilitary wasso afraid of the strength of the National Dem-
ocratic Front because in the 2001 election, they were ableto
get 11% of the entire electorate. That's why they got maxi-
mum representation of party listsin Congress—you need only
6% of the vote to get the maximum percentage of representa-
tives. Most of their votes are coming from Mindanao.

EIR: Youhavecriticizedinthepast theso-called “ blueprint”
for the development of Mindanao. Why is that, and what
is needed?

Fr.Mercado: Theblueprint of developmentin Mindanaois
what people call an “agricultural corporate blueprint,” really
reducing Mindanao to agri-corporations, introducing cash
crops, such as bananas or rubber. They would like to move
some of the rubber plantations from Malaysia to Mindanao,
because Malaysiaisindustrializing, so they need larger plan-
tationsin Mindanao. Thisisthekind of blueprint the govern-
mentispresentingtotheBIMP-EAGA; thatis, thefour-nation
(Brunel, Indonesia, Malaysia, Philippines) East Asian
Growth Area.

The other proposal is development of palm oil. The plan
isfor corporateagriculture, but without consulting the popul a-
tion. The population would just be the workers, plantation
workers. But what peoplewant island reform. It goes against
the hope and aspirations of the people, who want to own the
piece of land they till, and not to become farm workers, or
seasonal workers.

EIR: What else would be needed for Mindanao, other than
acompetent land reform program? What about the industrial
or infrastructural devel opment?

Fr. Mercado: Definitely, one of the main features must be
infrastructure. Y ou see Mindanao isalways Manila-centered.
What we need now is the physical integration of Mindanao;
that means more roads! | was told that in the United States,
post-war—was it Eisenhower?—that all of your interstate
roadswerecalled“|” for Eisenhower, who launched theinter-
stateroad system connecting all the statesfor greater commu-
nication and interaction among the states. In Mindanao, we
cannot even interact, because of the lack of mgjor infrastruc-
ture. We need roads and bridges that connect provinces and
surrounding areas. That is abig problem. Also we need sea-
ports, because Mindanao is a big island, we need shipping.
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Thisishasicinfrastructurethat can really boost the economic
development of Mindanao. Then, you can facilitatethemove-
ment of people and trade. People now are at agreat disadvan-
tage, because they cannot move their goods.

EIR: You first heard about the Eurasian Land-Bridge in
1997, when you were President of Notre Dame University in
Cotabato City. How do you view thisidea? How do you see
the Philippines’ participation in that kind of great infrastruc-
ture program?

Fr. Mercado: To me, when | saw it, it's another concept
of globalization, but globalization that is physically connect-
ing the land-bridges, and restoring the connectedness of
nations and countries. Thisis very good, because it includes
not just the movement of goods and merchandise, but also
of people. But | personally believe that this kind of plan
will need a new paradigm for nations, for such a plan to
work. The current paradigm cannot work for that kind of
grand scheme, because of the interconnectedness, greater
facility of movement of people and merchandise—not only
interconnectedness in terms of trade, but interconnectedness
of culture. It is redefining the relationships of people and
countries, and nations; no longer based on who is stronger,
an army or military, but the connectedness of peoples. That
is a new paradigm.

EIR: A dialogueof civilizations.

Fr. Mercado: Yes, adiaogue, actualy. ... Persondly, |
believe that when the present paradigm is proven bankrupt,
the failure of the present paradigm, thiswill open the eyes of
many people. But until they see the collapse of the present
dominant paradigm, they won't come over to this new par-
adigm.

EIR: Thishasawaysbeen LaRouche' sview, that you have
to prepare for changes that most people think are completely
impossible, because at the moment that the old paradigm is
proven to be a failure, then you must be ready to provide
asolution.

Ontheeconomiccrisis, with the Western financial system
now inthefinal stagesof breakdown, the Philippinesisthreat-
ened with being treated the way Argentinawas, basically left
torot. How doyou seethecrisis, and what doesthePhilippines
haveto do to deal with that?

Fr.Mercado: Firgt, | think when they see that happening in
the Philippines—thevery reason why the Philippinesgovern-
mentisfollowingtheU.S. policy isto beableto prevent being
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abandoned, but rather expecting the United Statesto cometo
the assistance of the Philippines. | think this is their whole
reason behind this submissive policy, becoming an extension
of the policy of the U.S. State Department and the Defense
Department, hoping that whenthingsreally takeaturnfor the
worse, the United Stateswill comein shining armor, with the
World Bank and IMF, which they control, and not allowing
thisto happen to the Philippines.

EIR: It doesn't seemto beworkingvery well—theeconomy
isadisaster.

Fr.Mercado: Yes, but that isthe policy they arefollowing.
That’ swhy the Philippinesisaways number onein support-
ing Bush and the White House. Instead of playing a neutral
policy, the Philippines is right in the front. Now they are
sending workers to help in the so-called reconstruction of

Irag.

EIR: President Macapagal-Arroyo jumped in last week,
pledgingto send a500-person humanitariantask forcetolrag.
At the same time, it was being reported that the Philippines
wasal ready negotiating through the Ambassador inWashing-
ton with the companies associated with what we cal the
chicken-hawks—Cheney’ sHalliburton, Bechtel, and Ameri-
can companies—for reconstruction of Irag.

Y ou have the Philippines government saying they are al-

ready negotiating for 100,000 jobsfor reconstructionin Irag,
but why do they not seek to create 100,000 jobs to build the
Philippines? Why not transform the Philippines?
Fr. Mercado: The Philippines has no money, but Iraq has
the oil! Actualy, it's that oil shouldering any development
there. It's not U.S. money, either. Remember the first Gulf
War, they frozeall the assets of Iraq?Billionsof dollars. Plus,
al the oil revenueswill be used for developing Irag. So, they
cannot do that in the Philippines. Who would pay for devel-
opment?

Now, just yesterday, Manilaissaying that they will priori-
tize Muslim Filipinos for reconstruction jobsin Irag. That's
away of dealing with the Moros! And thisis how Iraq pays
for the spoils of war waged by the United States! But the
spoils given to the Philippinesis the dirty work, labor, while
the corporations are from the United States.

EIR: YouwerePresident of Notre Dame University in Min-
danao. What isthe state of education in Mindanao, and, espe-
ciadly, the difference in education policy of Christian and
Muslim communities, if they are different?

Fr.Mercado: Actually, Philippineseducationishighly cen-
tralized, from Manila. It is one culture, one educational sys-
tem. This is one of the root causes of political separatism.
Education is the consolidation of state policy, an extension
of state policy, to make state policies sustainable. ... The
Muslims would like to have their own university, but who
would fund it? Most of the Islamic universities in Southeast
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Asiaarefinanced by the Saudis, and have the Saudi stamp. It
would be useful, but it would have to be pluralistic.

EIR: Is Notre Dame criticized for not having enough Is-
lamic studies?
Fr. Mercado: Notre Dame is a Catholic Univerity, but is
aunique university because it isthe only Catholic university
where students are given Islamic studies. We have Islamic
professors who teach Islamic studies to the Muslims. This
is the reason why we have an increasing number of Islamic
students. When | came in in 1993, the percentage of the
students who were Muslims was only 20%, but when | |eft
in 2002, we had 43% of the student population were Muslim.
In Mindanao, the Muslim population is approximately
20% of the total, and 70% Christian. In 1900, the Muslim
population in the southern Philippines constituted 90%, but
in 1972, they constituted only 20%, that’ s why they are only
a majority in five provinces. From 1911, the U.S. policy
was to move Christians into Mindanao, and that began after
1915.

EIR: Let meask you about theroleof theVatican. The Pope
has been extremely outspoken denouncing the U.S. unilateral
war policy; and yet, the Philippines, a Catholic nation, has
supported the United States. Why is this, and what do you
think will be the consequences on relationswith the V atican?
Fr.Mercado: Theinfluence of the Vaticanisamoral influ-
ence and moral suasion, and the Philippines government is
persuaded more by economic and political, rather than moral
suasion. Whilethey cannot oppose openly the positionsof the
Catholic Church, they continueto support Bush inthewar on
Irag. | don’ t think the Catholic Church and the Vatican dictate
politicsin the Philippines. | recall Cardina Sin appealing to
thePresident nottojointhe* coalition of thewilling,” because
the war was against humanity, but, nevertheless, she joined
the codlition.

EIR: What are your own plans?

Fr. Mercado: | will be based in Rome starting in June. For
one year | will be working in Justicia et Pax [Justice and
Peace]. | will be coordinating Justice and Peace movements
in the Congregation worldwide, from Rome. We would hope
that peoplelistento peacebeforethey listen towar, but people
don’'t always buy that, so we arein the minority.

EIR: Do you have anything else you'd like to say to our
readers?

Fr.Mercado: What | would liketo say isabout your role, at
EIR, that you are presenting an alternative to the leaders
around the world, a contact between the existing paradigm
and what you are offering. As people get disgusted with this
paradigm, they will bemore opentoyour aternative. Youare
not only doing agood job, but fulfilling arolein therealm of
ideas, agresat role, giving aternatives.
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February, said he was preparing papers for the Director of
Public Prosecutions (DPP) in Northern Ireland relating to a
. prosecution of Kerr and 20 others, according to $iaday
NO- Irela-rld Reporto Herald. A senior military source told thelerald, “This post-
ing makes Kerr untouchable,” as he won't be “dragged away
Chal’lce tO Clﬁan HOUSC from essential war work” for questioning. Othétferald
sources who know Kerr said, “It seems bizarre. . .. He isn't
by Mary Jane Freeman and an expert in Arab matters.” Since the release of the Stevens
material, the MOD insists there isno reason to discipline Kerr.
Kerr's chief FRU operative, coordinating the Ulster De-
fense Association’s (UDA) perpetration of at least 30 mur-
High-level British government officials—past and present—  ders, was Brian Nelson—the same one named by McPhilemy.
have potential cause for greatconcern. On April 17, MetropolUnder Kerr's direction, he became the UDA'’s intelligence
itan Police Commissioner Sir John Stevens, the most senior  chief. In January 1990, the Stevens team identified Nelson a
police official in Great Britain, released asummary of his still-a key suspect, made plans to arrest him and others, but just
secret 3,000-page report on collusion among British Army  hours before the arrests, they found their secure headquarter
intelligence, Loyalist paramilitary groups, and the British po-in flames. The fire alarms, telephones, and heat-sensitive in-
lice force, to murder Catholics in Northern Ireland. Thisisn't  truder alarms were disengaged, and their files destroyed! Ste-
a new story, but the implications, if pursued, are enormous. vens insists it was arson. Notably, Nelson turned up dead in
In 1998, anEIR book review and interview exposed the  the U.K., supposedly of a brain hemorrhage, six days prior to
“dirtywar”in Northern Ireland hinted at by the Stevensreport.the announcement of Stevens’ new report. Asked whether
Filmmaker and author Sean McPhilemy’s bodke Commit- Nelson took damaging secrets to his grave, Stevens replied,
tee: Political Assassinationin Northern Ireland, detailed this  “I think he held things back.”
deadly collusion and pointed to higher-level government One reason Stevens gives for withholding the full report,
involvement.EIR wrote, “McPhilemy goes beneath the sur- is that most of it provides evidence he is preparing to present
face phenomena to tell a blood-curdling tale of collusion,  for prosecutions. But whether his work will be used merely
from 1989 to 1991, between the Royal Ulster Constabularyto prosecute lower-level military and police officers, or to
Loyalist paramilitary death squads, and respected Protestant  clean out higher-level officials who sanctioned and controllec
citizens above suspicion, to plan and execute the murders difiis de facto assassination bureau, remains to be seen.
Republican paramilitaries and Catholics.” He documented For example, McPhilemy’s book also included evidence
collaboration between the RUC'’s Special Branch, Britishpointing to arms deals from South Africa, involving Israelis,
Army intelligence’s Force Research Unit (FRU), and British ~ to Loyalist gunmen. Some of his less-developed evidence
Army agent Brian Nelson, in the murder of human rightspointed to British intelligence (MI5) and Secret Air Services
attorney Patrick Finucane and others (B July 24, 1998). (SAS) commandos being involvEtR asked McPhilemy if
Stevens’ investigations began in 1989, after the RUChen-circulating intelligence reports that Israeli intelligence
failed to find Finucane’s killers. According to the Stevens  official Rafi Eytan had been brought in by Prime Minister
report, joint work between an RUC agent and a British ArmyMargaret Thatcher, in the early 1980s, to use Israeli capabili-
agentin the Finucane murder included stolen Army weapons  ties against the Irish Republican Army in Northern Ireland,
given to the killers, a photo of the victim, and a map of wheremight buttress the story-line of his book. He replied, “Well,
he lived! A confession by one of the murderers who was it certainly is not out of character with Margaret Thatcher.”
being recruited to work for the police, was ignored. Thus, theLord Mayor of Belfast Alex Maskey put his finger on it, in
Stevens report, if ever made public, would, it seems, show  response to the Stevens report: “This is not about rogue ele
that the Army and RUC could have prevented the murder, oments with the British system. It is about a state policy sanc-
caught the killers, and did neither. tioned at the highest level.”
Thisthird Stevensreporthas centeredonthe FRU'sroleas A serious investigation would follow out the leads in
a covert Army intelligence unit which recruited and deployed McPhilemy’s book, aldRis special reportsThe True
infiltrators. Brian Nelson became one of its most infamousStory Behind the Fall of the House of Windsor (September
agents. Potentially the most explosive aspect is that the head 199 Geargk Bush and the 12333 Serial Murder Ring
of the FRU, at the time when these murders were committedOctober 1996). This could blow back against current British
was Gordon Kerr. Until February 2003, Kerr was the British Prime Minister Tony Blair, because of Blair's Irag War pol-
Ministry of Defense (MOD) military attach& Beijing—  icy. Thatcher, who was Prime Minister when the murders
posted there after the FRU was disbanded and he was pro-  occurred, may be implicated. A senior British intelligence-
moted to brigadier general. Kerr's sudden reassignment to tHinked source tolcEIR that Kerr and the FRU had to have
Iraq War front apparently occurred after Stevens had, inearly ~ been acting “on orders from the highest level.”

Mark Burdman
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Although Wolin would almost certainly shy away from
Book Review the term, what he has brought to the fore, in this book, is
certainly one of the most troubling phenomena of the last
decades: that of the Jewish Nazi. There are many who cringe
in horror at this apparent oxymoron, yelping loudly, “It is
impossible for a Jewto be a Nazi!” Some of such yelpers have

Heidegger: ’I‘he ROOtS Of been somewhat neutralized by the abominable behavior of the

Ariel Sharon regime in Israel, and the convincing historical
War and Fascism TOday evidence that Sharon’s model and forebear, Vladimir Jabotin-
sky, was a supporter of the Hitler regime—minus its specific
anti-Jewish beliefs and excesses.
That returns us to the case of Leo Strauss, Strauss was a
German-Jewish emigtethe United States. Atthe sametime,
he was sponsored, for his emigresitions—first in Britain,
then at his U.S. main base at the University of Chicago—by
Heidegger’s Children: Hannah Arendt, Karl  Nazijurist Carl Schmitt, with whom he exchanged correspon-
Lowith, Hans Jonas, and Herbert Marcuse dence, and whose views, favoring the bestialist philosophy

g%i%?g;dgvghgﬁmeton University Press of Thomas Hobbes, he shared. Strauss was, too, a devoted

» IN.J., Y 1 . .

9001, 276 pages, 29.95 y follqrv;/lzr;aer;gvz?]rtnlre_r of Heidegger. .
point was most starkly made by one Emil

Fackenheim, aformer student of Strauss and author of a major

study of Hegel, who has been in Israel for the past years.

As much of the world has looked on with alarm at the aggresFackenheim has devoted decades to evolving a bizarre “post-

sive-war drive conducted by neo-conservative fanatics in the Holocaust existentialist Jewish philosophy,” the which is sig-

United States, the LaRouche movement has circulated intenificantly based on the ideas of Martin Heidegger. At the end

nationally a groundbreaking report, to explain who and what  of his active teaching career, some years back, Fackenhein

is behind these mad designs and actions. The report, entitlesserted that “the day willcome when, because itis philosoph-

Children of Satan, documents that these provocations ema- ically correct, and thus just, Martin Heidegger will only be

nate out of a tightly knit group of disciples of the late fascistknown because he made possible Leo Strauss.”

philosopher Leo Strauss, who, although a German-Jewish

emigre many of whose family died in the Holocaust, was a‘ The Fuhrer Isthe Only Reality’

promoter of the ideas of such core Naziideologues as philoso- How ghastly such words are, is clear, when one reviews

by Mark Burdman

pher Martin Heidegger and jurist Carl Schmitt. Wolin’s evidence that Martin Heidegger played an important
For those wishing to pursue this subject in more depthrole in having “made possible” Adolf Hitler. Wolin shows
Richard Wolin’s book can serve as a useful companion vol-  that Heidegger was a committed Nazi whose commitment

ume, albeit Strauss is only mentioned once, in a footnotewas inextricably linked to his philosophy. This is a useful
where his influence over the American neo-conservative  antidote to those revisionist schools, including many individ-
movement is wrongly dismissed as “fleeting.” Nonethelesspals in the Leo Strauss nexus, who try to separate the philoso-
despite this and other weaknesses in Wolin’s account, his pher from the Nazi, and who say, “Sure, Heidegger was a
book provides some devastating insights into Martin HeidegNazi, but. . . .”
ger, and, to a lesser extent, Carl Schmitt. He raises the troub- Wolin writes that Heidegger, after joining the Nazi Party
ling paradox, that core features of Heidegger's Nazi ideasn 1933, “on the lecture stump, proved an effective propagan-
were still being promoted, long after his death, by some of his  dist on behalf of the new regime, concluding one speech by
erstwhile Jewish students. declaring, ‘Let not ideas and doctrines be your guide. The

The most egregrious of these cases is that of Hannah Are-"hreFis the only German reality and its law.” ” Wolin notes:
ndt, who had been Heidegger’s lover, and despite being jiltein May 1933, Heidegger sent a telltale telegram to Hitler,
by him, became of one of those most involved in whitewash-  expressing solidarity with r@tedbschaltung legisla-
ing his reputation after World War 11, in full knowledge that tion.” Gleichschaltung meant putting every feature of life in
he had been an enthusiastic Nazi. For anybody who has re- ~ Germany, public and private, under centralized control. Tha
maining doubtsthat Heideggerwas a pillar ofthe Naziregimelegislation, Wolin points out, was co-authored by Carl
Wolin ruthlessly removes these doubts, showing not only that Schmitt. He notes that Heidegger engaged in “instances of
Heidegger—politically, professionally, and academically— political denunciation and personal betrayal. Moreover, Hei-
was a fanatic Nazi; but that he saw in “Deitifar,” the real-  degger remained a dues-paying member of the Nazi Party
ization of his own, most treasured philosophical concepts, until the regime’s bitter end.” As late as 1959, he was continu-
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ingtowax lyrical about the*inner truth and great-
ness of the National Socialism.”

Heidegger was also a very devoted imple-
menter of Nazi policies. In his1933 Rectoral Ad-
dress at Freiburg University, he concluded with
an inspired paean to the “Glory and Greatness
of the [National] Awakening.” Later, he was to
declare: “ The defining principle of my rectorship
has been the fundamental transformation of
scholarly education on the basis of theforcesand
demands of the National Socialist state.” Further,
Heidegger wastowont to complainthat “ dissolu-
tion” of the old structures did not go far enough,
and, Walin reports, angered his fellow faculty
members by attempts to make participation in
Nazi “labor camps'—including ideological
training—arequirement of university life.

‘Truth IsNot for Every Man’

In 1936, Heidegger confided to Karl Lowith,
oneof thefour Jewish studentswhomWolin stud-
ies, that his* * partisanship for National Social-
ism lay in the essence of his philosophy’; it de-
rived, he claimed, from the concept of
‘historicity’ . . .inBeing and Time.”

AsWolin shows, therootsgo back to the pre-Nazi period.
BornintoaCatholicfamily, by 1919, Heidegger wasrenounc-
ing hisreligion, in favor of the ideas of Friedrich Nietzsche.
Hetook up Nietzsche' stheses: that “ Godisdead” ; that univer-
sal concepts must be discarded; and that Platonic “ideas,” and
an insistence on “truth,” must be rejected. He became part
of what Wolin calls the “anti-civilizational” philosophical
movement of the 1920s. 1n 1923, hewasto declarethat philos-
ophy hasnointerestin solving problemsof “ universal human-
ity and culture.” On another occasion, he exclaimed: “ Think-
ing begins only when we have come to know that reason,
glorified for centuries, is the most stiff-necked adversary of
thought.”

Wolin presents an interesting quote on Heidegger from
Ernst Cassirer (who had been Leo Strauss' thesis adviser at
Marburg University, and morethan well-informed on the spe-
cies). In 1945, Cassirer declared that Heidegger “does not
admit thereissomething like* eternal truth,” aPlatonic ‘realm
of ideas'. ... All thisis declared to be elusive. In vain we
try to build up alogical philosophy; we can only give an
Existenzphilosophie. Such an existential philosophy does not
claim to give us an objective and universal truth. No thinker
can give moretruth than his own existence; and thisexistence
has a historical character. . . . In order to express his thought
Heidegger had to coin a new term. He spoke of the Ge-
worfenheit of man.” Wolin trandatesthisas* being-thrown,”
although it can also be rendered as “thrown-ness.” Ge-
worfenheit, indeed, is the entry-point for all the worst forms
of cruelty and bestiality, asit removes al culturally derived
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Nazi Martin Heidegger’s student, lover, and lifelong promoter, Hannah Arendit.
What author Wolin “ has brought to thefore. . . is certainly one of the most
troubling phenomena of the last decades: that of the Jewish Naz.”

restraints, and reduces man to being a creature of wanton in-
stinct.

“For Heidegger, philosophizing isan intrinsically aristo-
cratic enterprise,” insists Wolin. In his 1935 lecture course,
Heidegger stated, “Truth is not for every man, but only for
the strong.” It is worth inviting the reader, here, to study
researcher Tony Papert’s overview of the methods of Leo
Strauss, inthe Children of Satan. Every featureitemized here,
isintegral to the core of Strauss' approach.

“Inthelast analysis, it seemsimpossible to separate Hei-
degger’ s philosophical authoritarianism from the question of
hispoalitical authoritarianism. . . . Hisphilosophical and polit-
ical predilections were related to one another necessarily
rather than contingently,” Wolin further writes. Wolin even
goes beyond that, “Heidegger believed that he understood
Nazism better than the Nazisthemselves,” and, in effect, Hit-
ler owed him an apology, by locating the “National Revolu-
tion” on aracia-biologica rather than ontological footing.
What Heidegger insisted on, aboveall, waswhat hereferredto
as" ontological National Socialism” or “ ontological fascism.”

Heidegger, Schmitt, and ‘Having Enemies’
Albeit briefly, Wolin makes the useful point, of bringing
Heidegger together with Carl Schmitt. He writes that “Hei-
degger’s existential realism invites comparison with the po-
litical philosopher Carl Schmitt.” He quotes Lowith: “It
is not by chance if one finds in Carl Schmitt a political
‘decisionism’—in which the ‘potentiaity-for-Being-a
whol€' of individual existence is transposed to the ‘totality’
of the authentic state ... that corresponds to Heidegger's

EIR May 2, 2003



existentialist philosophy.”

Wolin establishesthat the two men shared common roots
in Nietzsche. Heidegger fully endorsed Schmitt’ s statement,
inthebook The Concept of the Political, that “ The high points
of great politics are the moments in which the enemy comes
into view, in concrete clarity, as the enemy.” This idea of
Schmitt’ swas lifted directly from Nietzsche' s insistence, on
the importance of “having enemies.”

Even more interesting today, former German Chancellor
Helmut Schmidt, among others, has asserted that Carl
Schmitt’ s declaration about the necessity of “the enemy,” is
the underlying basis for the Clash of Civilizations policy of
leading circlesintheUnited States, and for theimpul setoward
war coming out of Washington.

For those who enjoy the irony, of Carl Schmitt having
been the sponsor of the German-Jewish emigré Leo Strauss,
Wolin provides the following quote, delivered by Schmitt at
a meeting of German jurists, in the mid-1930s: “We need
to liberate the German spirit from all Jewish falsifications,
falsificationsof theconcept of spiritwhich havemadeit possi-
blefor Jewish emigrantsto label the great struggle of Gaule-
iter Julius Streicher as something unspiritual.” Julius
Streicher wasthe editor of Der Stirmer, the Nazi publication
with the most virulent anti-Jewish filth.

Hannah Arendt: Lover, Defender, Disciple

Clearly establishing Heidegger's nasty philosophical
pedigree, Wolin has set as his main task, tracing what this
reviewer would call the “Heideggerian genes” in the thought
of four of his Jewish students from the pre-Nazi era. On this
task as such, Wolin only partly succeeds. Readers of hisbook
should beware, that he himself isso steepedin the phil osophi-
cal idioms of the truly bizarre and disastrous 20th Century,
that his language and argumentation is often abstruse. With
all the evidence he presents to show Heidegger’s monstrous
qualities, he begins the book by glibly calling him “Germa-
ny’s greatest philosopher.” A few sentences later, he charac-
terizes the miserable Hannah Arendt as “probably the 20th
Century’ sgreatest political thinker.” Given that he otherwise
shows her to be, in essence, a Heideggerian fascist, albeit of
a“leftist” kind, that characterization is quite amouthful.

In the profiles of Lowith, Jonas, and Marcuse, Walin
largely lets them off the hook. Of course, all three take their
distance from Heidegger as aNazi, but the traces of Heideg-
gerian thought are quite evident, and Wolin could have been
more forceful in demonstrating this. In Jonas, this takes the
form of what can only be called “ecological fascism,” a
“green-existentalist” extremism. In Marcuse, it took theform
of embracing a counterculture movement founded on the
“erotic,” and on “the primitive.”

Of hisfour subjects, Wolin’ smost interesting and nastiest
profile is of Hannah Arendt. He repeats the known fact, that
she was Heidegger’s lover, whom, in 1928, Heidegger bru-
tally jilted. That, plus his enthusiastic embrace of Nazism,
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should havetorn Arendt angrily away from him. But quitethe
contrary happened. Scandaloudly, Arendt became one of his
chief exoneratorsin the post-war period, when he had already
been subjected to denazification procedures. Wolin reports
that the two “reconciled” in 1950, when she returned to Ger-
many, at atime when Heidegger was still banned from Ger-
man university life, and hisreputation ruined, because hewas
aNazi collaborator. “ The reunion transformed her from one
of hisharshest criticsinto one of his most staunch defenders.
... Arendt was ecstatic about their reunion.” She wrote that
the evening and following morning “ are a confirmation of an
entirelife.”

Wolin writes: “Arendt became Heidegger's de facto
American literary agent, diligently overseeing contracts and
tranglationsof hisbooks. Inamoment of desperation, Heideg-
ger, elderly and cash-poor, contemplated auctioning off the
original manuscript of Being and Time. Unworldly in matters
of Geld, wherewasheto turn for advice? To aJew, of course.
Arendt dutifully complied. . . .”

After their reconciliation, Arendt “ systematically down-
played the gravity and extent of Heidegger's Nazi past. In
her contribution to aFestschrift commemorating Heidegger’'s
80th birthday, Arendt went out of her way to dispute the
relationship between Heidegger’ s philosophy and his enlist-
ment for Hitler. . . . Shecharacterized Heidegger’ s 1933 Rec-
toral Address as a text that, ‘though in spots unpleasantly
nationalistic,” was ‘ by no means an expression of Nazism.””

Most importantly, she propagated Heidegger's ideas:
“Hannah Arendt became the ultimate political existentialist.
Her palitical thinking followed what one might describe asa
‘left Heideggerian® course: She transposed the revolutionary
anti-rational energies that Heidegger praised in right-wing
revolutionary movementsto the ends of the political left.” As
Wolin shows, with such of her ideas as* aesthetized politics’
and “action for action’s sake,” and with her open contempt
for modern democracy and preference for her own variant of
“aristocracy,” she echoed some of the pet ideas of the 1920s
political right, thewhich led into fascism and Nazism.

Where Wolinreally fallsdown, isin hisrepeated conclu-
sion, that the problem with Heidegger, Schmitt, and such
disciples as Arendt, is that they were expressing some kind
of “Germanism,” and/or were the end-product of some kind
of specifically “German way.” Particularly as his arguments
involve the complexities of German Jews, thisisway off the
mark, as further evidenced by his complete lack of under-
standing of theimportance of the German Jew Moses Mende-
Issohn, in defining auniversal identity for Jews, far beyond a
German context.

But in the end, Wolin has provided a useful overview
of the “left” counterparts to the “right” neo-cons of the Leo
Strauss school today; and so, for those wanting to further
their understanding of thisphenomenon, andwillingtotrudge
through often difficult argumentation, the book is recom-
mended.
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Newt Gingrich at the AET:
The Return of the Undead

by Jeffrey Steinberg

Former Speaker of the House Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.) thatheisdirectly challenging Director of Central Intelligence
emerged on April 22 from nearly a half-decade of political George Tenet for control over the vast U.S. intelligence com-
hibernation, to deliver a psychotic diatribe against U.S. Secre- munity, whose budget and personnel are largely military
tary of State Colin Powell at the American Enterprise Instituteassets.
in Washington, the neo-conservative think-tank that one as- Gingrich should be best remembered for his Jan. 20, 199¢
tute Washington insider has dubbed “the Temple of Doom.™l am Robespierre” speech at a Republican National Commit-
Gingrichvirtually accused Powell of treason, for squandering  tee gathering in Washington. Celebrating the Republican
the Iraq “victory” with his planned “appeasement” trip to “Conservative Revolution” sweep of both the House and Sen-
Damascus, Syria, and charged that the Secretary of State was  ate in the November 1994 mid-term elections, Gingricl
willfully undermining President George W. Bush'’s drive for openly declared himself a Jacobin: “We need to understand
a new global Pax Americana empire. that the scale of revolution that we need is so great and it is
While scarcely visible since he was driven from the so dramatically different. . .. This is a real revolution,” he
Speaker’s post in the late 1990s, Gingrich has been busy as ranted. “In real revolutions, the defeated faction doesn’t tent
one of Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld’s closest confito convert. It tends to go down fighting. . . . | mean, if you
dants on the so-called “revolution in military affairs,” and look at the Bourbons, in France, they didn’t rush in and say,
serving on the Defense Policy Board, until recently chairedOh, please, can | join the revolution?’ They remained Bour-

by super-chicken-hawk Richard Perle. bons. Infact, most of them learned nothing and forgot nothing,
Well-informed sources in Washington tolIR that the  and 50 years later were still locked into a world that was dead.
Gingrich appearance at AEI was part of an orchestrated cam- ... I am a genuine revolutionary; they [the Democrats] are

paign by the neo-conservative crowd, including Vice Presithe genuine reactionaries; we are going to change their world
dent Dick Cheney and Rumsfeld, to force Colin Powell's  and they will do anything to stop us, they will use any tool,
ouster as Secretary of State, and his replacement by nortikere is no grotesquerie, no distortion, no dishonesty, too great
other than—Newt Gingrich. These sources report that the  for them to come after us. . .. The future of the human race
Cheney-Rumsfeld cabal intends to overhaul the State Deparfor at least a century rests on our shoulders. If we fail . . . then
ment in the same Jacobin fashion that Rumsfeld, and Deputy =~ Bosnia and Rwanda, Haiti and Somalia are the harbingers c
Defense Secretary and Leo Strauss disciple Paul Wolfowitza dark and bloody planet.”

have already “transformed” the Pentagon into a chicken- Within hours of the April 22 Gingrich AEI speech, the
hawk redoubt. The recent appointment of longtime Rumsfelcheo-con assault on one of the few sane figures of stature in
intimate Steven Cambone, as Undersecretary of Defense for ~ the Bush Administration had already backfired. An unnamec
Intelligence, giving him hands-on control over the super-seWhite House spokesman told reporters that the attack on Pow-
cret “Gray Fox” elite counter-terror unit, is typical of the ell was viewed as an attack on the President himself—since
overhaul that the Defense Department has undergone—aBeorge W. Bush had personally asked Powell to undertake
over the ferocious protests of the uniformed military com-  the diplomatic mission to Syria (the Perle gang, in stark con-
mand. Rumsfeld, additionally, makes no secret of the factrast, has targetted Syria for military destruction since the
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publication of the now-infamous 1996 “Clean Break” memo
that Perle crafted for Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Ne-
tanyahu).

Deputy Secretary of State Richard Armitage wasmoreto
the point, in astatement published on April 23in USA Today.
Asked about Secretary Powell’ s reaction to the Gingrich fit,
Armitage said that “the Secretary was astonished that Mr.
Gingrich attacked the President. It's clear, that Mr. Gingrich
isoff hismeds and out of therapy.”

Writing in the April 24 Wall Street Journal, Al Hunt
pointed to Gingrich’s membership on the Defense Policy
Board, and noted that, if Rumsfeld does not fire him immedi-
ately, it will betantamount to a Secretary of Defense endorse-
ment of Newtzi’s attack on Powell. And that, alone, as one
former senior Republican Senate staffer told EIR, is causefor
Rumsfeld to be fired!

Show Them You’'re Nuts

The most dramatic counter to the Rumsfeld-Gingrich
flight-forward, however, came from Democratic Party Presi-
dentia pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche, who held an April
24 Internet press conference with dozens of university news-
paper editors and political activists. LaRouche has been per-
sonally leading adriveamongleading U.S.A. political institu-
tions, to conduct acounter-coup against the“ war party” inside
the Bush Administration, which has driven “Bush 43" policy
since the Sept. 11, 2001 attacks on New York City and the
Pentagon.

In response to a question about the Gingrich AEI speech,
LaRouchedeclared: “ Thisisthe most stupid, but understand-
able mistake that the friends of Newt Gingrich ever made.
This is like the re-birth of the undead. Gingrich is a very
dangerousperson. He' safascist of theworst type. Hisfamous
speech in January of 1995, is typical: He made himself a
Jacobin revolutionary—he’s a real fascist; nasty fellow. He
hasalong history of being very closely associated, and swap-
ping spit with, ‘Bugsy’ Rumsfeld, the current Secretary of
Defense, and he's a stooge for that. He's being deployed,
presently, totry to become(theidiot!) to becomethe Secretary
of Stateto replace Colin Powell; that’ swhat this crazy speech
he made was all about. He's saying, ‘I should be the new
Robespierre, who chopsthe head off Colin Powell, and goes
out and doeswhat Donny Rumsfeld, Bugsy Rumsfeld, wants
meto do for him.” They’re very close—swapping spit.

“Now, this clown, and the people behind him—their
greatest virtue is, they are stupid. | mean, we have two guys
whom | played a key role in destroying, politically, in the
United States, in their careers at the time. One was Oliver
North. And, my friends and |, we really wrecked Oliver
North’s efforts to become a Senator from Virginia. And he's
never come back, since, to any significance. Newt Gingrich,
weworked to destroy. | considered him anumber-one enemy
of Bill Clinton, and did everything | could to try to destroy
Newt Gingrich. And finaly, with Newt Gingrich’s own
hel p—because he' s also afool and an idiot—was destroyed,
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and out of the key position at the time, that the impeachment
proceedings were dumped against Clinton. And, they were
dumped against Clinton, not because of Monica Lewinsky,
but because they wanted a pretext to get him out of there,
because they didn't like what he thought about economic
reform, or monetary reform.

“ S0, at this point, the idiots, who are backing Newt Gin-
grich—including Newt Gingrich himself—are bringing up
an issue which were better forgotten, if they had been wiser.
The one thing these guys should never have done, if they
wanted to slide something through—never again, drag that
idiot, Newt Gingrich out, and display him in public! That is
one thing, that is going to cause mass-to-mass, and coast-
to-coast vomiting, across the United States, and around the
world. And it’s going to be very interesting, to see how the
friends of Bugsy Rumsfeld dig their way out of this Gingrich
flap that they’ ve created.”

Reality Stinks!

What has Rumsfeld, Wolfowitz, Perle, Gingrich, et al. in
such a desperate flight forward to consolidate their putsch,
can be summed up in oneword: reality. Every aspect of their
utopian scenario for the “cake-wak” takeover of Iraq has
blown up in their faces, despite desperate efforts by the Con-
rad Black and Rupert Murdoch-led yellow mediain America
to cover up that fact. One establishment view was expressed
by columnist David Ignatiusinthe April 25 Washington Post:
Saddam Hussein is gone from power, but “we may have cre-
ated anew Iran here—an Iragi democracy that will be domi-
nated by a Shi’ite mgjority among which pro-Iranian clerics
seem, at this paoint, to be the best-organized political force. Or
Irag may become another Lebanon—a lawless nation ruled
by car bombs and warlords. . . . American actions over the
next few weeks will determine whether Iraq lovesits libera-
tors or becomes a seething pit of anti-American anger.” (See
article, p. 40, for EIR sanaysis.)

Beyond the bordersof Iraqg, the Wolfowitz-Perle gang are
desperate, along with their serial war criminal ally Isragli
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, to prevent the release of the
“road map” planfor atwo-statesolutiontothelsrael-Palestine
conflict, aprospect that drivesthewhol e gang into murderous
fits, and, in Sharon’'s case, to acts of brutal terrorism. As
LaRoucheobserved, “ Theoperative questioniswhether Ariel
Sharon will not resort to terrorism, to stop the release of the
road map. For Sharon not to unleash terrorism would be an
anomaly.”

And, inside the United States, the latest polls show that
64% of the American el ectorate consider the collapsing econ-
omy to be the number-one election issue. President Bush's
tax-cut folly is coming under mounting attack frominside his
own Republican Party. Moderate GOP Senators refuse to go
alongwith further cutsat amoment that the economy iscrash-
ing, and the Federal deficit is skyrocketing to arecord high,
as the current account deficit races, as well, towards a new
record.
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FEC Report: Presidential Candidate
LaRouche Has the Broadest Support

The following leaflet was released April 25 by LaRouchein
2004.

TheApril 15filingsof the Democratic Presidential candidates

TABLE 1
Number of Individual Contributions to
Democratic Candidates

with the Federal Election Commission (FEC), show that Number of Amount
Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRoucheis . condivicual | con-emized |
first among all the candidates in the number of individua
contributions recorded by the FEC. LaRouche is also first ~ LaRouche 7,834 $1,325,061
in the dollar amount of “un-itemized contributions,” which ~ Kery 6,257 $407,299
represents money given by personswhose cumulativecontri- ~ Edwards 5,582 $242,745
butions are less than $200. gzauardt ‘21'(7)4912 :I?g’gi;
By official FEC figures, LaRouche had 7834 individual Liegerman 2329 11 4,366
contributions, of thosewho have givencumulatively, $200or 95 $9:361
more, as compared to 6257 for John Kerry, 5582 for John  \,cinich 158 $76,637
Edwards, 4090 for Howard Dean, and 2744 for Gephardt. AS  moseley-Braun 71 $4.678
to the dollar amount of un-itemized contributions, LaRouche  sharpton n/a n/a
had $1,325,061 — far above Kerry’'s $407,299, Edwards
$242,745, Dean’ s $786,237, and Gephardt’ s $179,046. (See *Transactions by individuals giving $200 or more in total.
Table1) Source: FederalElection Commission. | — oo o0
In addition, by FEC reports, LaRouche ranks
fourth among the ten candidates in total money
raised, with $3.7 million, behind Sen. John. Kerry ~ TABLE2 ] ) ) ) )
(Mass.), Sen. John Edwards (N.C.), and Rep. Dick ~ Funds Raised by Democratic Presidential Candidates
Gephardt (Mo.)—all serving membersof Congress. ~ t0 March 31
He has outraised Sen. Joe Lieberman—the Demo- Individual Transfers
cratic Party’ scandidatefor VicePresidentin 2000— Contributions  from Previous Total $
former Vermont Gov. Howard Dean, and Sen. Bob Candidate Less Refunds Campaigns Other Raised
Graham (Fla.), and dwarfed thefundraising of Rep.  kerry $7,501,390 $2,650,000 $4,477  $10,155,867
Dennis Kucinich (Ohio), and former Sen. Carol Edwards $7,398,836 0 0  $7,398,836
Moseley-Braun (I11.). New York Rev. Al Sharpton's  Gephardt $3,353,928 $2,403,521  $172,475  $5,929,925
report is not yet available. Note that a substantial LaRouche $3,704,005 0 $2,082  $3,706,087
amount of Kerry’ sand Gephardt’ sfundsweretrans- Lieberman $2,961,023 0 $51,600 $3,012,623
ferred from previous campaigns. (See Table 2) Dean $2,932,262 0 $12,100  $2,944,362
What these official figuresshow isthat theDem- ~ Graham $1,092,161 0 $27,000  $1,119,161
ocratic National Committee-ordered exclusion of ’\K/Iuc'nl'Ch 5 $;;§’igi 8 8 $g§’igi
Lyndon LaRouche from candidate forums and de- Sﬁ;ﬁ)x raun ‘ n/a n/a In/a ' n/a

batesisablatant political fix, whichignoresthemost
objective criteria of candidate support available—
theamount of money rai sed, and the base of contrib-
utors. LaRouche’'s number of individual reported contribu-
tions over $200, and his total dollar amount from smaller
contributors, istheindisputably strongest measure of popular
support available.

The major media, led by the Washington Post, whose
stated editorial policy is never to cover LaRouche except to
slander him, hasreported the April 15filing by lying by omis-
sion—ignoring the story of how LaRouche, the anti-war op-
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Source: Federal Election Commission.

ponent of the “empire” faction, has outraised Lieberman and
five others. The information was publicly available on the
FEC' swebsite, www.fec.gov, under “ press background.”
For its part, the LaRouche campaign has announced that
through March 31, 2003, there are 18,079 individuals who
have contributed to the campaign committee, LaRouche in
2004. The number of a candidate’s contributors is viewed
as a leading indicator of grassroots, versus establishment,
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Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche’ s (right) campaign fundraising has
deflated the pretensions of support of Sen. Joe Lieberman, the Vice-Presidential half of the
Party’ sill-chosen 2000 ticket. The Democratic Party press denialsthat LaRoucheisa major
candidate, are proven frauds.

support. Of course, LaRouche's large grassroots support is
nothing new: In the 1980s, LaRouche candidates running for
Congress and local office regularly won between 15-30% of
the vote. On March 18, 1986, two L aRouche associates won
the Democratic primaries in lllinois for lieutenant governor
and secretary of state, which prompted demands by Henry
Kissinger and others that L aRouche be stopped by investiga-
tionsand prosecutions. Pollster J. Michael McKeon, who had
predicted the LaRouche victory in Illinois, and was then
working for the late reactionary Daniel Patrick Moynihan,
told EIR on June 24, 1986, “ L aRouche has about a 25% core
vote through the country.”

‘Debates’ Without L aRouche?

So now comes the spectacle of the Lilliputians from the
Democratic National Committee (DNC), ignoring the world
financial blowout and the coup against the Presidency by the
Cheney empirefaction, and frantically trying to tie down the
world statesman and intellectual giant LaRouche to prevent
his participation in debates. LaRouche’ sinclusion would ex-
plodethe debates, bring inreality and solutions, and force the
real Presidential campaign which the United States desper-
ately needs to dump the policy of the Nazi-like chicken-
hawks.

On Saturday, May 3, ABC Newswill televisea90-minute
debate of Democratic Presidential candidatesin South Caro-
lina, moderated by former Clinton aide, George Stephano-
poulos. LaRouche hasnot yet been included, despite hiscam-
paign’s demand. The debate will be aired in early primary
states, and on May 4, highlights will be shown on ABC's
“ThisWeek,” which Stephanopoul oshosts, and C-SPAN will
rebroadcast it on cableinitsentirety.

The Washington Post on April 21 names nine candidates
who will beincluded; asthetablesshow, several have support
which is minuscule, compared to LaRouche's.

Prominent Democrats in South Carolina are urging the
state party to include LaRouche, but the party has not yet
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agreed. During the 2000 campaign,
Don Fowler, former state party chair
and later DNC chair, created during
his reign a specia rule to exclude
LaRouche, using the same argument
used in the racist exclusion of the
Mississippi Freedom Democratic
Party convention delegates in the
1960s: TheDemocratic Party isapri-
vate club, and can include whom it
wishes—reality be damned. This,
while out of the other side of their
mouths, the same Democrats pro-
claim themselves “the party of in-
clusion.”

Enter the LaRouche Youth

TheLaRoucheY outh Movement
intends to help the DNC avoid the same mistake in 2004.
LaRouche' s growing youth movement is central to his cam-
paign, anditsstrategy. LaRoucheistheonly candidateto hold
a nationwide webcast for college students, on April 24, in
which he told them: “There is a conflict between the * now’
generation and the ‘no-future’ generation which they have
produced. Theyouth mustinspiretheolder generationtoface,
and to change, the reality we are facing. The youth must go
into the parties and revitalize the under-60 generation unwill-
ingtofacethereality of theworldthey have created—because
there are solutions.”

That isexactly what the LaRouche youth did on the How-
ard University campusin Washington, D.C. on April 1, when
they confronted Rep. Elijah Cummings (D-Md.), the current
chair of the Congressional Black Caucus, onthe Caucus' fail-
ure, to date, to invite LaRouche to the four Presidential de-
batesit will sponsor in Detroit, Los Angeles, Jackson, Missis-
sippi, and either Baltimore or Philadelphia. The fearless
intervention of the organizers into Cummings planned
speech on affirmative action became the talk of the campus,
and thereport in Howard’ s newspaper, The Hilltop, reflected
the shockwaves created by the truth-telling of the LaRouche
youth: LaRouche must be President, or the nation is lost!

The Ohio Demacratic Party isalso under pressureto face
thereality that LaRoucheisleading the so-called major Dem-
ocratic candidates in his base of support, as well as ideas.
So far, the party has not invited LaRouche to its upcoming
Democratic dinner, which will feature the other major candi-
dates. Likewise, Sen. Tom Harkin (D-lowa) has not invited
LaRoucheto his“Heartland Forums.”

It is past time to stop playing Presidential campaigns as
farce, and face the reality of who really isamajor candidate
based on support, without the “new clothes’ provided by the
press. Don’t you think it’ stimeto have adebate, and adiscus-
sion, that includes reality and solutions? That isto say, isn’t
it time the Democratic Party |eaders included LaRouche, or
moved on to never-never land?
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launch his LaRouche International Youth Movement over the
years since the 1999-2000 Presidential campaign.

‘| Believe We Can Secur e Peace
IJaROUChe Youth Open Beginning with the second question, from a UCLA group

which wanted to know how Israeli-Palestinian peace could
CaInpuS 2004 CaInpalgn be secured, much of the student dialogue focussed on the

current “war-hawk” policy of the Bush Administration so
widely opposed by the nation’s students, and where it came
from—including the question of what happened on Sept. 11,
2001. LaRouche pointed to his January 2001 international
Directly calling on the “no future generation” of the nation’'s  webcast in which he forecast that the incoming Bush Presi-
college-age students to build their own future “on the idea of alency would be hit with an economic catastrophe, of a force
general economic recovery of the world,” Lyndon LaRouche it could not comprehend or handle. “Secondly, | warned that,
held the inaugural national campus Internet webcast of hisomparing the present situation with what happened in the
Presidential campaign on April 24. The webcast, organizedin  world and particularly in Germany between 1928 and 1933,
two weeks by the rapidly growing national LaRouche Youththat we had to fear under these circumstances that some forces
Movement, involved college newspapers and journalists from behind the scene, some desperate forces, would do what wa
about 20 campuses, and many listening groups in classroona®ne with Hitler, with the Reichstag Fire ... which made
and student unions around the country, particularly in the Hitler a dictatorship, and essentially caused World War Il to
West Coast states. Coverage of the webcast in campus prdsscome more or less inevitable. On Sept. 11, 2001, of course,
began in some cases before it occurred. Questions and dia-  we had our Reichstag Fire. We had the bombing in New Yorl
logue with the candidate, by newspaper journalists and Youtland in Washington, D.C. with aircraft. ... We have since
Movement leaders alike, went on for two hours following a  then, at that point, the same day and the following day, Vice
brief statement in which LaRouche stressed: “We have twd’resident Cheney, who had been Secretary of Defense in the
issues: war and the economic crisis. If we solve the economic  previous Bush Administration, back in the early 1990s, came

by Paul Gallagher

crisis, | believe we can control the war crisis.” out with a proposal for a war against Iraq and similar kinds
of warfare.”
‘Place To Fight for the Truth’ “| believe we can secure peace on this planet,” LaRouche

Campuses represented by journalists from their publica-  said. “If we succeed in building around an idea of a general
tions included the universities of Massachusetts, Indianagconomic recovery of the world, that idea itself becomes an
Connecticut, West Virginia, Georgia, Southern Illinois, Ala-  overriding interest; that overriding interest can be the basis
bama, and Florida, as well as Purdue, Ohio State, and Norttier securing peace on this planet.”
eastern Universities, Cornell, UCLA, and adozen others. The LaRouche was aske®hiotB@te Lantern what sep-
national participation of groups of students and journalistsarated him from the rest of the Democratic Presidential candi-
constituted an effective rebuke to the insane attempt by the dates (“Everything—especially competence”), and by a
media and party leaderships to keep LaRouche out of Pres¥outh Movement organizer in Arizona, how he would take
dential debates, when his campaign has demonstrated na-  the Democratic Party back from the organized crime circle
tional support exceeding that of many other candidates.  which control its policies at the top. “I think we're at a point,”

The fight, under such adversity, for the truth, and the lead- he responded, “ in which the political party formations will,
ership the nation needs, was arecurring theme inthe dialogui a lawful way, undergo a transformation,” because of the
which ranged from Middle East peace to the educational sys-  force of the U.S. economic collapse and the refusal of either
tem in the United States. The first questioner asked why therngarty’s leaders even to admit it—the “Herbert Hoover” phe-
had been no youth movement behind a Presidential candidate nomenon. The upper 20% of income brackets have dominate
since Eugene McCarthy 35 years ago. LaRouche answerdmbth parties in recent years, he told the students, “but now the
that a “break in intergenerational morality” had been caused poor and seniors are being abused beyond belief, and eventr
since that time, by the abandonment gf aducer societyfor ~ middle income people face losing everything. The political
today’s sinking consumer society; the “sense of knowing the parties must regroup,” and the corrupt and cowardly existing
truth and sharing it” had been replaced by subservience teaders will be run out. “The lack of participation of youth,

popular opinion. “Campuses are a place to fight for the truth!” in either party’s meetings and functions, is a typical signal
LaRouche answered a University of Connecticut journalisof this.”
who asked about standards of education—and only if that Student groups wanted to know how LaRouche saw the

fightis occurring can the nation’s and the world’s future lead-alternative to Herbert Hoover, the leadership of Franklin Del-
ers emerge. That, he said, was the concernthat moved himto ~ ano Roosevelt, in today’'s economic crisis—which, as one
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Kansasjournalist pointed out, was slashing higher education
budgets nationwide. “I amin his[FDR'’s] tradition, though |
don’t copy him,” the candidate said. “The American people
loved FDR” because he was a leader they could trust to put
the general welfare first in his responsibilities; and he was
competent to deal with the Depression. LaRouche answered
the Kansas journdist’s question by explaining a “Hill-
Burton” approach to higher education—referring to the 1946
legidation which mandated the provision of quantity and
quality of hospital careto every county in the United States.
“Toraisethemoney for that, we haveto restart the economy”
through the kind of “Super-TVA”" infrastructure program
LaRouchehasdesigned. Meanwhile, hesaid, theyouthmove-
ment he started is informally fighting for real education—
both fighting for itsfacilitiesand funding, and fighting for the
truth in education, through restoration of Classical teaching
curricula.

Beyond education as such, the candidate promised to “re-
turntheworld to thekind of measuresthat Franklin Roosevelt
took back in the 1930s, and to create, again, based on the
lessons of that experience, a new monetary system, a fixed-
exchange rate monetary system, using the lessons of the
1930s, 1940s, 1950s, to build a system of reconstruction,
whichwill get usout of the mess, and whichwill build abasis
for economic cooperation around the planet under which we
can survive.”

Reversing the Cultural Shift

LaRouche' sfundamental messagetothestudentswasthat
they had to reverse the “ cultural paradigm shift” begun with
their Baby Boomer parents, when the economic decisions
of 1967-71 wrecked a traditionally proud producer society.
“Back in the beginning of the 1960s,” he explained, “the
world, and especially the United States, was put through an
agonizing experience, which started slowly with the Bay of
Pigsincident, went into the major crisisof 1962, the so-called
Cuba missile crisis, then the assassination of Kennedy, and
the plunge into the IndochinaWar. . . . In the course of this
shock . . . there was the introduction of a cultural paradigm
shift from what the United States had been, as the world’s
leading producer society per capita, into becoming aparasiti-
cal consumer society, in which we today live largely on our
ability to get cheap goods imported to us, without actually
paying for them, from other countries, rather than producing
ourselves. This. . . istheroot cause of the terminal phase of
the present international monetary financial system now go-
ing on today.” The big problem we have is to take the prob-
lems faced by the ‘no-future’ generation, the young people
18-25 years of age, who are willing to master things they
must master, but who see no future before them under present
conditions; or, if they see a future, they are usualy pretty
disillusioned about what the future is. So, our problem isto
move these younger people. Remember the American Revo-
Iution was ayouth movement.”
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Justice Department
Evasions on Patriot IT’

by Edward Spannaus

In early February, someone from within the U.S. Department
of Justice (DOJ) took the risk of leaking ahighly secret draft
for a new anti-terrorist bill, which would give the Federal
government sweeping expanded powersfor secret investiga
tions, detentions, and trials of suspected “terrorists’—and
which would enable the government to target U.S. citizens
the sameway that foreign national s have been targetted since
Sept. 11, 2001.

The leaking of the new bill—quickly dubbed “Patriot 11"
by many and “Himmler 11” by Lyndon LaRouche (see EIR,
March 28)—intensified the debate around the first USA/Pa-
triot bill, which was rushed through Congress in the wake of
the Sept. 11 attacks.

To date, 89 towns and cities have passed resol utions con-
demning the USA/Patriot Act, and resolutions are al so wind-
ingtheir way through at least two statelegislatures. Librarians
and bookstore owners are especialy upset about the law’s
provisionsthat can requirethemto turn over to the FBI infor-
mation on a patron’ s reading habits or Internet use.

Meanwhile, Attorney General John Ashcroft' sDOJisal-
ready moving ahead to implement some of the provisions of
“Patriot 11" in apiecemeal fashion, with the help of itsallies
in Congress, while other Congressmen and Senatorsare vow-
ing to oppose any extension of the present bill, or expansion
of its powers.

DOJ Evasions

Ashcroft’s Department has so far refused to admit what
is obvious: that the “Patriot I1” bill was fully drafted at the
point it was leaked, and was ready to be jammed through
Congress at the first opportune moment.

At ahearing of the Senate Judiciary Committee on March
4, Democratic Senators went after Ashcroft regarding the
DOJ s secrecy and deception around the “Patriot 11" bill.

Sen. Patrick Leahy (D-V1.) told Ashcroft at the beginning
of that hearing: “1'm glad you' re here, because last month a
secret draft bill entitled The Domestic Security Enhancement
Act of 2003 was |leaked to the press as a sequel to the USA/
Patriot Act.”

“Infact,” Leahy continued, “amember of my staff called
the Department just five days, just five days before this hill
was leaked to the press. She was told point-blank there was
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no bill in the works. Five days later we have an 86-page bill
and a 33-page textua analysis.”

“I know they’ re good down at the Department of Justice,
but neither this administration nor anybody else could put
together an 86-page bill of this complexity with a 33-page
textua analysisinfivedays,” Leahy said. “ Somebody lied to
amember of my staff—not you, Mr. Attorney General, | want
to hasten to add. But somebody who reports directly to you,
lied to her.”

Leahy also noted that it had only been a year since the
passage of the first Patriot Act, and the Congress has been
unable to get information from the Justice Department as to
how itisbeing used. “ But thisleaked proposal would go much
further in granting the government more surveillance powers
over American citizens, whiledrastically curtailingtheability
of Congress, the courts, and the American peopleto find out
what the government isdoing,” Leahy said.

Ashcroft’s lame response was to deny that there was any
“proposal,” declaring: “No final discussion has been made
with the Attorney General about proposals. No final discus-
sion has been made with the admini stration about proposals.”

(It reminds one of the repeated statementsfrom Adminis-
tration officials prior to the Irag War, that “there is no war
plan on the President’ sdesk.”)

Ashcroft went onto explain that “we constantly arethink-
ing of things that ought to be considered. . . . So if someone
leaksthe fact that there areitems under consideration, or that
thereisamatter of discussion, that doesn’t mean anything out
of the ordinary.”

“1 want to assure you that there has been no hill decided
on, no proposal decided on,” Ashcroft said, going on to a
reductio ad absurdam: “| am keenly aware that the adminis-
tration cannot pass legidation. . . . It would be the height of
absurdity for meto have a secret matter that | hoped to make
alaw without telling Congress.”

A Finished Product?

This writer had the opportunity to publicly question the
Justice Department official known as “the architect of the
Patriot Act,” at two events on April 24, which were spon-
sored by the American Bar Association (ABA). The official
is Assistant Attorney General Viet D. Dinh, who heads the
Office of Legal Policy, which produced the USA/Patriot Act
and then the draft of Patriot I1.

In the first meeting, sponsored by the ABA Standing
Committee on Law and National Security, the author noted
Senator Leahy’s comments about his inquiries about Patriot
Il and the Department’ s denial s—five days before the docu-
ment was leaked. “To the naked eye, it looks like afinished
product. Some observers have speculated that the Depart-
ment was waiting for some new catastrophe, like Sept. 11,
to introduce it. Is that accurate? What was the Department
waiting for?’

Dinh danced around the question in a lengthy non-an-
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swer, never even acknowledging whether the draft came out
of his office, or was being prepared for introduction in the
Congress. Until thereisa Presidential sign-off, and an Attor-
ney Genera sign-off, nothing is final, Dinh said, going on
to describe an extensive process of inter-agency review, etc.
“We're always thinking about how to improve things, what
we can do better, and always asking for suggestions,” Dinh
said. “In this day and age of computers and technology, it's
easy to make everything look very professional.”

The second meeting, sponsored by the ABA Section on
Administrative Law, was in the format of a debate, in which
a number of speakers were quite critical of what the DOJ
has done since Sept. 11.

The author again asked Dinh about Patriot |1, referring
to the exchanges that had taken place earlier in the day,
where Dinh had basically described the draft asa” suggestion
box,” and come near to denying any knowledge of it at al.
The question was broadened to include any of the other
panelistswho had read the draft, asking them to say whether
it looked like a finished product to them.

Viet Dinh jumped in first, not to challenge any part of
the question, but to say, “1 expect a standard of professional-
ism and of quality of work product, from people, certainly
in the Office of Legal Policy and throughout the Department
of Justice. ... We demand a very high standard, especialy
in this day of easy word-processing. ... You would have
to be a nincompoop not to make something look good. Just
because it looks good, it doesn't mean it is good, or that
it's been substantively vetted, or that it's fina.”

Dinh then talked about the need for deliberation and
“adult supervision of half-baked ideas,” but he added “that
process of deliberation was somewhat short-circuited by
an unauthorized disclosure” to what he caled “the rather
ironically named” Center for Public Integrity.

Marc Rotenberg, the Executive Director of the Electronic
Privacy Information Center (EPIC), responded, in a some-
what bewildered fashion: “It's not clear to me, exactly what
Professor Dinh just said.” He said he himself had worked
as counsel for the Senate Judiciary Committee, and had
extensive interaction with the DOJ. Referring to the Patriot
Il draft, he stated: “This was a very refined legislative pro-
posal . . . essentially ready to be delivered to potential spon-
sors.” He also noted that some of the provisions in the
draft are already being circulated as legidlative proposals
in Congress.

“There is a type of communication taking place here,
regarding legidlative proposal's, which requires much greater
scrutiny,” Rotenberg said.

But in late March, the Justice Department clamped down
on a different kind of communication, that is, any unmoni-
tored contacts between DOJ employees and Congress, by
directing that other DOJ officials would accompany staffers
on most meetings—a moved described by Congressional
leaders as an attempt to “muzzle’ whistle-blowers.
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Budget Gap Grows
As GOP Splits

by Carl Osgood

The Grand Old Party presented itself asthe party of balanced
budgetsin the 1990s, took credit for the balanced budgetsthat
emerged near the end of the Clinton Presidency, and is now
inthe process of splitting, over that very same question. With
the collapse of the U.S. economy, the Bush Administration’s
expensive perpetual wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, and the
costs of the 2001 tax cut all bloating the budget deficits, a
handful of Republicans fear the potentia financial conse-
guences of the Administration’ sideological direction.

The ire of the White House' s neo-con Republican allies
is focussed on four Republican Senators, Olympia Snowe
(Me.), George Voinovich (Ohio), Charles Grassley (lowa)
and Majority Leader Bill Frist (Tenn.). During debate on the
budget resolution, Grassley promised not to allow a tax cut
bill of greater than $350 billion to passthe Senate, in order to
gain the votes of Snowe and Voinovich, both of whom op-
posed any larger tax cut, because it was not going to pass
otherwise. Frist not only approved the deal, but he reportedly
failed to inform both the White House and GOP House | ead-
ers, earning severe rebukesfrom both. Frist then left town for
Asia, without so muchasaword evento hisSenatecolleagues.
Also targetted is Senate Budget Committee Chairman Don
Nickles (R-Okla.), who voiced support for Grassley’ s deal.

Frist’ sloudest critic hasbeen freshman Sen. Lindsay Gra-
ham (R-S.C.) who, according to columnist Robert Novak on
April 21, did not feel bound by Grassley’s deal, and vowed
that any tax bill would meet President Bush's specifications.
Novak noted it was Graham, who, as amember of the House
in 1997, led the attempted coup against then-House Speaker
Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.), calling him too willing to compro-
mise with the Clinton White House.

Plunging RevenuesL ead the Way

The monthly budget review issued by the Congressional
Budget Office on April 9isnot likely to make matters easier
for the GOP. The CBO found that the total Federal deficit for
the first six months of fiscal 2003 (which began on Oct. 1,
2002) added up to $248 hillion, “almost double the shortfall
during thesameperiod, last year,” and $90 billion higher than
all of fiscal 2002. The CBO found that Federal receipts for
the October-March period were $58 billion lower than the
same period last year, and outlays were $58 billion higher.
Because it isin April that the largest portion of tax receipts
arriveat the U.S. Treasury, one cannot make alinear extrapo-
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lation of the deficit at six months to conclude that the deficit
at the end of thefiscal year, on Sept. 30, will be $500 billion.
It is the case, though, as noted by Nickles, that government
revenueshavealready declined two yearsinarow. Hepointed
out, during Senate debate on April 11, that revenuesfor fiscal
2001 declined 1.7%, and dipped another 7% in fiscal 2002.
Nickles attributed the collapse to the stock markets' fall,
which meant diminished capital gains and persona income
tax collections. As for fiscal 2003, the CBO report states,
“Receiptsin April will beabig indicator of the likely annual
total for receipts,” and theoverall picturewill bemuch clearer
when April figures come in sometime in early May. Either
way, fiscal 2003 islikely to end at well more than double the
$158 hillion figure for 2002.

Asfor the increase in outlays, the CBO reports that de-
fensespendingroseat al2.2%ratefor thefirst half of theyear,
not counting the $78 billion war supplemental appropriations
bill, which had not yet passed Congress when the review was
written. In contrast, non-defense spending only increased by
5.6%, compared to the 10.7% rate a year ago. Spending for
Socia Security, Medicare, and Medicaid increased an aver-
age of 5.7%, again, more slowly than last year’ sincrease.

The CBO had also issued a report on March 25, on the
effects of Bush's proposed tax cuts, which found that the
proposed packagewill increasethedeficit by $1.8trillion over
ten years, relative to CBO' s baseline estimate, two-thirds of
whichwill beattributableto reductionsin revenues. Grassley
noted on the Senate floor on April 11, there there are not
sufficient votesto passmorethan $350 billion, andthe CBO's
reports are one reason why.

L aRouche on Budget-Balancing

The debate, however, is based on accounting criteria,
rather than on what purpose a government budget must serve
inour society. Democratic Presidential pre-candidateLyndon
LaRouche, during his Jan. 28 webcast “ On the Subjects of
Economy and Security,” defined the issue in this way: “We
areresponsible for human beings, especially young ones, be-
cause as we develop human beings, educate them, and so
forth, and provide them opportunities, we determine largely
what they can become. So, therefore, our job in society isnot
to balance the budget. We have to balance the budget in a
certain way, but balancing the budget isnot amoral standard;
it'ssimply something you have to do. Balancing abudget is:
What quality of human beings are we creating?’

S0, he continued, the problem is“the development of the
individual person and the effects of what we do upon the
children and the grandchildren of the people we directly im-
pact.” LaRouche explained that “ ahuman being’ sfundamen-
tal interest . . . is their investment in this sense of persona
immortality. . .. It means they’ve earned their immortality
by doing something, or living their lives in such away that
somebody in future generations is going to benefit.” And so,
abudget hasto help provide for such an environment.
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Kissinger's machinations, Syria has had a dominating mili-
tary presence.

ChiCken-HaWkS NOW ‘1f You Don't, I srael Will’

. The topic of Lebanon at the March 7 forum was largely
Prepare VV ar Oon Syna window-dressing for the real issue: overthrowing the Ba’ath
Party regime in Syria. The Lebanon angle could, however,
play on the strong sympathies for the Lebanese people in
the United States, while at the same time bringing in more
“neutral” Lebanese figures to speak against Syria.
The drumbeat against Syria, begun by Secretary of Defense Although Wurmser and company did succeed in luring a
Donald Rumsfeld on April 9 in the immediate aftermath of number of prominent Lebanese to the forum to speak, includ-
the Irag War, and taken up by President Bush on April 13 ing former Prime Minister Michel Aoun, the real target was
(although Bush, under heavy domestic and international presSyria. Already in the 1996 “Clean Break” paper, these neo-
sure, retreated considerably on April 20), was no spontaneous  cons had recommended to Netanyahu that he move to isola
eruption of “anger” at alleged Syrian harboring of membersSyria, a tactic in which getting rid of Saddam Hussein would
of the Saddam Hussein regime or of Iragi “weapons of mass play a part. Ziad Abdelnour, the president ofthe U.S. Commit-
destruction.” Rather itwas the next stepin the chicken-hawkstee for Free Lebanon, explained to his listeners that there will
planin their broader program of “regime change” inthe Mid-  be “no Lebanese democracy unless the United States takes
dle East. The momentum of the “quick victory” in Iraq these action against Syria,” putting pressure on Saudi Arabia and
hardy armchair warriors felt, could be used to pursue the next  dissolving the Hezbollah guerrillas in Lebanon. Abdelnour
target, Syria, as if it were simply a continuation of the attackalso claimed that Syria was providing military equipment to
on Baghdad. Irag, an accusation which has been used by the neo-cons to
The war drums could already be heard when the Hudsopressure Bush to move quickly against Syria with the forces
Institute, a hotbed of the neo-conservative war-mongers, an-  deployed in Iraq. “If the United States and Europe don't bring
nounced a forum back on March 7 with the title, “After Iraq: Hezbollah down through pressure on Syria, the Israelis will,”
Can Lebanese Democracy be Revived?” The meeting was  Abdelnour said.
chaired by Meyrav Wurmser, the head of Hudson’s Middle  Also speaking at the Hudson event was Rep. Eliot Engel
East program. Wurmser, together with former Israeli military ~ (D-N.Y.), one of the American Israel Public Affairs Commit-
intelligence officer Yigal Carmon, co-founded the Middle tee’s (AIPAC) favorite Congressmen. Engel had alread intro-
East Media Research Institute (MEMRI), whichwenttowork  duced the “Syria Accountability Act of 2002,” which called
translating the most violent anti-Semitic diatribes they couldfor a U.S. embargo on Syrian exports, restricting U.S. exports
find in the Arab press, and “marketing” these to gullible U.S. to Syria, an embargo on loans, credits, or financial assistance
Congressman and other government officials as the express firms with respect to withdrawing their investments from
sion of the Arab media. Wurmser’s primary aim was to dis-  Syria, and restriction of the activities of Syrian diplomats
credit the fragile Oslo Accords between Israel and the Palesn the United States. Such restrictions, the legislation states,
tine Liberation Organization (PLO). Wurmser's husband  would be lifted only when the President can assert that Syria
David, formerly the director of Middle East Studies at the has ended support for Hezbollah, withdrawn from Lebanon,
front-rank neo-conservative think-tank, the American Enter-  and destroyed its alleged weapons of mass destruction. The
prise Institute (AEI), is now special assistant to neo-con honkngel bill is sponsored in the Senate by Rick Santorum
cho John Bolton. A great favorite of Sen. Jesse Helms (R- (R-Pa.).
N.C.), Bolton held court at the AEI until joining the Bush Itis the height of irony that the Zionist neo-cons are using
State Department as Undersecretary for Arms Control and Lebanon as the ploy for their attacks on Syria. When Christian
International Security. David Wurmser was also a member of ebanese like General Aoun were trying to fend off Syria,
the Institute for Advanced Strategic and Political Studies, they were also forced to fight Israel and Israeli-controlled
which issued the famous “Clean Break” reportin 1996, layingfascist Falangist forces, who, in 1982, were given the green
out the agenda for “serial warfare” in the Middle East, over-  lightby Israel's Ariel Sharonto slaughter Palestinian civilians
throwing both the Saddam Hussein regime in Iraq and thén the Sabra and Shatila refugee campsEMR warned the
Ba’'ath regime in Syria, and scrapping the entire “land for ~ Lebanese representatives during the question-and-answer pe
peace” formula for Israeli-Palestinian peace. riod of the meeting: As much as they may desire to reestablish
The “Clean Break” report, composed forincoming Israeli national unity in Lebanon, serving as Israeli dupes in this new
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, emphasized that thettempt to launch an offensive against another Arab regime,
way to move against Syria was to challenge its role in Leba-  would sacrifice the hopes of Lebanon on the bloody altar of
non, where, since the early 1980s civil war triggered by Henrthe neo-cons’ imperial crusade against Islam.

by William Jones
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Interview: Tito Howard

Israel’s Attack on
The ‘USS Liberty’

Mr. Howard is an American filmmaker who produced “ The
Loss of Liberty,” a documentary released in 2002 about the
June 8, 1967 Israeli attack against the USS Liberty,inwhich
34 American servicemen were killed and 171 wounded. The
Israelis later claimed it was a case of “ mistaken identity,”
and theaffair was covered up. There hasnever been aninves-
tigation by Congress.

Howard is currently the
executive director of the Lib-
erty Alliance, a not-for-profit
corporation dedicated to
achieving a full investigation
by the U.S. Congressinto: the
Israeli attack, therecall of the
U.S Sxth Fleet fighters sent
to protect the Liberty, and
the subsequent coverup by
boththelsraeli and U.S. gov-
ernments. His current proj-
ect is a series of biograph-
ical documentaries on America’s Congressional Medal
of Honor winners. Howard wasinterviewed on March 29,
on “The LaRouche Show,” the weekly audio webcast
(www.larouchepub.com), by EIR’s Jeffrey Steinberg and Mi-
chele Steinberg, co-directors of Counterintelligence.

Jeffrey Steinberg: Tito, you have been involved in film-
making for a number of years. You have 44 documentary

been on the Joint Chiefs, as Chief of Naval Operations for an
additional two terms—and he told me that the Israeli attack
on theLiberty was premeditated and deliberate.

So, it was a burden on me, because then | knew it was a
deliberate attack. (1 want, very quickly, to point out to people:
It doesn’t normally take me a quarter of a century or longer
to do a documentary film, but that was the case here.) The
film, itself, is a pretty powerful document, we think; and my
main effort was to get Americans, particularly military heroes
of the United States—we have six Metal of Honor heroes.
We have several key people from that time in the film, so I've
enjoyed the film work. It hasn’t always been lucrative from a
financial point of view, but we do feel like we have helped to
shed some light in some corners that perhaps needed more
light.

Jeffrey Steinberg: One of your other documentary films
was on the massacres that took place at the two refugee camps
in Lebanon—Sabra and Shatila, Palestinian refugee camps.
Howard: Yes, that was an absolutely vicious thing. Nearly
2,700 Palestinians were killed, and it was a series of events.
The Israelis said, when they attacked Lebanon, that they were
going to go just 20 kilometers in, and would not approach
Beirut, an Arab capital—but they lied to us. They went into
Beirut, and we [the United States] pressured the Palestinians
into leaving.

The Palestinians asked us, “Well, if we leave, what about
our women and children?” And the United States, in a docu-
ment signed by Philip Habib, said, “Well, we will take care
of your women and children.” Then the Israelis surrounded
the two smaller camps of Sabra and Shatila, near the much
larger camp of Bourj al-Barajniin southern Beirut, and massa-
cred alot of people overtwo days, until, finally, it was stopped.

And | was very fortunate in getting some Americans, who
had been in Beirut, to speak strongly about the massacre. |
called the filmThe Massacre and the Masqguerade.

Maybe my mostimportant film aftdiheLibertyis proba-
bly a film I did on Jerusalem. | callBddaptaets and Para-

films to your credit. You have spent nine years in the Middletroopers. But theLiberty film, | think, is the most important

East. Tell us a little bit more about your career.

one for Americans to look at now. Because this country that

Howard: Well, it's an interesting story. Some of it takes a we give 34% of our entire aid package to, made a deliberate

long time, but I'll be brief. | was in Lebanon. | moved to
Lebanon in October 1971. ... | decided to get into film
work—no experience, no training, but | finally convinced an

attack on an American ship in international waters.
And theLiberty wasn't just any ship. In 1967—this pre-
dated the satellites—ahiE8idberty was 460 feet long.

ad agency to let me do a commercial for them, and it was fott was the most sophisticated intelligence ship in the world at

the Commercial National Bank of Kuwait. . . . Then I gotinto

that time. It had a Moon-bounce dish, eight 40-foot whip

doing, in some senses, important work in the Middle Eastantennas, a top-side configuratiotally unlike theal-Quseir

from a film standpoint, in places like Afghanistan, Turkey,

Egypt, the Sudan, and so on.

And then | got very interested in théberty situation, and

[an old Egyptian ship], which is what the Israelis claim they
mistook theLiberty for—in perfect weather in the afternoon
of June 8, 1967.

| had the burden on me from about the middle of 1975, when
Adm. Thomas Moorer—who is one of the heros in our film, Jeffrey Steinberg: With flags flying?
had just stepped down eight months previously as ChairmaHoward: Well, a flag flying. Early on in the fight, in the

of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in his second term; he had also
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attack by the lIsraeli aircraft, which lasted 23 minutes,
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Left to right: the USS Cole, bombed by terroristsin Yemen in October 2000; the
USS Liberty, attacked by the Israelisin June 1967. The Liberty incident was
covered up by both Israeli and U.S. governments, and Israel’ sincredible claim that
thiswas a case of “ mistaken identity” has never been subjected to the scrutiny of

Congressional hearings.

pounded by at least 18 Israeli aircraft, mostly Mirage, but
some Super-Mysteres. [ Then the holiday ensign wasrai sed—
the largest flag on a ship, used for special occasions.] But
there were two people that didn’t raise the holiday ensign—
Brownie, [Francis] Brown, the helmsman, was killed at the
helm of the Liberty during the attack. Thelsraglisferociously
attacked the bridge of the ship, and killed alot of people, and
the captain was badly wounded and the executive officer was
killed on the bridge.

The al-Quseir is one-fifth the size of the Liberty. It looks
absolutely nothing like the Liberty.

Jeffrey Steinberg: Give us a general summary of the find-
ings—your 25 years of investigation, and what you have put
together in, | think, a 53-minute very, very powerful docu-
mentary.

Howard: Well, | think that there is overwhelming evidence
in the film that this was indeed a deliberate attack. And to
me, even worse than the Israeli attack on the ship, was the
American government recall of help.

Wehad two large carrierswith the Sixth Fleetin 1967, the
USS Saratoga, skippered by Joe Tully, and the USSAmerica,
skippered by Don Engen, who was recently Director of the
Air and Space Museum in Washington, until hewaskilled in
aglider accident in July 2001. | had scheduled an interview
with him in August, but he died about two and a half weeks
before then.

| think one of the salient characteristics of this account,
and | would likefor an Israeli to haveto answer this, is: If the
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Israelisreally want usto buy their argument that this, indeed,
was a case of mistaken identity, why in the world did the
attacking lsraeli aircraft jam all five American emergency
radio channels, if they thought it was an Egyptian ship?

In the film, Admiral Moorer handles that, and one of the
radiomen, Terry Halbardier. And that’ s one of the things that
| think isindefensiblein [the I sragli] argument.

The other thing is the coverup that happened, which hap-
pened immediately after the attack.

We have a guy in the film, named Bill LeMay, who has
53 pieces of shrapnel in him. He was medivac-ed from the
Liberty to the America, and then wound up in the American
military hospital in Lanschtoven, Germany; and as he was
coming out of amorphine-induced stupor, he noticed that his
wristband had the name “Smith” on it. Shortly after that, a
young Navy intelligence told him that “your name is now
Smith. Y ou were never on board the Liberty. Don’t ever tell
anybody you were.” And that was the beginning of the cov-
erup. And he saysthat in the film—and one of the guyswho
raised that flag.

Every single Israeli report on the Liberty attack says
there was no flag! And every single Liberty survivor—and
| have interviewed over 100 of them—all insist that the flag
was flying, except for about 2-3 minutes, when the one was
shot down. The Israglis “couldn’t see it,” but they could
shoot it down! They put up the holiday ensign, and it's in
the film, that holiday ensign. That ensign is at the end of
the film, and it has bullet holes and things in it, and it is
now at Fort Meadein Maryland, at the National Headquarters
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of the National Security Agency.

And thisiswhere the investigation would have to begin,
because if there ever is an in-depth and honest investigation,
it's an absolute lay-down. There is no question that this was
adeliberateattack, andif Americanswereawareof it, itwould
certainly create someseriousdownward pressure, inmy view,
on the amount of American aid going to the State of Israel.

Jeffrey Steinberg: Tito, the attack on the Liberty ship,
which, of course, occurred during the concluding days of the
1967 Six-Day War, lasted, you said, two hours and twelve
minutes. Give us just area quick sense of the sequence of
theaction.
Howard: | think it is again very important to note that on
June 8, the war against Egypt and Jordan was virtually over.
There was no fighting anywhere around al-Arish [in Egypt];
the Liberty was about 12 miles offshore, leaving plenty of
leeway to the Egyptian-international line—about 10 miles.

By the afternoon of the 6th of June, Isragli armor had
already made it to Sharm al-Sheikh, at the mouth of the Gulf
of Aqgaba, which had been the trigger that the Israglis used,
and, of course, thelsraglissaid that Egyptian armor and infan-
try had attacked them from the Sinai, whichwasalie. | mean,
they attacked Egypt in what they called apre-emptive strike,
but like Pearl Harbor, it was a deliberate attack, sneak attack,
much like Pearl Harbor in numbers.

Welost 80% of our non-carrier Pacific Fleet in 1941, and
the Egyptians lost 80% of their Air Force on the ground.

And the sequence of the attack on the Liberty: About 2
minutes after 2 p.m., in the afternoon of June 8, the Isragli
Mirages and Super-Mystéres attacked the Liberty, but that
was after being surveilled 13 different times, starting at 6:00
inthe morning and into the afternoon, by four different kinds
of Israeli aircraft; so they knew exactly where everything was
on the ship. And they knocked out all seven of the connected
antennaes of the Liberty. The one that was not connected—
they were having some problems with the tuner—but Terry
Halbardier, one of the many heroes on the Liberty that day,
connected that eighth antenna, and the attacking Israeli
planes, when they fired the missiles, had to cut off their jam-
ming devices, which gave a very narrow window that the
Liberty could get out—and it was really carefully handled in
the film by Terry Halbardier himself. The first to pick it up
was Joe Tully onthe Saratoga, and heimmediately launched.

Thecarrier divisioncommander wasL arry Geis, who sup-
ported the action, and the Sixth Fleet commanding chief was
Admiral Martin, who also approved it.

Several minutes after takeoff, those orders were counter-
manded by Secretary of Defense McNamara.

Jeffrey Steinberg: All theway back in Washington?

Howard: All theway back in Washington. It was a wonder
how they could—they knew that early on. ... All of that, |
think, contributed to the manipulation of, not only the 1967
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war, but theattack ontheLiberty, which | think isthe blackest
chapter in American military history. Here our own govern-
ment covers up the fact that a foreign country deliberately
attacked an American ship with great loss of life and heavy
casualties—70% casualties.

Jeffrey Steinberg: Last May, you along with a group of
other very prestigious Americans launched the Liberty Alli-
ance. Tell usabout that, who some of the peopleare, and what
the objective of the Liberty Allianceis.

Howard: We are blessed with a very, very capable board,
and these are some of America’s greatest people. Our chair-
man is Thomas Moorer, who was Chairman of the Chief of
Staff for two terms, the longest-serving American four-star
admiral, the only admiral to command both the Atlantic and
Pacific fleets. Hewas head of NATO. The main Navy fighter,
even now, isthe F-14 Tomcat, named for him. Our vicechair-
man is Gen. Ray Davis, afour-star Marine general, who won
the Navy Crossin the Second World War, Medal of Honor in
Korea, Distinguished ServiceMetal inVietnam. A great man.
| am a great admirer of his as well. Our treasurer is Adm.
Merlin Staring, the former Judge Advocate General of the
U.S. Navy. Thedirector, Jim Akins, is one of the top retired
American diplomats; and Jack Tiller, who has won an Oscar
and Emmy in film; and myself—I’m obviously the weakest
of the six.

Jeffrey Steinberg: What isthe purpose of the Alliance?
Howard: The only purpose for this—and we have a pretty
good statement of purpose, | think, on that—isto have afull
and complete investigation into the Isragli attack on the this
American ship in international waters.

If that happens, we will unwind ourselves and go back to
privatelife. Admiral Moorer was 91 yearsold on Feb. 9, and
he used to be on the board of Texaco and Blunt Engineering
and stuff, and he has cut out just about everything else. . . .
We have atotal of 18 admirals and only 3 generals, but we
are working on that; in fact, that will be one of the topics
on Wednesday.

Jeffrey Steinberg: Now, obviously, with Ariel Sharon—
who we have referred to in EIR magazine as the “butcher
of Sabra and Shatila’—in as Prime Minister of Isragl, the
implications today are precisely that the kind of action that
wastaken against the USSLiberty, targetting American mili-
tary personnel, isnot at al out of the question for thisIsraeli
government. How do you foreseeyour initiativewith the Lib-
erty Alliance and the distribution of your documentary im-
pacting on the fight for Middle East peace today?

Howard: Well, | think it bringsalevel of truth and concen-
tration on the attack on the ship—and | think that one can add
Jenin, to Sabraand Shatilafor Mr. Sharon. | think heisawar
criminal. | think heisvery, very dangerous, and heisin unison
with some of our misguided evangelicalsin thiscountry; itis
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avery, very dangeroussituation, as| seeit inthishorrendous
war against Irag.

Irag, you know, with Egypt, thisisthe cradle of civiliza-
tion. And, wekilled about 168,000 Iragisin 1991, and we are
going to kill alot more now, and | think we are going to be
very surprised when we find out that they don’'t love us.

| think itisavery dangerous situation. | think the Liberty
story—and | believe thisto my bone marrow-isthe one story
that can get Americansto react and becomeactivistsin getting
the American policy in the Middle East much more in tune
with our principles.

And what bothers me the most about all of this, is that
Sharon’ sinfluence on George 1, our President, is so danger-
ous, that it is like the man is giving orders to our President,
anditisvery scary. | think the ability to get Americansaware
of what happened in the Liberty attack might put more pres-
sure to look into the Jonathan Pollard affair, and my own
investigations into that—he had a very high clearance, Pol-
lard, and | think Paul Wolfowitz was one of oneswho helped
given him that high clearance. | hope that isknown one day.

Michele Steinberg: 1'd like to go back to the film itself. |
was very deeply moved by seeing this. One of the things
that listeners will see when they see the film, is many, many
individuals who lived through this ordeal came forward and
areinterviewed onthefilm, aswell astheleading peoplefrom
the Liberty Alliance. Tito, how did you find the survivors?
That was difficult, asyou explained in the film.

Howard: Well, | put together a production team, when |
started seriously putting the film together about four and a
half years ago. It was Admiral Moorer and Ambassador
Akins; and then | had two Liberty survivors. Richard Kiepfer
was the only doctor on the Liberty, and was an incredibly
brave guy. If ever an American military doctor deserved a
Medal of Honor, | think it is Richard Kiepfer. He was badly
wounded. He had a burn, a gunshot, a broken right kneecap,
and a 16-inch scar on his left kneecap, and he had 11 pieces
of shrapnel in hisabdomen, which he kept together with alife
jacket, and then stood on those legs for 28 consecutive hours,
saving American livesand limbs.

The other guy from the Liberty was Phil Tourney, who is
evendtill today, thepresident of theLiberty VeteransAssocia
tion. And he helped out alot of the Liberty people, alot of
whom really suffer this post-traumatic stress syndrone. They
arevery paranoid. They were abandoned by the government.

Admiral Kidd, who was head of the Navy Board of In-
quiry, scared the hell out of these guys. He' d take them in
small groups, and | had three or four survivors saying that in
the film: how he would remove his two stars, and say, “I'm
just one of you guys, so now tell me what happened.” They
open up their hearts and souls. He puts the stars back on and
says, “Now I’'m an admiral again, and I’'m telling you, that
you are not to speak of this attack ever, not to your wife, not
to your kids, not to your friends. If you do, there will be a
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courtmartial, imprisonment, or worse.” And they all knew
what “worse” meant.

Michele Steinberg: So, getting this story out is long, long
overdue. | think the other chilling thing that is unforgettabl e:
Therescue plane was called back from the air beforeit could
arriveto protect the Liberty ship from the Isragli attack.
Howard: AsAdmiral Moorer pointsout in thefilm, if those
planes had not been recalled—they would have chased the
Israeli Air Force away, and the motor torpedo boats which
left Ashdod base at 12:30 to come on scene at about 2:35
to the Liberty site—25 Americans at |east would have been
spared, the lives of 25 Americans.

I'd like to mention, too, that the Israelis targetted and
destroyed the captain’ sbrig, thewhale boat, and all of thelife
rafts. The Liberty had over 821 rocket and cannon holes, over
3,000 armor-piercing holes from 50-caliber armor-piercing
shells, and a 40x42-foot hole at the water line, nearly dead
amidships, and it survived al of that damage thanks to the
myriad of heroes. Thelast threeliferaftswereputinthewater,
and we have Lloyd Painter—who, after he left the Navy,
worked for the U.S. Secret Service until he retired a couple
of years ago—and he was an eyewitness to the return of the
Israeli torpedo boats that shot up the life rafts. One got loose.
It was picked up by one of thelsraeli motor torpedo boats, and
isnowinanlsragli military museumin Damona, intheNegev.

COVERUP EXPOSED!

The Israeli Attack
On the ‘USS Liberty’

“The Loss of Liberty,” a video by

| filmmaker Tito Howard, proves
e beyond any doubt that the June 8,

- 1967 Isracli attack against the USS
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wounded, was deliberate. The video
includes testimony from Liberty
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Medal of Honor winners, and from
such high-ranking Americans as
Adm. Thomas H. Moorer, Adm.
Arleigh Burke, Gen. Ray Davis, and
—-ﬁ' Secretary of State Dean Rusk.
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Interview: Eugene McCarthy

“The DLC Are Democrats Who Are
Really Reactionary Republicans’

Sen. Eugene McCarthy gavethefirst part of thisinterviev—  EIR: He was your Presidential campaign’s first press secre-
on hisfight against a sitting President’swar policy withthe  tary, wasn't he?
aid of a national youth mobilizationinthe1967-68 Presiden-  McCarthy: Yes, he was.
tial campaign—for publicationin EIR’s April 11 issue. This The article exposes Cheney'’s conflict of interest, and not
second part of the interview was conducted by Nina Ogden  only Cheney’s.
for EIR on April 10, on who made the Democratic Party a
“hollow party,” and whether that can be reversed, andthe  EIR: | believe Hersh documents about $75 billion already
party of the disenfranchised can be revived. awarded to companies connected to members of the Defense

Policy Board—Perle and all the others.
EIR: We last talked on March 8, before the war against IragM cCarthy: The advisors to the Pentagon are giving the Pen-
officially started. Now, yesterday, Rumsfeld and the other  tagon advice about giving their companies billions of dollars.
chickenhawks made a formal announcement that they havEhese are creatures of both parties. | was thinking about Sam
won the war. But the fighting is still going on. Nunn, the so-called Democrat, one of the founders of the
McCarthy: Bush’s Administration reminds me of the Ro- Democratic Leadership Conference. He went from being
mans at the end point of their empire, who went and attacked  head of the Senate Armed Services Committee to being al
Africa, because they needed something they could have a beyms merchant when he left government. He was like Henry
celebration about when they returned. Jackson: a force, but not for the good.

It's bound to go this way when the military-industrial

EIR: Bolton, Rumsfield, Cheney, they were all boasting. complex is in place—not only as a military institution, but
McCarthy: Was Cheney’s wife, Lady Macbeth, with him  also as an economic, diplomatic, and social one.
when he emerged from the crypt, where, they say, he'd been
keeping a low profile? EIR: Many members of the House and Senate spoke up

strongly before the war. Senator Daschle, for instance; but
EIR: They were threatening Syria, Iran, and North Korea—once the war started, they weakened and caved in, in the name
thatthey’'d better stop harboring terrorists and getrid of weap-  of “unity.”
ons of mass destruction. McCarthy: Tom Daschle would be less weak if the Demo-
McCarthy: This is pretty bad. They’re pretty full of them- cratic Party leadership were less weak.
selves. The people around Bush have no understanding of The intimidation tactic of so-called “unity” was used

history. against those who opposed the war in Vietham and against
The propaganda in the press creates the rush to war. | readir campaign.
one article in thewashington Post before the war started, When | entered the race [in 1967]in New Hampshire, and

which had eight paragraphs, and seven of them mentionethe Administration said, “Let us have no dissent, let us have
“weapons of mass destruction.” | would say that we were no disunity,” | said | thought the time had come to divide the
using “pretty much weapons of mass destruction” ourselvesParty if it were not already divided. | thought the issues were
important enough to the country that one had to run some
EIR: Aftertalking endlessly aboutweapons of mass destrucrisks. We should have been running the risk of further divi-
tion, they just started saying “WMD.” sion, for ours was the party which in 1948 had raised the issue
McCarthy: We’re destroying the whole country with of civil rights, and said we were prepared to go down on this
“PMWMD” then. One hundred million people demonstrated issue because itwas so important to the nation. What changed
to stop the war before it even started. They haven’t foundvas the leadership of the Party, which had itself dissented—

one chemical or biological or nuclear weapon and they still moved away from the long-standing principles of the Party—
went ahead. and misread the overwhelming mandate it received in 1964,
Sy Hersh has a good article in thew Yorker. when the Democratic Party won the greatest election victory
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“ John Quincy Adams said our nation had to avoid mere struggles

for power. But that’s what we' re seeing between the two parties
now, just a struggle for power. . . . A Democratic Party that can

win, but forgets the disenfranchised people of the country, isa
hollow party.”

of any party in the century up to that time. Theyear 1964 had
been one of triumph for Democrats. We mourned the loss of
a great leader, but we were committed to carrying out the
program of John F. Kennedy, to achieving objectives he had
charted.

But since 1964 there had begun an erosion of spirit. Many
people voted Republican in 1966 because they were losing
faith in the Democrats.

If Barry Goldwater had been elected in 1964 and pursued
the course of ever-widening escalation in Vietnam, Demo-
cratic unity would have been greater than ever before. The
confusion of the Party derived from thefact that aDemocratic
administration was following a Republican foreign policy.
The Senators on the Foreign Relations Committee were not
the dissenters. The dissenters werein the Administration.

EIR: DissentersfromtheFDR legacy likethepro-war candi-
date Lieberman from the DL C [Democratic L eadership Con-
ference] now.

McCarthy: The Democratic Leadership Conference is
made up of Democrats who are really reactionary Republi-
cans. Much as | hate to quote George Wallace, there really
“isn’'tadime’ sworth of difference” betweenthem. Youdon't
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have any political dialogue or debate; one isjust an echo of
the other one. John Quincy Adams said our nation had to
avoid the mere struggles for power. But that's what we're
seeing between thetwo partiesnow, just astrugglefor power.
Lyndon Johnson said that if you can control the TV people,
the newspaper people, and the wire service people, you can
control both political parties, and that’s what we have now.
Look at these “embedded” reporters. The news media and
the two political parties have become part of the military-
industrial complex. They rule out open debate or a test of
policy at the polls. There are no political elections, just strug-
glesfor power.

When | wasin Minnesotalast month | talked to Professor
Disch of the University of Minnesota about the problems of
the two-party system and forming athird party.

EIR: Isn't that what the people of Minnesota did when they
got Venturain as Governor and you had all those squabbles
about the Reform party?

McCarthy: Thepeoplewho started it weren't bad. They felt
that the country was not being well governed by Republican
or Democratic politics. But what was lacking was an image
of what the mission of their government should be. But, how
can we complain? A whole generation has never seen such
athing!

EIR: Can'tthe Democratic Party be changed, intheway you
tried to change it in 1968, and Lyn [Lyndon LaRouche] is
trying to changeit now?

McCarthy: | would hope so, but | doubt it. After 1968, the
great fear of the Establishment was that a President might be
elected on the basis of a political dialogue of the American
people. There was great psychological warfare against me.
Y ouknow therewasgreat psychological warfareagainst Lyn.

They changed the rules of campaigning. The press was
closed. The Federal Election Commission denied political
freedom and set up the process by which those corporations
which make up the military-industrial complex have become
the dominant force in American politics.

Thesacrificethe Democratic Party hasmadeto the Demo-
cratic Leadership Council isthelossof itssoul. The Party can
no longer articulate what principles it stands for; it cannot
hold together Congressional coalitions because it no longer
has the principles with which to do this; it can no longer
inspire the young; it can no longer lead the people toward
endsthat require selflessness and sacrifice. To co-opt or out-
maneuver is different than to lead.

It isfineto bein touch with the mainstream of the Ameri-
can people, but it was the special mission of the Democratic
Party to be in touch with the people who were not a part
of the bond markets, or members of PACs—the millions of
people who are frozen out of politics and the economy of
the nation.

A Democratic Party that canwin but forgetsthedisenfran-
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chised peopl e of thecountry isahollow party that winshollow
victories. And that’s what we have now.

We have become an American republic lacking republi-
can virtues.

EIR: When you ran for President in 1976, | believe that it
was as an independent.

McCarthy: | found that laws passed after our 1968 cam-
paign had the effect of suppressing or limiting movements
of protest or division within the two parties. | ran as an
independent candidate, principally to establish a basis for a
Supreme Court challenge to the Constitutionality of the
1975-1976 amendment to the Federal Election Law, and
also to challenge exclusionary and discriminatory state laws
and practice.

In 1976, aprominent newspaper publisher declared, “ This
is atwo-party country,” much as an editor of Pravda might
have declared of the former Soviet Union: “This is a one-
party country.”

EIR: How did Lincoln make hisdecisionto becomethe can-
didate of the Republican Party?

McCarthy: The parties had become chaotic and meaning-
less. And many new parties had proliferated—from the Abo-
litionist Party to the Know-Nothing Party. Finally, the Re-
publican Party emerged, with aclear identity and |eadership.
| believe we may have to go through a similar process.

EIR: Asyou know, Lyn has spoken about Lieberman and
McCain forming a“Bull Moose” party to get Bush to dance
to the tune of their fascist policies. He has al so spoken about
both the Democratic and Republican Parties splitting over the
war and theeconomy. Asyou know, the Democratic National
Committee threatened our youth movement with arrest and
gjected them from the hotel, when they went to the Young
Democrats meeting in Washington.

McCarthy: They used their 1968 Chicago Democratic Con-
vention gameplan.

EIR: But when the kids from the LaRouche Y outh Move-
ment in California went to the meeting out there, and the
bureaucrats tried to vote to throw out all the LaRouche cam-
paign members, they couldn’t get away with it, because our
members outnumbered their members.

McCarthy: That’sexactly what we did in the merger of the
Minnesota Farmer-Labor Party and the Democratic Party in
the caucuses for the 1948 election.

EIR: All'l know about that is Hubert Humphrey’ s Red-bait-
ing tactics.

McCarthy: That might have been what Hubert was doing,
but that’ s not what | was doing. In 1944, Franklin Roosevelt
urged us to merge the Farmer-Labor Party and the Demo-
cratic Party to create one stronger party. The functionaries
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didn't want to merge. Some people might have said that
the functionaries we were dealing with were socialists or
communists or whatever. But they didn't carry copies of
the Communist Manifesto—they carried copies of Roberts
Rules of Order!

After the War, many veterans, who were going back to
school on the G.I. Bill, began to get involved in politics.
They’d fought for a better world and they wanted to make a
better world when they came home from the War. | was a
member of the faculty of St. Thomas College, which isin
Ramsey County in St. Paul. Minnesota, then, didn’t have pri-
maries, but had caucuses, and we had large numbers of stu-
dents and others who attended the caucuses. The Party func-
tionaries tried to exclude our delegates, but we had so many
more than they did. We went to court and won. One of the
best examples was the case of the Holy Angels nuns. They
were a cloistered community, and according to the rules of
their order could not |eave the convent. However, they be-
lieved very strongly in what we were doing, so they all gave
ustheir absentee ballotsto participatein the caucuses. But the
functionaries took usto court, saying that the nuns' absentee
ballots wereillegitimate because they weren’t physically un-
able to attend the caucuses. We answered in court that they
may not have been physically unable to attend the caucuses,
but that because of their vows they were morally unable to
attend. And we won!

We won the whole fight. Our members were organizing
for issues, and not just positions. So we won in the caucuses
and in the courts. We united the Farmer-Labor Party with
the Democratic Party and became, for some time, a strong
party with a platform people believed in. And we did it
through fighting at every level, and outnumbered the
bureaucrats.

EIR: | see! That was your start in palitics. That's how you
were first elected to Congressin 1948, and where your opti-
mism came from in 1968. That's what we can do now with
theLaRoucheY outh Movement, who aregrowingin numbers
and also inspiring the older generation.

McCarthy: So, | see I've given you a little something to
chew on.

WEEKLY INTERNET
AUDIO TALK SHOW

The LaRouche Show

EVERY SATURDAY

3:00-4:00 p.m. Eastern Time
http://www.larouchepub.com/radio
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Editorial

The Empire Strikes Out

Of all of the boldfaced proponents of American em-  targeted, for the forseeable future, against the Islamic
pire, our favorite “Wanna-be Colonel Blimp of the world—the center of global conflict; 3) “Transform”
Week” is a real-live Colonel and West Point graduate,  the American military into a truly imperial instrunpent,
to boot, Andrew Bacevich. He is the author of a recenpursuing three missions, “to dominate, to punish and
book, simply titledAmerican Empire, which argues—  to police;” 4) Overhaul America’s diplomatic corps to
unconvincingly—that the United States is already amassume the mantle of imperial proconsuls, combining
empire, that the American republican heritage is al-  the military and civilian overseas presence in{fo one
ready dead, and “for policymakers to persist in pre-‘mil-civ” function—what he calls a truly “imperial
tending otherwise—to indulge in myths of American  civil service.”
innocence or fantasies about unlocking the secrets of For patriotic American military officers—active
history—is to increase the likelihood that the answers  duty andretired—Bacevich’s plans for “military trans-
they come up with will be wrong.” formation” to dominate, punish and police, need to e
Bacevichwas, morerecently, the author@ash-  particularly torn to shreds. The Air Force is designated
ington Post Sunday opinion piece, April 20, whichwas as the “dominatrix” of the services, using the new gef-
part of a larger feature series of articles on the theme  eration of “smart weapons” to kill from 50,00 feet.
of “The Perils of Empire.” Bacevich sees no perils, The Air Force and the Navy will also draw the respor
save for the failure of American leaders to give their  sibility to punish—also through long-distance &erial
undivided attention to the realization of a new globaland shipborne missile bombardments. To the Army
Pax Americana. His own recipes for global conquest  belongs the moral equivalent of KP duty: policq the
match sufficiently with the recent rantings of Donald imperial domain. “But,” Bacevich lamented in lisst
Rumsfeld, his “future wars” guru Newt Gingrich, Paul imperial recipe-book, “the Army has thus far reflised
Wolfowitz, Richard Perle, Michael Ledeen and the en-to embrace this essentially constabulary role and fe-
tire neo-conservative gangin and around the Bush Ad-  sists the cultural, doctrinal and organizational changes
ministration, that his over-the-top frankness about thehat it demands.”
immediate goals of this “chicken-hawk cabal” de- To say that this is madness is the supreme §inder-
serves careful note—if for no other reason than it barestatement. Not only is the United States in no shapg—
facedly exposes the lunacy of the entire imperial  militarily, culturally, economically, or financially-+to
project. undertake this Napoleonic wet-dream. The very idga
The fact that the self-professed “futurist” Newt  of American empire is an abomination, that flies in the
Gingrich is being promoted by Cheney and Rumsfeldface of everything that the United States once cleafly
(according to well-informed Washington sources) as  stood for as a “beacon of liberty,” the “city on thg hill”
the next Bush Administration Secretary of State, toholding out the prospect for true national sovereignty
replace Colin Powell before year's end, is also not  and progress to peoples of every continent, rage, reli-
irrelevant to the issue of why Bacevich’s Blimpian gion, culture.
fantasies need to be taken on. Lyndon LaRouche has devoted his every waking
What does the good Colonel propose? In hishour, for the past six decades, to reviving this trye
Washington Post op-ed, Bacevich concretely urged:  American republican heritage, and to waging| war
1) The United States must scrap NATO. The Sovietagainst those who would seek to bury that living tradi
Union is gone, and Europe can sink or swim on its  tionforever. Itis high-time that others join more fprce-
own military budget; 2) Pull the American troops out fully in this effort. Every time an Andrew Bacevich of
of South Koreaas soon asthe tensions with Pyongyang  a Newt Gingrich uncorks with an imperial rant] it is a
subside, so that all of America’s military might can be moment of opportunity that cannot be missed.
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HERMANTOWN—Ch.12
Tue: Btw. 5 pm-1 am

* ST.CLOUD AREA
Charter Ch.10
Astound Ch.12
Thursdays—8 pm

* ST.CROIX VLY.
Valley Access Ch.14
Thursdays: 4 & 10 pm
Fridays—8 am

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

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

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

« ST.PAUL (NE burbs)*
Suburban Ch.15

« St.PAUL (S&W burbs)
AT&T-Comcast Ch.15
Tue & Fri: -8 pm

Wednesdays—10:30 pm

SOUTH WASHINGTON
ATT Ch.14—1:30 pm
Mon, Tue, Wed, Thu
MISSISSIPPI
* MARSHALL COUNTY
Galaxy Ch. 2
Mondays—7 pm
MISSOURI
« ST.LOUIS
AT&T Ch.22
Wednesdays—5 pm
Thursdays—12 Noon

NEBRASKA

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

NEVADA

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

= RENO/SPARKS
Charter Ch.16
Fridays—9 pm

NEW JERSEY

* MERCER COUNTY
Comcast*
TRENTON Ch.81
WINDSORS Ch.27

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

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

* PLAINSBORO
Comcast Ch.3*

NEW MEXICO

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

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

* LOS ALAMOS
Comcast Ch.8
Mondays—10 pm

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

« TAOS—Ch.2
Thursdays—7 pm

NEW YORK

= BRONX
Cablevision Ch.70
Fridays—4:30 pm

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

* BUFFALO
Adelphia Ch.20
Thursdays—4 pm
Saturdays—1 pm

* CHEMUNG/STEUBEN
Time Warner Ch.1
Mon & Fri: 4:30 pm

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

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

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

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

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

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

« ONEIDA—Ch.10
Thu: 8 or 9 pm

* PENFIELD—Ch.15
Penfield Comm. TV*

+ QUEENS QPTV
4/25—4 pm (Ch.56)
4/25—6 pm (Ch.34)

« QUEENSBURY Ch.71
Thursdays—7 pm

= RIVERHEAD Ch.70
Thu—12 Midnight

* ROCHESTER—Ch.15
Sundays—3 pm
Mondays—10 pm

* ROCKLAND—Ch.71
Mondays—6 pm

* SCHENECTADY Ch.16
Mondays—3 pm
Wednesdays—8 am

* STATEN ISL.

Time Warner Cable
Thu—11 pm (Ch.35)
Sat—8 am (Ch.34)

* TOMPKINS COUNTY
Time Warner
Sun—9 pm (Ch.78)
Thu—5 pm (Ch.13)
Sat—9 pm (Ch.78)

« TRI-LAKES
Adelphia Ch.2
Sun: 7 am, 1 pm, 8 pm

* WEBSTER—Ch.12
Wednesdays—9 pm

NORTH CAROLINA

* HICKORY—Ch.3
Tuesdays—10 pm

OHIO
* CUYAHOGA COUNTY
Ch.21: Wed—3:30 pm
« FRANKLIN COUNTY
Ch 21: Sun.—6 pm
= LORAIN COUNTY
Adelphia Ch.30
Daily: 10 am; or
12 Noon; or 2 pm;
or 12 Midnight
* OBERLIN—Ch.9
Tuesdays—7 pm
* REYNOLDSBURG
Ch.6: Sun.—6 pm
OREGON
« LINN/BENTON
AT&T Ch.99
Tuesdays—1 pm
* PORTLAND
Tue—6 pm (Ch.22)
Thu—3 pm (Ch.23)
* SALEM—Ch.23
Tuesdays—12 Noon
Thursdays 8 pm
Saturdays 10 am
« SILVERTON
Charter Ch.10
Mon,Tue,Thu,Fri:
Betw. 5 pm - 9 am
* WASHINGTON ATT
Ch.9: Tualatin Valley
Ch.23: Regional Area
Ch.33: Unincorp. Towns
Wednesdays—8 pm
Sundays—9 pm
RHODE ISLAND
* E.PROV.—Ch.18
Tuesdays—6:30 pm
« STATEWIDE
RI Interconnect™
Cox Ch.13
Full Ch.49
TEXAS
« AUSTIN Ch.16
T/W & Grande
Sundays—12 Noon
* DALLAS Ch.13-B
Tuesdays—10:30 pm
* EL PASO COUNTY
Adelphia Ch.4
Tuesdays—8 pm
Thursdays—11 am
+ HOUSTON
Houston Media Source

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

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

Tuesdays—5:30 pm
Saturdays—9 am
Wed, 4/30: 5:30 pm
Wed, 5/7: 9 pm
Mon, 5/12: 6 pm
Wed, 5/14: 6 pm
Mon, 5/19: 7 pm
* RICHARDSON
AT&T Ch.10-A
Thursdays—6 pm

UTAH
« CENTRAL UTAH
Precis Cable Ch.10
Aurora
Centerfield
Gunnison
Redmond
Richfield
Salina
Sundays & Mondays
6 pm & 10 pm
VERMONT
* GREATER FALLS
Adelphia Ch.8
Tuesdays—1 pm
VIRGINIA
* ALBERMARLE
Adelphia Ch.13
Fridays—3 pm
= ARLINGTON
ACT Ch.33
Mondays—4 pm
Tuesdays—9 am
= BLACKSBURG
WTOB Ch.2
Mondays—6 pm
« CHESTERFIELD
Comcast Ch.6
Tuesdays—5 pm
* FAIRFAX—Ch.10
Tuesdays—12 Noon
Thursdays—7 pm
« LOUDOUN
Adelphia Ch. 23/24
Thursdays—7 pm
+ ROANOKE—Ch.9
Thursdays—2 pm
WASHINGTON
« KING COUNTY
AT&T Ch.29/77
Thursdays—5 pm
* KENNEWICK
Charter Ch.12
Mondays—12 Noon
Thursdays—8:30 pm
= PASCO
Charter Ch.12
Mondays—12 Noon
Thursdays—=8:30 pm
= RICHLAND
Charter Ch.12
Mondays—12 Noon
Thursdays—=8:30 pm
* SPOKANE—Ch.14
Wednesdays—6 pm
« WENATCHEE
Charter Ch.98
Thu: 10 am & 5 pm
WISCONSIN
*« MADISON—Ch.4
Tuesdays—3 PM
Wednesdays—12 Noon
* MARATHON COUNTY
Charter Ch.10
Thursdays—9:30 pm
Fridays—12 Noon
* SUPERIOR
Charter Ch.20
Mondays—7:30 pm
Wednesdays—11 pm
Fridays 1 pm
WYOMING
* GILLETTE—Ch.36
Thursdays—5 pm
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