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“The IMF in its present form, can not survive.
... There are forces in Europe, as well as in Asia,
who know they need a recovery program. They
recognize the importance of closer ties of
cooperation, especially economically based, on
technology-transfer relations in the long term,
between Western Europe and Asia. These things
must occur now.”
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From the Editor

Events of early July marked a potential turning point in interna-
tional policies, as the world’s economic crisis grew clearly worse and
the U.S. Presidential candidate with the alternative to that collapse
held a series of meetings showing Americans clearly turning to his
campaign. OulNational coverage gives an initial look at Lyndon
LaRouche’s breakthrough New York meetings and July 2 interna-
tional webcast, coverage which will continue next week. But simul-
taneously, across the Atlantic, a major economic initiative which
reflects LaRouche’s input into Italy, in particular, was launched at
the European Union. With this step toward a “European New Deal”
program of new public infrastructure investments to attack mass un-
employment throughout the continent, announced by Italian Prime
Minister Berlusconi on July 2 (sdaternational), the potential has
grown for a Eurasian Land-Bridge “driver” for economic recovery.
China and the South Asian countries clearly understand that such a
Great Projects approach is the alternative to the collapsing dollar
system, and the new character of China-India relations, which we
feature inlnternational, means the possibility of coordinated eco-
nomic recovery policies of much of Eurasia.

This strategy to revive the world economy cannot work while the
United States, the sole superpower, remains gripped by the imperial
war policy of Vice President Cheney’s gang of neo-conservative
warhawks. This has been the reason for the urgency of candidate
LaRouche’s international travels in preparing a new U.S. foreign
policy, which we have reported in recent issues. The possibility of a
new U.S. foreign policy—the only possibility, by the way, for a
turn-around in the worsening economic collapse inside the United
States—now depends on getting Cheney’s gang out of government.
LaRouche’s mobilization to impeach Cheney is the lead subject of
the U.S. campaign events we start to cover this week.

Our Feature addresses the deeper question required for a new
economic order, which s the revival of real scientific and educational
progress—not “information theory,” but the understanding of the
physical transformation of the Biosphere by the human species. This
is LaRouche’s “Science for Teachers: Visualizing the Complex
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Visualizing the Complex
Domain
By Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. “My
leading motive. . . here, isto
expose the nature of the mental
block which | have observed asa
frequent cause of the student’s
failure to grasp the deep
implications of Gauss's 1799 paper
[on the Fundamental Theorem of
Algebra]. Itisthe need to
strengthen our youth movement’s
higher-education program on this
pivotal topic, on which my attention
isfocussed here. However, the same
argument is also needed by the
wider audience which | include
here.”
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Federal Infrastructure Plans
Are Moved, To Save U.S. States

by Anita Gallagher

When thefirst day of Fiscal Y ear 2004 opened for America's
states at midnight on July 1, seven of the 50 states exploded
financially, unableto patch together abudget, and facing mass
layoffs and shutdowns in the immediate term. In the post-
midnight hours, four—New Jersey, North Carolina, Mis-
souri, and Rhode |sland—managed to cobble together are-
duced semblance of abudget, while three—California, Con-
necticut, and lllinois—had no budgets going into the
Independence Day holiday. Nevadahad only apartial budget;
Oregon, aone-month stopgap measure; and M assaschusetts
and Maryland's Governors have sequestered—nblocked the
normal spending of—hundreds of millions of dollars as re-
serves for budgets they admit are far out of kilter. Sixteen
statelegislatures have been called into Special Sessionssince
January—the vast magjority convened for the impossible task
of making further cuts in essential services, as the steady
sinking of state tax revenues in economic depression contin-
uesinto athird year.

The states are between arock and ahard place, with still-
falling revenues and increased demands for, and costs of,
essential services. Budget cuts have only worsened the prob-
lem, by creating still more unemployed, who pay no taxes—
and tax increases won't work when the incomes of most
Americansarefalling.

On July 3, the U.S. Department of Labor announced that
the June 2003 unemployment rate roseto 6.4%, from 6.1% in
May—anine-year high; unemployment for black Americans
roseto 11.8% from 10.8% during the same month. Morethan
21% of the unemployed had been looking for work for 27
weeks or more; these workers, under the normal unemploy-
ment rules, would have been thrown off the rolls after 26
weeks. In June, the number of non-farm payroll jobs fell by
30,000, and the May figures were revised to record a 70,000
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jobs loss—more than four times the 17,000 originally re-
ported. Manufacturing lost 56,000 jobs in June, the 35th
straight monthly decline, for atotal of more than 2.6 million
jobs lost since July 2000, according to U.S. Department of
Commerce statistics.

Demand Federal InfrastructureBuilding

Democratic Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche ad-
dressed this in Fall 2002, with his “November Program to
Rebuild the Economy,” based on using the credit of the Fed-
eral government for projects which create physical wealth—
hardinfrastructure, such astransportation and power, and soft
infrastructure, such as health-care. He also addressed how
suchimprovementscan be paid for: Only the Federal govern-
ment, and not the states, has the authority to issue credit for
such projects. Themonth of Junesaw, for thefirsttimeinthis
collapse, theintroduction in Congress of Federal measuresto
contruct new economic infrastructure and put Americans
back to work, which were significant enough to attract the
name “New Deal” measures in press reports. The hills are
still on too small a scale and too slow a track, something
LaRouche's Presidential campaign is uniquely able to
change.

Such spending is not only not inflationary so long asit is
directed to improvements in real productivity, but actually
generateswealth. Thereisnoneedto“ offset” spendingimme-
diately, and play the Democratic Leadership Council game
of sounding “fiscally responsible’; the Federal government
can use its own credit to generate a recovery that pays for
itself, as Franklin Roosevelt did.

LaRouche called the new hills “positive and useful” de-
velopments, which may need modification in implementa-
tion, but havetheright basicintent: to get people back towork
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fast. He said on June 30 that thislegislation should be studied
in the context of the parallel developmentsin Europe, espe-
cialy the “Tremonti Plan,” under the current Italian chair-
manship of the European Union, to build transportation proj-
ects throughout Europe. Beyond investing in infrastructure
systems, the “big nut” that must be taken on for recovery is
reorganizing a bankrupt international monetary system,
LaRouchesaid in hisJuly 2 webcast.

In response to the desperate situation of the states, two
bills, each calling for $50 billion in infrastructure spending,
have been introduced into the U.S. Congress since the end
of May:

e “TheBuild AmericaBonds Act of 2003” (S.1109), in-
troduced by Sens. Jim Taent (R-Mo.) and Ron Wyden (D-
Ore.), would provide“$50 billionin new transportationinfra-
structurefunding through Federal bonding to empower States
and local governments to complete significant infrastructure
projects across all modes of transportation, including roads,
rail, transit, aviation, and water, and for other purposes.” In
its “Findings,” the bill states that infrastructure “drives our
economy,” and “every billion dollarsintransportation invest-
ment has the potential to create up to 47,500 jobs.” It also
states that “Every dollar invested in the Nation’ s transporta-
tion infrastructure yields at least $5.70 in economic benefits
because of reduced delays, improved safety, and reduced ve-
hicle operating costs.”

The bill would create a“Build America Corporation” to
issue and sell bonds to corporations, individuals, or other
entities to generate the $50 billion. Instead of interest, bond-
holders would receive atax credit.

* “The Rebuild America Act of 2002" (H.R. 2615) isa
$50 billion infrastructure bill cosponsored by 34 Democratic
Representatives, introduced on June 26 by Reps. Jerry
Costello (D-I11.), Lincoln Davis (D-Tenn.), Jim Oberstar (D-
Minn.), the ranking Democrat on the House Transportation
and I nfrastructure Committee, and 31 other Democratic mem-
bers of that Committee. The bill “provides $50 hillion for
infrastructure investment to enhance the safety, security and
efficiency of our highway, transit, aviation, rail, port, environ-
mental and public buildingsinfrastructure.”

The bill mandates that all funds be invested in ready-to-
go infrastructure projects, with priority given to projectsthat
can award bids within 90 days of the bill’s enactment. A
survey of state transportation departments by the American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
found that, as of April 2003, the states have 2,710 projects,
which total $17.1 billion, that are ready to go to construction
if additional fundingweremadeavailable. H.R. 2615 reguires
the entire $50 billion to be obligated within two years.

Using Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) dataon
the effects of highway infrastructureinvestment, the bill esti-
mates that its $50 billion mandate would create more than
2.3 million jobs and $310 billion of economic activity. (The
FHWA estimates that each $1 billion in new infrastructure
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investment creates 47,500 jobs and $6.2 billion in economic
activity.) The “Rebuild America’ bill cites arecent national
survey which found that transportation contractors hire em-
ployees within three weeks of obtaining a project contract,
and that employees begin receiving paychecks within two
weeks of being hired. H.R. 2615 notesthat 8.4% of construc-
tion workers were unemployed, but that figure rose higher
inJune.

By leveraging the Federal investments, the 10-year cost
to the Treasury isunder $34 billion, consisting of $9.6 billion
from existing balances in the Transportation Trust Funds;
$4.5 hillion from changes in the tax code; and $19.5 hillion
fromthe General Fund. The sponsorsoffset theseinvestments
by shutting down abusive tax shelters employed by corpora-
tions, including schemes used by Enron, to generate $20.1
billion; by preventing American corporations from claiming
aforeign addressto avoid U.S. taxeswhile doing the mgjority
of their business in the United States ($4.8 hillion); and by
extending customs user feesfor 10 years ($10 billion).

L argest Spending on High-Speed Rail

The House bill would invest in the following aress:

» Highways: The cost of congestion in the nation’s 75
largest urban areas is a staggering $68 billion annualy in
wasted time (3.6 billion hours of delay) and fuel (5.7 billion
gallonsof excessfuel); nationwide, theannual cost of conges-
tion is likely over $100 hillion, the bill states. Thereis cur-
rently a $14.2 billion gap in spending needed, according to
the Department of Transportation, to merely maintain high-
way and transit system in their current condition. The hill
proposes $5 billion in spending, to create 237,500 jobs and
$31 billion of economic activity.

 Transit: Thebill adds $3 billion in spending, intending
to create 142,500 jobs.

 Aviation: The Airport Council International estimates
an average annua investment gap for airport needs of $3
billion per year, exclusive of new money needed to install
expl osivedetection equipment. Threebilliondollarsin spend-
ing would create 142,500 jobs and $18.6 bhillion in eco-
nomic activity.

» High-Speed Rail: The bill notes that Congress or the
Department of Transportation havedesignated 11 high-speed
rail corridors. In the Midwest, as an example, about 17%
of all passengers at Chicago’s O’ Hare International Airport
arrive from a city that would be served by the fully built-
out Midwest Regional Rail Initiative—far moreefficient than
short-haul flights or highway travel. Some $14 billion in
spending would create 665,000 jobs and $86 billion of eco-
nomic activity.

* Passenger and Freight Rail: Thebill would provide$2.5
billion for capital investment for Amtrak over the current
authorization, to upgrade the Northeast rail corridor so that
Acelatrains can achieve their design speeds. It would also
provide another $5 billion in grants, loans, and loan guaran-
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tees for short-line and regional railroads to rehabilitate their
tracksto carry the 286,000-pound railcar that isbecoming the
industry standard. This$7.5billionwould create 356,000j obs
and 46.5 billion in economic activity, the bill states.

The bill also authorizes $2.5 billion to port security;
$11.5 billion for Environmental Infrastructure, including es-
sentia investment in both drinking water systems and waste-
water treatment; $1.5 billion for investment in water trans-
port infrastructure, including locks, dams, hydropower
facilities, and ports; $1.5 billion in Economic Devel opment,
targetted to communities with more than 150% of the na-
tional average of unemployment, poverty, and outmigration
rates;, and $500 million for investment in aging Federal
public buildings.

Existing L egislation I s Approved
As well, bipartisan Amtrak funding legislation (H.R.
2572) cleared the Senate, and passed the House Transporta-

tion Committee by voice vote on June 25. It would give Am-
trak the $2 billion annually which it requested over the next
three years.

On June 25, the House Transportation Committee also
approved the “Railroad Infrastructure Development and
Expansion Act for the21st Century” (RIDE 21), whichwould
provide $60 billion for high-speed rail and rail infrastructure
projects. It would expand the existing Railroad Rehabilitation
and Infrastructure Financing (RRIF) loan and |oan guarantee
program tenfold—from $3.5 billion to $35 hillion of out-
standing loan principal at any time. Both magnetic-levitation
and steel-wheel systemsaredligible. Therearestill morehills
pending, if temporarily blocked, along these lines, such as
Sen. Ernest Hollings' National Rail Defense Act (S.104),
which would fund high-speed rail corridors and Amtrak.

Evidently, the reality of the collapse is dawning on some
in the U.S. Congress. If the Congress wants a high-speed
solution, it should listen to LaRouche.

Nevada Out of Chips

Nevada State Senator JoeNeal (D-North LasVegas), acandi-
datefor Governor in 2002 and a member of the Nevada legis-
laturefor 32 years, wasinterviewed on July 2 in Washington
by Marcia Merry Baker.

EIR: June 30, the end of the fiscal year for most states, has
come. What do you seein Nevada?

Neal: Wenow haveastalematein Nevada: After our regular
session and two general sessions, we were not able to pass
any revenue measures to support our budget. Due to the two-
thirds requirement, we fell one vote short in the Assembly.
... | understand, that on July 1, the Governor has filed a
lawsuit in our courtsto forcethe legislaturetoact . . . | don’t
know what’ s going to happen.

EIR: You have been providing leadership in Nevada on the
need for utilities and services such as railroads . . . and you
havefought to tax theworld famousL asV egasgaming indus-
try. What about thesefactorsintermsof the current stalemate?
Neal: Well, | brought these issues, of increased taxation on
gaming, beforethelegislature, but themeasurethat | proposed
did not pass. Even though there were minor increaseson gam-
ing, raising their top gaming rate of 6.25%1t06.75%. . .it's
just apittance, asfar as|’m concerned.

| had made the statement, when | had thought that we
were going to have a stalemate, that if we should happen to
be sued—and we are now being sued—I advised the court
that since | thought that they would have to increase taxes
that are already on the books, since the courts cannot make
legislation, that the most popular tax woul d be the gaming tax
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to beraised. So, hopefully, they would follow suit on that.
EIR: Last Fall, when Mr. LaRouche was down in Coahuila,
Mexico, he was talking about the “Great American Desert
Development” project. Have you had a chance to look at
that idea—new, high-tech projectsof water provision, power,
transportation, and so on?

Neal: We've looked at it in terms of transportation needs.
Many of our small communities are dying for the lack of
transportation, because of deregulation and al of that. So |
proposethat we create alevitated train system that would run
throughout the state, and makeacircle, and hit all of our major
cities, and then come back, emanating from Las Vegas and
wind back up into Las Vegas.

EIR: Under the conditions of these state emergencies, do
you think there may be anew chance for putting these things
ontheagendaagain, intheway that Mr. LaRoucheis saying?
Neal: Oh, yes. Yes, | think that there is a great chance of
having these things put on the agenda again.

EIR: Without thiskind of pathway out of the disaster, what
doesthe Nevada situation look like?

Neal: Well, we are not so fortunate as some of the states; in
Cdlifornia, you know, they have to pay minimum wages.
When we are not able to provide a budget, everything stops.
Nobody gets paid. . .. That's the problem that we are con-
fronted with right now. Nobody gets any money. Schools
suffer asaresult of that, becauseyou cannot hireany teachers,
because you cannot enter into any contracts, because you do
not know whether or not the money’ s going to be there. We
don’t have a continuing resolution like Congress does. . . .
Thisisthefirst timein the history of the state of Nevada, that
we' ve had asituation where we were not ableto generate any
taxes or balance the budget to meet the needs of the people.

EIR July 11, 2003



WSJ Editor Reveals Synarchist Plan
For World Currency and Super-Bank

by Richard Freeman

Wall Sreet Journal editor emeritus Robert Bartley, only three Federal funds rate by one-quarter percent, to 1%—its lowest

weeks after his angry editorial attack on Lyndon LaRouchdevel since 1958. The objective of bringing interestrates down

for exposing the “Straussian” fascist cabal in Washington, to near zero, is to accelerate the huge central bank money-

has used hidournal column to propose Synarchist measuresprinting binge to unprecedented levels, in an attempt to prop

for the economic collapse—a single, global central bank and up the remaining international financial bubbles, especially

a single world currency. the real estate asset bubble in the United States. This money-
Thus Bartley, coming from a secret meeting of interna- printing approach will further a Weimar-style hyperinfla-

tional bankers and financiers in Siena, Italy, let out exactiytionary upsurge. Then it is likely, as LaRouche warned in

what Presidential candidate LaRouche had just warned of—  early June, that Greenspan would suddenly reverse cours

aplanto create an “economic Sept. 11" with a collapse of U.Sand jack interest rates up, pulling the plug on an “interest-rate

creditandthedollar, allowingthemtothenimpose emergency  trap” which would set off deflation and bankrupt millions

rule ofinternational finance (s&tR, June 13). Inhiswarning, of investors.

LaRouche put his finger on what many had begun to suspect, Speaking before some 400 people at a June 29 campaic

that the colossal incompetence of especially the U.S. goverrevent in Queens, LaRouche explained the dire consequences

ment and Federal Reserve, in rapidly worsening the pace of  of this one-two punch: “There are a group of financier inter-

economic collapse, may reveal an underlyinggnt among  ests, who. . . using their agent Alan Greenspan, have a certain

central bank circles. Bartley’s announcement is virtually a  plan for your financial future. What they’ve now done, is drop

“Synarchists’ answer to LaRouche” on that point. the Federal [funds] rate toward as close to zero as they can
Bartley’s call for the creation of a one-world single cur-  get; and they’re about to drop it further. The reason for this

rency, to be issued by a powerful “supranational centraldroppingofthe. . .rate,istotrytosucker moneyintofinancial

bank,” created at the same time, appeared on June 30 in the markets, by saying, ‘the markets are going up, therefore

Wall Street Journal, where Bartley was an editor for 15 years. please suckers, come invest your money in this wonderful

This would be underpinned by a British 19th-Century-type future, which is being created by Alan Greenspan.’

gold standard. Bartley’s raving attack on LaRouche had been “What will happen? In a short period ahead, this financial

published on June 9, seeking to discreditthe Presidentialcan-  bubble will collapse. Bankruptcy will spread. Alan Green-

didate’s campaign pamphl&te Children of Satan, of which ~ span will run the discount rate up to, maybe, between 7% and

nearly 1 million copies are circulating. It exposes the Sy- 8%, and all the suckers will be wiped out. Mortgage owners

narchist network around Vice President Dick Cheney, whictwill be wiped out; businesses will be wiped out; pensions will

has taken control of the White House on behalf of a policy of be wiped out; insurance plans will be wiped out, and so forth.

perpetual global warfare, and the common allegiance of thathis is the kind of people we are dealing kvit. . whowant

network to the ideas of German emideescist philosopher  world war. And these are the people who own, and are using,

Leo Strauss. a group of people who are Synarchists, who are called in this
Inthattirade, Bartley proclaimed himselfalong-timepro-  country, ‘neo-conservatives.’”

moter of the Straussian war-hawks. In his June 30 proposal,

he promotes the Synarchist financier crowd closely linkedRobert Mundell and Siena Bank

to Cheneys Straussians, which wants a supranational central Springing this trap would cause a financial train wreck,

bank imposed in an economic emergency or “end-game.” and deflation, in which environment the financial oligarchy
could create an institution like the Bank for International Set-
An ‘Interest-Rate Trap,” Then Deflation tlements (BIS), but even stronger. In the 1930s Depression

The connection Bartley and tideurnal have exposed is crisis, the BIS was created to apply genocidal austerity and
lawful, as the breakdown of the world economic-financialhelped bring to power and extend the rule of the universal
systemis accelerating. On June 25, the Federal Reserve Board Synarchist-fascist movement, including Adolf Hitler’'s dicta-
of Governors, led by Chairman Alan Greenspan, lowered théorship in Germany.
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Bartley’s June 30 op-ed described the proceedings of a
conference entitled, “Does the Global Economy Need a
Global Currency?’ whichhadjust been held at a15th-Century
castlenear Siena, owned by the conference’ ssponsor, Robert
Mundell. Mundell, who has been a mentor of Bartley’s for
decades, isaleading spokesman for the older el ements of the
international financier oligarchy, grouped around the Mont
Pelerin Society, but also other ingtitutions (more on him be-
low). Bartley reported that one participant at this small, but
strategic gathering, was former Federal Reserve Chairman
Paul Volcker, who openly voiced hissupport for aone-world
currency. Starting in 1979, Volcker applied apolicy of “con-
trolled disintegration of the economy,” that devastated the
U.S. economy.

Other important participants, presently known of, were
former Argentine Finance Minister Domingo Cavallo, notori-
ous for destroying that country’s economy; Steven Hanke,
who abrogates national sovereignty by setting up currency
boards; and former Israeli Central Bank head Jacob Frenkel.

Bartley described Mundell’ spolicy, which dominated the
conference, and which requires a strong central bank to con-
trol financial flows and aworld currency. Bartley asserts, “If
theeuro canreplacethefranc, mark, andlira, why can’t anew
world currency mergethedollar, euro, and yen?’ Such anew
world currency, he avers, could be called the “ dey” (short for
“dollar, euro, yen”). “This suggests success for the grandest
reform of all, asupranational central bank.”

What makes this plan even more dangerous, isthat Mun-
dell favors linking currencies, in this case a new world cur-
rency, to a19th-Century British gold standard. That standard
is harshly deflationary: It sends economiesinto a downward
spiral, and makes soci eties defensel ess against moves toward
supranational dictatorial rule.

Robert Mundéell’ s prominenceinthisventure, playing the
ventriloquist role of Edgar Bergen to Robert Bartley's
wooden dummy Charley McCarthy, isanindisputablemarker
that avery nasty operation isafoot, emanating from the bow-
elsof thefinancial oligarchy. Though the average man in the
street knows nothing about Mundell, EIR has watched his
career very closely. Thereisalizard-like dlitherinesstoit, as
he has carries out sensitive missions for the oldest, dirtiest
branches of that oligarchy.

Bornin 1932 in Canada, Mundell did his graduate work
at the London School of Economicsin the 1950s, where, he
toldareporter, hisideaswere shaped by Lord Lionel Robbins.
A key figure in the City of London banking establishment,
Robbinsand hiscolleague Friedrich VVon Hayek wereleading
lights in the oligarchy’s Mont Pelerin Society, which was
founded in 1947, meets secretly, and provides much of the
economic policy for the neo-conservatives and fascist Sy-
narchists. After astint as chief international economist at the
International Monetary Fund, Mundell was steered, during
the 1960s, to the “ Siena Group,” which is controlled by the
Monte dei Paschi Bank of Siena. This, created in 1472, is
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theworld’ s oldest continuously functioning bank. Monte dei
Paschi isapparently apolicy control point for theold and also
dirty-money financier networks—what are sometimes called
fondi. Mundell was so impressed with Siena, that in 1969, he
bought thefive-story castle once owned by Pandolfo Petrucci,
who ruled Sienafrom 1487-1512.

After working with Milton Friedman at the University of
Chicago, Mundell moved to Columbia University in 1974.
Thereheconcocted theentire* supply-sideeconomics’ fraud,
which hetaught to Robert Bartley, Jude Wanniski, Art L affer,
and former Rep. Jack Kemp (R-N.Y.), al of whom then ped-
died it to the Reagan Administration, with disastrous resullts.
As a paid consultant to the European Monetary Authority,
Mundell also spent severa decades in pushing hisversion of
theeurocurrency. InanarticleintheJuly/August 1990 edition
of theltalian journal Revista di Politica Economica, Mundell
called for the creation of a world central bank. Certifying
that he is completely insane, in 1999, the oligarchy had him
awarded the Nobel Prize in Economics.

Strategic Showdown

M ounting evidence pointsto the fact that the world finan-
cia systemisonitslast legs. In the June 30 issue of aleading
German daily, Die Welt, Swiss fund manager Marc Faber
warned that central bankers are engaged in “extreme mone-
tary expansion, in particular in the U.S. and Japan,” whichis
courting calamity. Inits June 30 annual report, the BIS itself
warned about the increasing dangers of highly leveraged,
risky financial instruments, such asderivatives, which, it said,
“areincreasingly traded” among large financial institutions.
Tradingamong “large players’ could “move marketsin ways
that could affect the cost and availability of needed hedging.
In thisway, idiosyncratic shocks could conceivably turn sys-
temic,” said the BIS report.

Freddie Mac, one of the dominant lending institutionsin
the U.S. housing bubble, is a major case of where shocks
“couldturnsystemic.” Inasimilar vein, theinsuranceindustry
in several of the world's leading nations, is in dire straits.
On June 25, the German Insurance Association (GDV), after
meeting in Frankfurt, declined to bail out Mannheimer
Versicherung, a medium-sized insurer, which had lost mas-
sively onthe stock marketsduring therecent threeyears. This
is the association’ s first large bankruptcy in 50 years. Some
of thelarger insurersinthe GDV are experiencing significant
difficultiesthemsel ves, and do not want to use up fundssaving
smaller companies.

The pace of thefinancial system’ sdisintegrationisregis-
tering with many bankers. In attacking LaRouchein the June
9Journal, Bartley wasdefending the Cheney-led network and
policy currently controlling the Bush Administration. More
directly, he was attacking LaRouche's alternative, his New
Bretton Woods policy for bankruptcy reorganization, and re-
building the world economy. Bartley’s controllers’ policy is
diametrically opposed.
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EU New Deal’ Launched:
‘There’ll Be a Fight’

by Claudio Celani

Italy’ s Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi presented the Euro-
pean Parliament with an anti-Depression “New Deal” strat-
egy for new transport, power, and communicationsinfrastruc-
ture across Europe, in an initiative of historic importance on
July 2, asltaly beganitssix-month presidency of the European
Union (EU). The “Tremonti Plan” (named for the Italian Fi-
nance Minister) which Berlusconi presented and which Italy
ispushing forward, callsfor tens of hillions of euros annually
in new infrastructure investments financed through the Euro-
pean Investment Bank (EIB). In the midst of massive and
growing unemployment acrossthe continent, itis“what many
peoplein many statesin the United States would wish would
happen, under the present economic conditions—large-scale
infrastructure programs ... not unlike FDR's,” said U.S.
Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche, emphasizing Ita-
ly’smove at the start of his campaign webcast that same day.
LaRouche, the world pioneer on transcontinental develop-
ment programs, welcomed it as a “historic moment,” and
added, “There'll be afight about that.”

‘A Changein thePolicies of Europe

That fight is on. Many international media have hidden
Berlusconi’s critically important policy announcement, by
highlighting astaged provocation launched during his speech
by Green Party parliamentariansfrom Germany—wheretheir
party is also blocking maglev railroad and other crucial new
infrastructure. But the speech defines, as LaRouche noted, “a
changeinthe policiesof Europe; achangeinworld palicy . . .
achangein the world economic and financial situation.”

The Tremonti Planisaprogram for boosting investments
intransnational infrastructure projects, in such dimensionsas
to reach a critical mass of about 1-1.5% of European GNP,
thushaving arecovery effect on production and employment.
It represents a shift away from the EU’s Malthusian Maas-
tricht policy, towards a “Rooseveltian” approach to the eco-
nomic crisis. In the decisive passage of his July 2 speech,
Berlusconi made the Tremonti Plan the priority of the Italian
semester: The EU “must increasingly act as a factor of eco-
nomic growth and stability.” He pointed to the “protracted
weaknesses’ in the economy. “The necessity [is] amore ac-
tive support to the economy through an increase of public
and private investments, with the collaboration of European
financia ingtitutions, in the first place the European Invest-
ment Bank. Such a strategy, in our view, must be based on
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the policy of large Trans-European I nfrastructure Networks.
The effective functioning of the internal market requires an
increased mobility of goodsand servicesand thereforeamore
efficient transport network. Theissueisto reconcilethelegiti-
matereguest of monetary stability andfinancial rigor—which
must not be challenged—with alarger stimulusfor economic
growth through investments not only in infrastructures, but
also research and technological innovations.”

OpponentsWant To Keep Maastricht
Straitjacket

The provocation at the July 2 European Parliament ses-
sion, which aso involved Germany Social Democratic fac-
tion leader Martin Schulz, was expected. It was prepared by
an unprecedented campaign by the international media ques-
tioning the credibility of the upcoming Italian EU presidency,
given Berlusconi’ salleged conflicts of interestsand his prob-
lems with Italian justice. But Berlusconi himself did not ig-
nore the disruption, but responded with a counter-provoca
tion, accusing Schulz of being like a“ kapo in aconcentration
camp.” Berlusconi should have known that for a German,
such acomparisonislike calling an Italian a“Mafioso”: It is
aracist proposition. And inevitably, it generated an uproar
and almost adiplomatic crisisbetween Italy and Germany, to
be composed only the next day, when a cooled-down Be-
rlusconi presented hisformal apol ogiesto the German people
in atelephone call to Chancellor Gerhard Schroder.

Concerning Berlusconi’s behavior, one must say: He
mentioned Hamlet in his speech, warning European leaders
not to follow Prince Hamlet's example—and then, he be-
haved like Hamlet, charging into a head-on “flight forward.”

However, theissue behind theincidentisnot Berlusconi’ s
conflict of interest, asaquick investigation of Schulz' srecord
shows. Schulz repeated almost verbatim from an article pub-
lished the previousday, July 1, inthe Frankfurter Allgemeine
Zeitung, a cal by Transparency International hatchet-man
Antonio Di Pietro to stop the “contagion” of the “Berlusconi
disease.” Di Pietro works together with Schulz on juridical,
security, and corruption issues in the European Parliament.
Hewasactivated back in 1992 by the Synarchistsat the Amer-
ican Enterprise Institute (AEI), to launch the famous “ Clean
Hands’ operation which destroyed Italy’s traditional politi-
cal parties.

Much moreimportant isthat Schul z, exactly oneyear ago,
filed a written interrogation to European Finance Commis-
sioner Pedro Solbes, accusing theltalian government of viola
ting the Maastricht Treaty’s dreaded Stability Pact through
the ingtitution of a new financia facility for infrastructure
investments, Infrastrutture Spa (Ispa)! In his interrogation,
filed on June 27, 2002, Schulz wrote that 1spa’ s issuance of
bonds guaranteed by the state “would in practice lead to an
increase in public debt in a country which is aready one of
the most indebted of the EU member states. Hence it should
bedetermined ingoodtimewhether or not the proposed action
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is compatible with adherence to the Growth and Stability
Pact.” Thus, thereal target of Schulz’ sJuly 2 provocationwas,
clearly, theTremonti Plan which Berlusconi waslaunchingin
the European Union. Tremonti proposesto createan I spa-like
facility at the European level, under the umbrella of the EIB,
to finance infrastructure by issuing yearly 70 billion euros
off-budget, partly through state-guaranteed bonds. Ispa was
founded on the model of the German post-war Kreditanstalt
fur Wiederaufbau (Reconstruction Finance Agency).

What was seen at Brussels was the deployment against
Italy of an anti-development faction. Another representative
of thisfaction is Bundeshank president Ernst Welteke, who,
asked by an EIR reporter about the Tremonti Plan at apublic
meeting in Eltville, Germany on June 30, claimed that it can-
not work because it is modelled on Roosevelt’s New Dedl
policy, and “the New Deal did not work.” Welteke also then
attempted to shift the argument to the issue of Berlusconi’s
problemswith legal investigations.

Overcoming European Divisions

Itisindispensable, indeed, that full confidenceand collab-
oration be re-established between Rome and Berlin, other-
wise the European Union will miss the chance of an early
salvation from economic decadence. Between Italy and Ger-
many, aswell between Italy and France, thesplit which occur-
red over the Iraq War is of course till playing a role, and
political resentmentson that i ssue constitute abasi s of manip-
ulation. The Italian government, through its support to the
U.S. preventive-war doctrine, has been seen as a factor of
disaggregation inside the EU, and mistrust has been built up.
However, what better opportunity to restore unity and even
strengthen it, than the European Plan for Growth pushed by
the ltalians now?

An experienced politician such as Oskar Lafontaine, the
former German finance minister and SPD chairman, has
pointed exactly tothat aspect. Not only thelragWar, but many
other issuesdivide Lafontaine, atraditional Social Democrat,
from Berlusconi; more than those between Berlusconi and
anti-corruption, anti-ltaly crusader and “third-way” Social
Democrat Martin Schulz. Nevertheless, Lafontainefully sup-
ported the Tremonti Plan and wisely advised his leftist com-
rades not to throw out the baby with the bath water, so to
speak, by sabotaging the Italian EU semester because of fac-
tional interests.

[1 LAROUCHE IN 2004 [

www.larouchein2004.com

Paid for by LaRouche in 2004.

10 Economics

In an interview with the Italian daily La Repubblica on
July 2, Lafontainesaid: “The EU, | believe, must abrogatethe
Stability Pact and writeanew statutefor the European Central
Bank. We need apolicy aiming at growth. Question: But that
iswhat Tremonti proposes. [Lafontaine answered] Y es, that
isright. Y ou see, everywherethereisaspark of light.” Asked
whether Europe should adopt the Tremonti Plan, Lafontaine
said, “Absolutely yes. We must correct the Maastricht mis-
takes. Common European investments whould be the best
way for therecovery.”

Asfor France, much water has flowed under the bridges
of Paris. The French government officially announced, July
2, their backing of the Tremonti Plan. Inaprepared statement,
the spokesman for the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs
stated that France addressed its congratul ations to the Greek
presidency for the quality of itswork and welcomed “warmly
the Italian presidency,” announcing its intention to “contrib-
ute all its support to the realization of its objectives.”

After insisting on the need for progress on the question
of the “intergovernmental conference,” a kind of European
congtitution which will further bind all the new members, the
declaration states: “We think that the presidency isinsisting,
and correctly so, on economic growth and employment, and
wefind particul arly interesting, theideaof aplan encouraging
great infrastructures.” This statement was preceded by an en-
dorsement by Jacques Delors, the author of the original 1991
plan for the Trans-European Networks, and by Philip
Maystadt, the head of the European Investment Bank, the
body which is supposed to play a central role in the Tre-
monti Plan.

Question Isthe Speed of Projects

Hopefully, the Lafontaine view will prevail in Germany,
and work on the Tremonti Plan can proceed as scheduled.
In mid-July, the Economic and Finance Ministers (Ecofin)
meeting of the EU is supposed to discuss the updated version
of the Delors Plan, a new list of Trans-European Networks
drafted by the Van Miert Committee. The Van Miert group
presented its conclusion June 30, listing 22 new projects in
addition to the original 14 of the Delors Plan. Of these 22
new projects, whichinclude someresearch projectsand space
transportation plansaswell as Eurasian economic infrastruc-
ture, 18 are suggested to be started before 2010.

When the projects are to be started is entirely a question
of money, that isapolitical one: Within the framework of the
Stability Pact, the 2010 deadline is optimistic; but with the
Tremonti Plan, it becomesconservative. Among thenew proj-
ects suggested, are included the Galileo satellite project; the
upgrading of existing railway linesfrom Sofiato Nuremburg,
from Paristo Bratislava, and from Gdansk to Brno; the elimi-
nation of waterway bottlenecks on the Rhine-Main-Danube
river and canal system; the new railroad bridge across the
Straitsof Messinato Sicily; and therailroad bridge acrossthe
Fehmarn Belt.
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Germany Needs
A Minister Tremonti

by Rainer Apel

The snail's pace at which Germany’s elites discuss and
decide, is a household commonplace throughout Europe,
and the German way has negatively affected European
affairs. Had Germany, being the main transit country on
the continent, urged massive and fast improvementsin Euro-
pean infrastructure in the early 1990s, the European Com-
mission would not have passed a watered-down version of
the original Delors Plan for Europe-wide projects in 1994,
and waited another nine years before seriously considering
an upgraded plan—the VVan Miert Plan presented in Brussels
on June 30.

The22 new projectsfor rail, road, and waterway devel op-
ment in the Van Miert Plan are most wel come, but the 2003-
2020timeframefor their realization still reflectsthebad recent
German habit. It is in urgent need of a committed finance
minister like Italy’s Giulio Tremonti, who is pushing for a
great projects initiative on the European level—funded
through the European Investment Bank, outside of the Maas-
tricht-controlled national budgets of the European Union’s
member governments.

But under theinfluence of itspro-austerity FinanceMinis-
ter Hans Eichel, Germany till resists adopting a reasonable
approach on economic policies—although (lowly) retreat-
ing from its longstanding monetarist hard line. Eichel has
already been forced to publicly acknowledge that his Italian
colleague Tremonti ismoving “in theright direction, in prin-
ciple.” But for the moment, and likely under massive black-
mail from the private banks which are the creditors of the
indebted state, the German government has decided to waste
time: Itsthree-day special session in Neuhardenberg on June
27-29, on financial and taxation policies, resulted in nothing
more than the announcement that tax cuts projected for 2005
would be implemented already in 2004.

If hereally doesbelievethat these tax cutswill encourage
firms to hire more personnel, the German Finance Minister
has reached the end of hiswisdom. Hismain problem now is
to reduce corporate defaults and decrease jobless rates so that
moretaxescan bepaid from areactivated economy, torelieve
the state of its EU 70 billion burden of jobless payments,
annually. For this problem, the tax cut offers no solution; but
adds another big problem, because it takes an extra EU 15
billion out of the projected fiscal year 2004 budget. And over
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the next six months, Germany will definitely crossthe 5 mil-
lion jobless mark, a record of dubious distinction since the
Great Depression year of 1932.

Demand for Maglev Systems Rejected

Influenced by Eichel, the German government also made
a big mistake, when coercing the Social Democratic/Green
coalition government of North Rhine-Westphalia (N.R.W.),
Germany’ shiggest state, to scrap the planned, already much-
delayed regional 78 kilometer “Metrorapid” maglev train.
That substantial concessiontothe Greenssaved—for thetime
being—the N.R.W. “red-green” government. Its collapse
would otherwise have triggered the collapse also of the red-
green national government of Chancellor Gerhard Schroder.
Eichel was not willing to make the required guarantee for
EU 1.7 billion of bank loansthat would have built the Metro-
rapid; on June 26, Schroder and Eichel talked N.R.W. Gov.
Peer Steinbriick out of the Metrorapid.

This scandalous, shortsighted decision undoubtedly
helped to create a more relaxed atmosphere for the govern-
ment’ s specia session in Neuhardenberg, but it also sparked
protest and counteraction.

Already on June 28, Hesse Gov. Roland Koch called for
the revitalization of the abandoned “third national maglev
project,” the 118 km connection between the airports of
Frankfurt and Hahn. On June 29, numerous politicians across
the party spectrum in the city-state of Hamburg urged bigger
maglev projects like Hamburg-Berlin and Hamburg-Am-
sterdam.

On July 1, the Free Democrats in the Hesse parliament
proposed expanding the Frankfurt-Hahn route to Luxem-
bourg and Brussels, and on the same day, German Transport
Minister Manfred Stolpe called for a maglev route between
Berlin and Leipzig, conditional on Leipzig's receiving the
international mandate for the Summer Olympics of 2012.

Eichel, according to profile, stated that there isno money
at al for any such project. Were the German government
pursuing apolicy likethat of Italy, it would propose a special
credit facility in the range of EU 50-70 billion annually at
the European Investment Bank, to fund such projects. There
would be money for several major maglev projects in Ger-
many and in some of its neighboring countries, such as Italy,
the Netherlands, and Poland.

Another positive approach of the government could
have been to not launch the EU 15 hillion tax cutsin 2004,
but to assign the amount in funding to a specia credit
facility for maglev construction in Germany. Another person
in the finance minister’'s chair would make a big difference.

The Chancellor could do something good for the German
economy: Fire Eichel, and replace him with a politician
who thinks more in the direction of Italy’s Tremonti. And
Chancellor Schroder should do so, before German national
unemployment reaches the 5 million mark, some time this
Autumn.
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] ] ] usherinthe “renaissance” in nuclear power in America which
Interview: Dr. Nils Diaz he sees under way. Most important, he brings a deep commit-
ment to progress, and a willingness to stand firm, which are
qualities that have been sorely lacking among most experts
in academia and the nuclear industry.

Wl’lat NUCICaI' P()WCI' Gives Dr. Diaz, who grew up in Cuba, earned master’s and doc-

toral degrees in nuclear science from the University of Flor-

To the General We]_fare ida, and has been a Professor of Nuclear Energy Sciences
there.In 1985, he became the director of the newly established
Innovative Nuclear Space Power Institute at the university,
forthe Defense Department’s Ballistic Missile Defense Orga-
nization. After 11 years at the institute, Dr. Diaz consulted on
No issue of public policy in this country has been more con- nuclear engineering for private industry, the U.S. govern-
tentious, more beleaguered by public ignorance, more toment, and governments overseas. In 1996, President William
tured by an aggressive, well-financed disorganizing cam- Clinton nominated Nils Diaz to a five-year term on the NRC.
paign, than nuclear power. Itisincredible that thistechnology|n July 2001, he was renominated by President George W.
which was largely developed in the United States, and exten- Bush for a second term, and on April 1, he was appointed
sively commercially deployed over two decades, has becomdRC chairman.
almost extinct in terms of future growth. In testimony before the Senate Subcommittee on Clean

It is more than 20 years Water, Wetlands, Private Property, and Nuclear Safety, of the
since a new nuclear power Committee on Environment and Public Works, on July 30,
plant was ordered and built in 1998, Commissioner Diaz had said, “Itis worth recalling that
this country. While the gov- one of the declared purposes of the Atomic Energy Act is ‘to
ernment poured billions of make the maximum contribution to the general welfare.’ " He
dollars of “incentives” into re-emphasized that ideaBi&R on June 18, stating, “That
wasteful and regressive energy guote is perfectly correct, and I'm very proud or it. . . . We [at
sources such as wind, solar, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission] have the mandate to
and ethanol, the American license and regulate, in accordance with the laws of this coun-
public was being constantly try. We need to provide the regulatory framework to allow
bombarded about the danger this technology to be established and to be used for the benefit

by Marsha Freeman

of radiation, the exorbitant of the American people.”
cost of nuclear plants, and the
“impossibility” of dealing with the waste. What Happened to Nuclear Energy?

Some nations, such as France, Japan, and South Korea, In another 1998 speech, before a forum of the Senate
forged ahead and built new nuclear plants, and so have relied Nuclear Issues Caucus, Dr. Diaz advised: “Before we can tall
less and less on finite and politically and financially unstableabout a cure for what ails the nuclear option, we need to
fossil fuels. Other nations’ leaders buckled under the anti- know what the ailment is.” He outlined four prerequisites for
nuclear pressure, and followed America’s “lead” in disavow-a sensible and successful nuclear power program: political
ing the importance of nuclear energy in their future. Atthe  stability, financial stability, financial capability, and effec-
same time, industrializing nations, including South Africa, tiveness in the technical and regulatory infrastructure. 1973-
China, Argentina, and Brazi,| have deployed nuclear power 83 was the greatest period of construction of commercial nu-
plants, and developed more advanced nuclear technologiedear power plants in America, despite the “worst economic
with near-term plans for next-generation reactor systems. conditions for large capital investment projects,” he ex-

Returning the United States to a sane policy requires leadslained. “We had double-digit inflation and soaring interest
ership in the political arena, in the engineering and scientific rates.” The “so-called energy crises” of 1973-74 and 1979
communities, and in government. were the initiating events. The resulting financial turmoil led

Dr. Nils Diaz, the recently appointed Chairman of the  to the escalating cost of nuclear plants, which had to be fi-
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), has been outspokenanced over a number of years, at a higher and higher cost of
in his view that developing and deploying advanced, next  borrowing money.
generation nuclear power reactors is critical to the national But the Nuclear Regulatory Commission itself was also
and economic security of the nation. He discussed this, and a part of the “plant construction debacle,” because the “man
related issues of nuclear policy, with this writer in his office dated hearing process, established to provide checks and
at the Nuclear Regulatory Commission on June 18. Dr. Diaz balances to power plant licensing, was imbalanced and un-
brings to his job the expertise and experience required to helphecked.” Nuclear power plant construction was effectively
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sabotaged by up to 20 years of legal challenges; the cost of
the Shoreham plant in New York, for example, was driven
up from $100 million to $6 billion, making it impossible to
complete. Dr. Diaz says that there was a “costly overreac-
tion” by the NRC to the Three Mile Island accident in
1979, which added to the delaysin construction and financial
burden already striking the electric utility and nuclear indus-
tries.

Asked how the Nuclear Regulatory Commission has
changed its procedures now, to prevent years of legal wran-
gling triggered by “intervenors,” Dr. Diaz said that the Com-
mission “is maintaining the opportunity for anyone who has
a valid reason to challenge the regulatory process. But the
difference is that it has to be a very good reason. . . . Once
the Commission approves the construction of a power plant,
there is one hearing at that time,” he continued, “and after
that hearing process is finished, then the licensee will have
theright to operate the power plant without being challenged
again through a hearings process.” In that way, “the process
is not going to be abused to delay the construction of the
plant.”

A Nuclear Renaissance

In February 2002, the Department of Energy initiated
the Nuclear 2010 program, to share with industry the cost
of building at least one new nuclear power plant by the
year 2010. The program goals are to help develop advanced
nuclear reactor technologies; explore and choose sites that
could host new power plants; and demonstrate new regula-
tory processes by the NRC, for the certifying of the new
technologies and licensing of the plants. So far, Dominion
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This North Anna, Virginia
nuclear complex could be the
first sitein over 20 yearsin the
United States to see a newly-
built nuclear unit operate.
Dominion Resourcesis one of
three companies applying to
the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission this Fall, to build
anew reactor at an existing
nuclear plant site.

Resources, Excelon, and Entergy are participating in the
program. By this Fall, each will have selected and submitted
tothe NRC asite for anew power plant, onewhereit already
operates a nuclear plant. The program is “on track” for the
Fall, Dr. Diaz said. The early site process, he explained,
means “they are going to say, ‘this is the site that we're
going to put the power plant on,” and these sites have been
pre-approved, because each already has a power reactor
on it” The companies thus can get started early on the
environmental impact statement, and other requirements,
before they go ahead with construction.

“One new aspect of this,” Dr. Diaz said, “is that they do
not want to designate very much up front, which type of reac-
tor they want to build. They want to have a generic license.
They don’t want to be locked into selecting a reactor now,
and then find out two years from now that there was one that
was better. Thisis avery dynamic process right now, with a
number of new reactors.

“If the companies select a reactor that has been already
certified, itiseasier. We have certified anumber of advanced
reactors, and we are ready to shortly certify at least one more.
The companies want to submit an application for a reactor
that could be built anywherein the country, and then oncewe
certify that design, the owner can choose the reactor he wants
from a shopping list. It is very different when you have a
standardized design.” He added that the licensing processfor
new nuclear plants has been streamlined, so licensees will
obtain a construction and operating permit in one step.

On June 10, the Senate passed | egislation to provide loan
guarantees for up to 50% of the cost of 8,400 megawatts
(MW) of new nuclear power capacity. There have been com-
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plaints from the anti-nuclear lobby and the press about “ cor-
porate welfare” for an already mature (really, moribund) in-
dustry. Dr. Diaz responded that what Energy Committee
Chairman Sen. Pete Domenici (R-N.M.) is trying to do “is
what is being done for other technologies, trying to level
the playing field, trying to avoid a technology—in this case,
because it has the name ‘ nuclear'—from being penalized.”

He explained that “one of the largest penaltiesfor atech-
nology that is very capital-intensive, is the financing. It be-
comes very expensive; there are premiums that are paid for
the money that is borrowed, and other types of economic
penalties. Of course, the Congress does provide incentives
for all energy technologies, whether it's wind or acohol or
ethanol. In this case, [critics] are saying, nuclear is already
developed. But it is not already developed, in regard to these
new types of reactors. |n many ways, thisisanew technology
with new [economic] risk, and the Senate believes, therefore,
they should be supported, to get started.”

Nuclear Energy and National Security

Dr. Diaz has stated that developing nuclear energy is a
matter of national security. “| saidit several times,” hereiter-
ated during our discussion. “1 believe that nuclear energy has
astrategic valuethat isnot appreciated very much. It provides
avery stable baseload [power] capability at a very constant
production price. | don’'t think they are independent of each
other; if we don’'t have energy security, we don't have na
tional security.”

But after Sept. 11, 2001, new fears were manufactured.
Two months later, Dr. Diaz spoke to agroup of students and
professors at the University of Florida. “I’'m here to try to
reassure the people of the United States that we are doing
well. There has been no credible threat against any nuclear
facility inthiscountry; andif therewas, wewoul d be equi pped
to deal with it. The bottom line is that the public health and
safety will be protected even if there is an attack. There are
multiple layers of defense.”

Dr. Diaz told EIRthat whilethe question of nuclear power
plant security hasbeen addressed by the NRC every day since
9/11, “it is a 25-year process, since we started doing this
systematically, in 1978. The NRC alwaysconsidered the pos-
sibility of sabotage or terrorist attacks at nuclear plants.” He
emphasized that “beyond the design basis threat, there are
other risks that are beyond what any civilian infrastructure,
including nuclear, should haveto defend against. That would
be the responsibility of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity.”

The health and safety of the American people will be
protected, Dr. Diaz said, “because of the way the plant struc-
tures are, and the assistance that we haveto protect in case of
accidents, and because of the last layer of defense—emer-
gency preparedness. That doesn’t mean that a reactor could
not be attacked by an airplane. It could. It doesn’t mean that
anairplane can break the containment [ structure]. The bottom
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line is, will the American people be exposed to very high
levels of radiation so their health and safety will be compro-
mised? | am saying it is very unlikely. We have al of the
systemsin there to make that avery small probability.”

AtthesameUniversity of Floridapresentationin Novem-
ber 2001, Dr. Diaz a so addressed the second scare story mak-
ing therounds. He said that he did not believe that Osamabin
Laden or al-Qaeda had accessto nuclear weapons. “| believe
they have no capabilities whatsoever. Some of those things
are purposely planted to create fear,” he said. Asked about
that statement, he replied, “It goes back to 40 years of being
in the [nuclear] business and in international relations. From
theinformationthat | had, most of which | cannot discuss, the
fact is that to really develop a nuclear weapons capability,
you haveto have an infrastructure that is so precise, detailed,
disciplined, organized, time-consuming, and dedicated, that
| couldn’t see, in any way, that any of these people could
have those capabilities. And | think time has shown that that
was correct.

“The press, over and over again, comes up with the fact
that somebody can create an RDD—aradiological dispersal
device,” or so-called dirty bomb, he stated. “Probably so.
With the amount of information that we' ve provided, we' ve
made it almost interesting for somebody to do so. Still, that
is really not a major public health and safety question. A
radiological dispersal device, unless you are by its side, is
not going to kill anyone. But if we are not prepared to handle
the information from such an accident, then people could
get hurt because of the fear that is going to be created. That
is why it is so important that we are prepared, and that is
what ‘ TOPOFF' and these exercises are doing, getting our
first responders and communications to tell people, ‘Don’t
run,” because you might get hurt running, and in a panic
and fear.

“The other thing we need to realize is that radiation is a
lot easier to detect and handle than what most people think.
It is much easier than most other substances that could be
dispersed. One of thekey things about radiationisthat we can
detect it, we can clean it up, and we can take it out and do
things with it. We have the capabilitiesto do so. It isnot like
what isin the minds of many people, that it isnot visible and
is something that comes at you. On the contrary, radiation is
easy to detect, it iseasy to protect our people fromit, and we
should use its characteristics to help us to defend from it,
rather than to scare people fromit.”

An Under standing of Radiation Policy

Still, not only in the general public, but within the scien-
tific community, there is uncertainty about the dangers of
radiation. Theapproach takeninradiation protection hasbeen
based on a method of linear extrapolation: the idea that if a
lot of radiation will kill you, then alittle bit of radiation will
hurt you. There has been alot of research into the benficial
effects of low-level radiation and hormesis. But “popular
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opinion” believes that the tiniest amount of radiation is very
harmful.

Diaz called this“ avery difficult issue, because sometimes
it goes beyond science and technology and becomes emo-
tional. Fundamentally, theissue of avery small dose of radia-
tion causing harm is easily discounted [by some groups] as
not being a fact, or other groups as easily prove that it is a
fact. Thereality isthat itisvery difficult to prove either way.
What needs to be realized is that for very small doses of
radiation, you cannot distinguish the [effects] from other
thingsyoudoindaily life.”

He related his personal experience in trying to mediate
this dispute. “ Several years ago, there was a meseting on this
issue. Everybody from the most anti-nuclear to the most pro-
nuclear organizations were there. | was there in between as
a regulator, trying to bring some rationality to the debate.
Eventually, on the third day, when we were about ready to
disband, | proposed that that instead of leaving without any
agreement whatsoever, ‘let’s see if we can agree to this: At
100 millirems (mr) per year or less of radiation, you cannot
distinguish those effects of radiation from anything that any-
body does in everday life.” | used the fact that if you take a
hot shower, acertain number of cellsdie. If you run, acertain
number of cells die, or if you go to sleep. If you receive
100 mr of radiation in one year, whatever happens cannot
be distingiushed from your life. There might be some cells
affected, but the body can assimilate those changesvery well.
And that [formulation] was approved, including by Green-
peace, and Friends of the Earth. Therewere peoplesaying, ‘ It
should say 10,000 mr, because that was the threshold’; and
therewere somepeoplesaying, ‘Well, 100isalittletoo much,
how about 107 without any reason whatsoever.”

“Why 1007

“l chose 100 because it was with 100 mr that you can
create policy, and policy is what we need. At 100 mr you
cannot really distinguish it from anything. At 100 mr, Y ucca
Mountain [nuclear waste depository] could be licensed . . .
so | was trying to go to the issue of policy. We cannot
resolve the controversy at this time, scientificaly. There is
aways something that comes up. Where we should agree,
isinthe policy matter, that at 100 or 200 or 500 mr you can’t
distinguish the effects on the human body from anything you
do in your everyday life. If we can accept that, we can
go forward.”

Dr. Diaz reported that Sen. Domenici hasaten-year study
going on at the Department of Energy “to try to put thisissue
in some context. We are only about five years from finishing
that study.”

Promisefor the Future

Oneof theconcernsinthe*renaissance” of nuclear power
isthe availability of trained manpower. Since the demise of
the construction of new plants, most of the nation’s nuclear
engineering departments at colleges and universities have
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closed. In its 2003 budget, the Department of Energy recog-
nized this problem, by establishing a$5.5 million program to
train nuclear engineers at four universities.

Dr. Diaz concurred, stating, “| dobelievethat wearegoing
to have a problem if we start growing too quickly, because
there are two thingsthat have happened. The university pipe-
line has dried up and the [nuclear] Navy pipeline has dried
up, because the Navy is not growing anymore, nor do they
have as many ships. We used to rely on the Navy pipeline.
Eventually this could become a problem. If thereisarenais-
sance, the attractiveness will be there.”

What inspired Dr. Diaz to become anuclear engineer?

“l wasactually amechanical engineer, and asavery young
engineer, | was asked to participate in the mechanical design
of anuclear power plant, and | justfell inlovewiththetechnol-
ogy. | saw it as an intense source of energy that we could
control, that would not disperseitswaste al over the place; |
used to see coal plants throwing everything out. | saw it as
a more advanced technology that would keep evolving and
would keep getting better and better with time. | think that’s
where the real challenge is. | think all of the nuclear engi-
neers—the old and the new—should look at what we have
today and say, ‘ Itisalmost likewestopped intime.” Technol-
ogy ishereandisavailable, and we should be able to advance
itinthe existing plantsand in the new plants, to the point that
we can make better and better use of it. That isthe challenge,
not only on the reactor side, but in instrumentation and con-
trol, and in energy conversion.

“| till say that we' renot using nuclear energy theway we
should. Eventually we should be ableto convert it directly, at
avery hightemperature. What | alwaysworked withwasvery
high temperaturereactors, becauseyou haveto havethat high
temperature. There is a promise in that, that we explored in
space, because we couldn’t work with low-temperature reac-
tors. Eventually [that very high temperature reactor technol-
ogy] will come down to terrestrial applications.”

Inadditiontohis11yearsworking onspacenuclear power
systemsfor ballistic missiledefense, Dr. Diaz holdsthe patent
for adesign of ahigh-temperature nuclear reactor using mag-
netohydrodyanmic direct conversion [of heat to electricity].
Did any of those programs go far enough to develop new
advanced technol ogiesfor spaceexpl oration?*“ Therewasone
program that was black [classified] that got pushed pretty
hard,” hereported. “ That program was a particle bed [design]
using very tiny [fuel] particles, that was extremely hot. But
what happened was that the technology was not there to sup-
portit. A tremendous amount of money was spent onit.”

“We, as engineers, need to be advanced but redlistic, he
reflected. “1n these areas, there is enough known that we can
make significant advances in the next generation of reactors,
and still be redlistic. | do believe that 25 years from now—
which soundslikealot butit’ sreally not much—wearegoing
to havethe materialsand the high temperature reactorsto use
nuclear energy in away that we never imagined.”
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SCIENCE FOR TEACHERS

Visualizing the
Complex Domain

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

May 30, 2003

| shall show here, that the unstated, but implied aspect of the
chargewhich Carl Gaussdeliveredin 1799, against D’ Alem-
bert, Euler, and Lagrange, liesintheimplication, that thel atter
werevirtually Satanists; that, inthe sense of the philosophical
tradition of both the medieval William of Ockham and those
founders of modern empiricism, Venice' sPaolo Sarpi and his
personal lackey, Thomas Hobbes' teacher Galileo Gdlilei. |
shall show here, without exaggeration of any kind, that that
chargeof Satanismisnot merely rel evant, but must beempha-
sized, to bring into focustheimplicit, most essential features,
and political importance, of Gauss's argument respecting
mathematics itself. | shall also focus some exemplary atten-
tion on the leading role of empiricism in producing those
widely accepted, incompetent doctrines of economy, such as
contemporary monetarism, which have played aleading role
in bringing about the 1971-2003 collapse of the economies of
the Americas, Europe, Japan, and el sewhere.

Asl have showninlocationspublished earlier, thecrucial
quality of functional significance of philosophical reduction-
ism, such as empiricism, for physical science, is that it at-
temptsto uproot knowledge of the existence of what the cele-
brated geobiochemist V.I. Vernadsky identified as those
noétic powers of the human mind which distinguish human
beings from beasts.! Within therealm of political scienceand
law, that denial of the distinction between man and beast, is

1.LyndonH. LaRouche, Jr., The Economics of the Nodsphere (Washington,
D.C.: Executive Intelligence Review, 2001).
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the philosophical basis for Satanism.? Typical are the Sy-
narchist and kindred followersof G.W.F. Hegel and Friedrich
Nietzsche.® In anarrower aspect of that specific issue, asim-
plied by Gauss' s devastating exposure of afraud in the work
of Euler and Lagrange, the specific philosophical expression
of Satanism called empiricism, isthe axiomatic basisfor not
only that radical positivists' aberration whichisknown asthe
so-called “ new math,” but what has been usually recognized,
even earlier, astoday’ s generally accepted classroom mathe-
matics, and the economic fads of the positivists.*
Withintheboundsof anarrowly defined physical science,

2. As| shall show in the course of unfolding thisreport, this use of the term
“Satanism,” is not amatter of any one variety of religious belief. Itisalso a
category of political, and, as | show here, also physical science. Otherwise,
apart from the matters| addressin thisreport, itsexpressionin variousforms
isamong the topics of the political practice of law, or, asin the case of cults
associated with Britain’ s Aleister Crowley or Synarchist occultism, may pop
up as asubject of public safety or even national security concerns.

3. Cf. Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., et d., The Children of Satan (Washington,
D.C.: LaRouchein 2004, 2003).

4. TheBertrand Russell whowasusually in error on mattersof actual science,
wasnonethel ess correct in stating that positivism, such asthat of Ernst Mach,
was merely another name for radical empiricism. The same should be said
of reductionism generally. The function which empiricist thinking generated
astheevil of theutopian socia doctrinesof Bertrand Russell, Norbert Wiener,
John von Neumann, and MIT’s Marvin Minsky, expresses the connection
between empiricist thinking in mathematical physics and Satanic qualities
of wickednesswhich that mathematical mind-set generatesin the domains of
art and social practice. The presently continuinginfluenceof thesystemically
pathological economic dogmas of Wiener and von Neumann, is typical of
the worst effects on world and national economies today.
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LaRouche chose Carl F. Gauss's 1799 proof of the Fundamental Theorem of Algebra as the educational cornerstone for the LaRouche
Youth Movement, because of Gauss's* devastating exposure of fraud” in empiricism, particularly the work of Euler and Lagrange. A fruit
of Gauss's method was his unique ability, in 1801, to prove the orbit of a newly-observed object in the sky—thefirst identified asteroid
(Ceres)—confirming Kepler’ s hypothesis of an “ exploded planet” in that orbit.

the corrupting influence of empiricism, isitsrole asthe doc-
trine of today’ spolitically powerful echo of the* ancient Bab-
ylonian high priesthood.” That priesthood’ stradition’s mod-
ern role in science is such, that even many presumably
sophisticated students and experts in physical science, are
often victims of their own fearful sense, that no argument
by them on mathematical-physics subjects, will be tolerated
among their so-called community of professionals, unlessthe
submitted argument confines itself within the axiomatically
aprioristic, soulless bounds of the currently prevalent, reduc-
tionist (e.g., empiricist) notions of classroom mathematics.
Thesameperversionisat theroot of today’ swidespread “two
cultures’” syndrome of academic life: the categorical separa-
tion of the usually taught practice of the so-called mathemati-
cal sciences from the so-called liberal arts.® That common-
place folly of both academic mathematics and so-called
liberal arts today, is the widely accepted, and intellectually
crippling premise of the victim’ s propitiatory effort to secure
either academic, or popular acceptance for the social expres-
sion of his, or her views.®

5. Theallusionisto C.P. Snow’ sTwo Cultures and the Scientific Revolution
(London and New Y ork: Cambridge University Press, 1993 reprint).

6. For example, many brilliant, original discoverers among experimentalists
spend years of their life seeking to secure “ peer review” acceptance of their
experimental successes, by distorting their discoveries in ways which are
intended to make such opinions acceptable to the sterile Babylonian priest-
hood of the contemporary, reductionist, “ peer review” mafia. The case of the
hounding to which the friend of Albert Einstein, the brilliant Kurt Godel,
was subjected, at the Princeton Ingtitute, by the hyena-pack of Bertrand
Russell’ sideologues, is representative of the general pattern.
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In mathematical physics, for example, submission to that
kind of popularized classroom and textbook convention, is
the common source of thefailuresof attempted academic* de-
mystifications” of the complex domain, as the latter domain
was properly defined by Gauss, Riemann, et al. | have made
reference to the specifically pro-Satanic roots of empiricism
here, toforcethereader’ sattention to the usually unsuspected
moral effect of the efficiently corrupting, false principle un-
derlying the empiricist mystification till prevalent in the uni-
versity classroom, as elsewhere, today. This mind-numbing
influence spills over from mathematics, into such forms as
the evil done by the 1965-2003, growing influence of the
“free trade” fads of such centers of gnostic sophistry as the
American Enterprise Institute. It is commonly expressed as
today’ s customary misapplication of statistical financial ac-
counting to economics generaly. The pernicious effect of
carrying those statistical fads to their limit, is notably wide-
spread, as expressed by the Enron and other examples of
the proliferating effects of empiricism on social and political
practice today.

As | shall show here, the influence of such reductionist
currents of popular opinion is such, that the attempt to teach
Carl Gauss's 1799 treatment of the fundamental principle of
algebra, would often fail, simply because the teacher were
lured into attempting to prove the existence of the ontologi-
cally complex domain within the bounds of the presumptions
which bow to the currently most widespread classroom and
related opinion. Classroom opinion on many topicsiswidely
polluted, still today, by the prejudice, that all must be proven
according to the popular presumption that truth lies ulti-
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mately, axiomatically, in the domain of the so-called “real”
counting numbers of simple sense-perception, as distinct
from the higher standpoint which Euler and Lagrange mali-
cioudly libelled asthe domain of “imaginary” numbers.

The point emphasized here, isthat it would bean intellec-
tually fatal tactical mistake, to attempt to show adevout reduc-
tionist an argument for the Gaussian complex domain “in
terms he is willing to accept”: terms which are bounded by
the essentially linear, axiomatic assumptions of arithmetic
reductionistssuch as Euler and Lagrange. Therefore, for such
an errant discussion partner as one of the latter ideologues,
only that kind of Classically Socratic argument for the rele-
vant hypothesis, which would blow his beliefs apart, could
actually show himtheincurablefolly of Euler’s, and hisown
argument, as | do in this report. The use of this method of
hypothesi smeans attacking thefal seness of thereductionist’s
fixed ontological assumptions, not in his choice of method,
deductively,” but epistemol ogically.

Onthisaccount, epistemology, it wastherelevant specific
virtue of that 1799 Gauss piece, which had prompted me to
situateit asthe cornerstone of theinitial educational program
of the youth movement. The immediate issue of the dispute
over that piece, from the close of the Eighteenth Century to
the present day, has been, as Gauss's enemies themselves
emphasized at that time, Gauss' sinsistence on viewing prob-
lems of modern mathematical physicsfrom the standpoint of
aClassical pre-Euclidean, geometric treatment of those same
errors which Gauss exposed as the products of the “ivory
tower” mysticism of Euler and Lagrange.®

For an example of the same mysticism | am attacking
here, | point to the errant argument which was made by Felix
Klein, and others: Klein' sfalse claim, that crucial features of
Kepler's, Leibniz's, or Gauss's discoveries could be repli-
cated by the errant methods of such followers of the Enlight-
enment philosophersLagrange, Kant, and L aplaceasCauchy,
Hermite, Lindemann, et al. The fraud implicit in the latters
attempts, istheir viciousexclusion of the physical geometries

7.Onanother of thoserare occasionswhen Bertrand Russel | did not misspeak,
he emphasized that reductionist inductive method is only borrowing against
the presumed fruits of future deduction. So much for the delusion of “the
inductive sciences.”

8. The complementary terms, “pre-Euclidean” and “ anti-Euclidean” geome-
try, represent a conception introduced to modern European science by a
leading Eighteenth-Century mathematician, Gauss's teacher Abraham
Kastner. “ Anti-Euclidean” geometry in the sense of the geometries of Gauss,
Riemann, et a., is defined at the opening of Riemann’'s 1854 habilitation
dissertation. “Anti-Euclidean” geometries are specifically contrary to so-
called “non-Euclidean geometries,” such asthose of L obatchevski and Jonas
Bolyai, whichlatter arereformswithinthe boundsof the principlesof Euclid-
ean a priori geometries. Cf. Foreword, by Joseph Ehrenfried Hofmann, to
Abraham Gotthelf Kastner, Geschichte der Mathematik (Hildesheim-New
York: Georg Olms Verlag, reprint edition, 1970), pp. Xiii-xvi. Hofmann's
praisefor Euler, D’ Alembert, Lagrange, and Laplace, typifiesthe fraudulent
opinion against both Gauss's teacher Kéastner and Gauss, which persists to
the present time.
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of Leibniz, Gauss, and Riemann; so, the celebrated Maxwell
confessed his politically motivated complicity in this matter
of suppressing what he knew had been the crucial contribu-
tions of Ampere, Weber, Gauss, and Riemann to electrody-
namics. This ethereal fraud by Maxwell et al., is typical of
widely accepted hoaxes still presented, on record, in today’s
classrooms, reference works, and textbooks.’

That fraudulent mathematics of the reductionists is
avoided, only when the underlying epistemol ogical issues of
counting numbers, such as those issues posed by Gauss's
Disquisitiones, are situated within the realm of an essentially
constructive, “synthetic,” anti-Euclidean geometry. So,
Gauss swork, employing his teacher Kastner’'s anti-Euclid-
ean geometry in this case, isthe most crucial, make-or-break
issue of modern mathematics to be posed for the student’s
competent introduction to modern mathematical physics. The
exclusion of critical consideration of the axiomatically geo-
metric roots of the orderings of numbers, was the premise of
the relevant essential fraud perpetrated by Euler et a., and
the common mistake of the credulous imitators of Euler's
error today.

Such was the sad state of affairsin that education which
had been made available to me, prior to my own suspicions
concerning some of what wastaught to mein classroomsand
related kinds of sources on these topics. My own contrary
views, as| developed them within that relatively hostileintel -
lectual environment, proceeded along the lines | present in
these pages. Therefore, | insist today, that competent teaching
requires that the teacher not rely on the putative authority of
textbook material, but, rather, aid the student in reliving the
successes of the original (source) discoverer’s experiencein
making, or reliving the relevant physical discoveries being
presented. | explain this point from my youthful experience
asfollows.

On account of what was, for me, initially amuch simpler,

9. Accordingtotheinfluential Klein, for example, the definition of themathe-
matically transcendental in general, and of pi, in particular, was originally
accomplished by Hermite and Lindemann, working from what was, in fact,
afraudulent definition of that task, successively, by Euler and Lambert. In
fact, themodern concept of that transcendental wasfirst presented, inacritical
treatment of thediscoveriesof Archimedes, by Nicholasof Cusa. Themodern
mathematical-physics definition of the transcendental, was introduced as
an integral feature of Leibniz's proof for a principle of the origin of the
infinitesimal, a proof integral to his catenary-cued definition of both natural
logarithmsand the principlesof universal physical least action. L eibniz-hater
Euler, by denying the existence of the infinitesimal, as, for example, in his
1761 Letters to a German Princess, created afraudul ent, radically reduction-
ist substitute for Leibniz' sinfinitesimal, in Euler’s own and Lambert’s mis-
stated definition of the “transcendental.” Hence, Klein's pro-reductionist
praise for the work of the reductionist followers of Lambert, Hermite, and
Lindemann. Theindicated errorsinclude those who present so-called mathe-
matical models of Riemann Surfaces without any indicated notion of the
physical meaning of such a surface. On the discoveries of Ampere, Weber,
Gauss, and Riemann, in opposition to the reductionists Grassmann et a ., see
Laurence Hecht, “The Significance of the 1845 Gauss-Weber Correspon-
dence,” 21st Century Science & Technology, Fall 1996.
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adolescent’s mere approximation of that same core issue
which is posed by Gauss's 1799 paper, | have always stub-
bornly insisted, since my first moment of encounter with the
“ivory tower” superstitions taught as the definitions, axioms,
and postul ates of secondary-school geometry, that the matter
of the optimal design of afunctioning, real world, structural
beam, aready suffices to point out that the nature of mathe-
matics must be demonstrated from an experimental, physical
standpoint, not a priori definitions, axioms, and postul ates.

| point, now as then, to that experimental standpoint
which, in fact, coincides with the relevant epistemological
proofs of the experimental methods of hypothesis presented
inPlato’ s Socrati c dial ogues, and echoedinthe ApostlePaul’ s
I Corinthians 13. Then, in my adolescence, and, later, until
early 1952, even before | came to actually master some part
of the crucial, axiomatic aspects of the work of Gauss, Rie-
mann, et a., | wasaready prudent enough to limit the claims
which | presented in my arguments, to the same Classical
epistemological premises which | have continued to employ
since, asheretoday. Thespontaneous, childishridiculeunsuc-
cessfully heaped upon me by foolish teachers and classmates
then, more than sixty-five years ago, in the secondary class-
room’ sresponseto my rather obvious statement of fact to that
effect, had only succeeded in convincing me, rightly, of the
backwardness of both the popular and classroom culture of
that time.

Since the post-war 1940s, | have devel oped and adopted
a progressively refined form of that same epistemological
proof in al of my principled arguments respecting art and
physical science. | restate it here in the same frame of refer-
ence | came to know it during 1948-1953, including, espe-
cially, through the addition of my 1952-1953 comparison,
and contrast of the standpoints of the 1880s work of Georg
Cantor and, the methods| prefer to Weierstrass and Cantor at
the latter’ s pre-1890s best, those of Bernard Riemann.

My leading motivefor restating that casehere, isto expose
the nature of the mental block which | have observed as a
frequent cause of the student’ sfailureto grasp the deepimpli-
cations of Gauss' s1799 paper. It isthe need to strengthen our
youth movement’ s higher-education program on this pivotal
topic, on which my attention is focussed here. However, the
same argument is also needed by the wider audience which |
include here.

On that account, as | shall show, although the topicsim-
plicit in Gauss's 1799 paper have been much more than
merely ably presented by anumber of my collaborators—Dr.
Jonathan Tennenbaum, Bruce Director, and someof theyouth
themselves—I think an additional degree of improvement
in our program is needed. The epistemological issue of the
functional difference between man and beast, should be pre-
sented more emphatically, as part of the argument, and with
that degree of qualitatively greater emphasiswhich | employ
here. In such topical areas within epistemology, | have be-
come the relevant specialist. The deeper, epistemological is-
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sue, has been the intended, but sometimes merely implied
feature of all of my published work, including my original
scientificdiscoveriesonthe principlesof economy, thecrucial
proof of the economic fraud of so-called “information the-
ory,” and related matters. Here, in this present report, | have
thought it necessary to focusthat same much-honed epistemo-
logical insight more sharply on the psychological aspect of
the related physical-science issues of mathematics as such.

The interdependent set of issues so brought into focus, is
asfollows.

1. What, Physically, Is the
Complex Domain?

Thesubsuming, pivotal questionimplied by Gauss' s1799
paper, is: What is the nature of human knowledge? In other
words: What is the experimental evidence which demon-
strates, that the existence of the human speciesaswe know it,
depends upon some universal principle of human individual
and social behavior, a principle which islacking in all other
living species?

Proceed to that end by successive approximations.

Begin by taking as an example, acomparison of the con-
struction of a solution for the task of doubling the cube, as
solved by the ancient Archytas, with the modern approach
represented by Gauss's 1799 exposure of the folly of Euler
and Lagrange on this point. When Gauss's solution for the
ontological problem of Cardan’ s algebraic approach to cubic
roots (as already solved geometrically by Archytas) is used
to demonstrate the principle already at work in the axiomatic
issues of doubling the line and square—the existence of the
complex domain, as a domain of efficient power (in Plato’s
sense of the notion of power)—we must recognize that the
physical reality of Gauss sargument was already clearly, and
conclusively shown by the pre-Euclidean Classical Greeks
working inthetradition of Pythagoras.”® Thetask assumed by
Gauss in 1799, was to unveil that same ancient principle of
pre-Euclidean (e.g., anti-Euclidean) geometry within the
frame of reference of modern, post-Fourteenth-Century
mathematical physics.

In other words, as | shall clarify this significantly below,
modern mathematical physics must recognize those historic
circumstances specific to the history of modern economy,

10. Plato, arguing from the standpoint of pre-Euclidean notions of physical
geometry, defined the concept of “power,” asreflecting those discoveries by
meansof whichthe human mindisabletoincreasethe power of man’ swillful
action upon the universe (e.g., Theaetetus). This notion of “power” was
opposed by Plato’ s famous opponent, that sophistical reductionist Aristotle,
whointroduced that reductionist’ snotion of “ energy” employedinreduction-
ist thermodynamics since Clausius, Grassmann, Kelvin, et a. Cf. Dr. Jona-
than Tennenbaum, “Power vs. Energy: The Difference Between Dynamis
and Energeia,” EIR, Nov. 22, 2002.
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Plato

(Greece,

ca. 428-348 B.C.)
The founder of
modern scientific
method.

Abraham
Kastner
(Germany,

1719-1800)

Abraham Kastner
taught concepts of
anti-Euclidean
geometries to his
great student Gauss,
and defended and
revived the work of
both Gottfried Leibniz
and Johann
Sebastian Bach.

Louis

Pasteur
(France,
1822-1895)

His work led to the
discovery of the
principle of life, and
the later work of V.I.
Vernadsky.
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Johannes
Kepler
(Germany,
1571-1630)

The founder of both
astrophysics and
modern mathematical
physics.

which prompted the successive steps of devel opment, chiefly
by the efforts of Gauss, Dirichlet, Abel, and Riemann, of
solutionsfor the higher principlesof ageneral notion of physi-
cal space-time curvature.

Modern developments, since that Fifteenth-Century Eu-
ropean Renaissance which founded modern European civili-
zation, have presented uswith anew form of practical, social
expression of the sameissues of physical geometry treated by
Archytas, Plato, et a. The succession of developments from
such Renai ssance founders of modern science as Nicholas of
Cusa, Luca Pacioli, and Leonardo da Vinci, and their out-
standing, avowed follower, Johannes Kepler, created those
Seventeenth-Century foundations of the valid mathematical
physics developed by Gottfried L eibniz and his associates.

Unfortunately, the subsequent gaining of relativepolitical
hegemony by the contrary, decadent, pro-empiricist political
currents of Eighteenth-Century Europe’ s so-called “Enlight-

Vladimir |I.

Vernadsky
(Ukraine and Russia,
1863-1945)

A world leader inthe
devel opment of
nuclear science and
the founder of the
science of
biogeochemistry.
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Gottfried
Leibniz
(Germany,
1646-1716)

The original
discoverer of the
calculus, and the
forerunner of Kastner,
Monge, Carnot,
Gauss, Dirichlet, and
Riemann.

enment,” provided that century’s empiricist followers of
Sarpi, Galileo, and Descartes the opportunity to nearly suc-
ceed in destroying science.!! The aready referenced, two
skilled “ivory tower” formalists of that time from among
mathematicians, the fanatical hoaxsters Leonhard Euler and
Lagrange, led that fraudul ent attack upon L eibniz which, for-
tunately, Gauss refuted, essentialy, in his own 1799 paper.
Napoleon Bonaparte’ saccessionto afascist formof impe-
rial power, and his sponsorship of presentation of the empiri-
cist dogmasof L agrange, produced the opportunity and prece-
dent for a new, Eighteenth-Century attempt to destroy
Classical forms of modern French science, an assault contin-
ued with greater force in the post-1814 role of the British-
founded, French Restoration monarchy’s favorites, Laplace
and Cauchy, to eradicate the original, Leibnizian program of

11. The method of Descartesisto be treated as a variant of empiricism.

Charles

Babbage
(England,
1792-1871)

The Leibniz follower
who discovered the
modern mathematical
design for the digital
computer, and who,
with his collaborators,
brought about the
dumping of the useless
Newton version of the
calculus.
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Bernhard
Riemann
(Germany,
1826-1866)

He made the
revolution in physical
geometry upon which
subsequent net
progress in modern
physical science has
depended.

the Carnot-Monge geometric tradition of the Ecol e Polytech-
nique. That same hoax was continued in such forms as the
savage attacks on the foundations of modern European sci-
ence by the combination of the British empiricists and neo-
Cartesian followers of Lagrange’s assault on the Leibnizian
roots of France's Ecole Polytechnique. Asaresult, since that
time, especialy since the hoaxes of Clausius, Grassmann,
Kelvin, Helmholtz, et al., that form of the conflict between
good, Classical science, and empiricist hoaxes in the name
of science (reductionism), has persisted to the present day.
Usually, reductionism has prevailed politically, so far.

That much said on those pivota historical features of
those problems of modern science, | return to the trail of my
principal, ontological argument here.

Two elementary modern discoveries of physical science
illustratethe method al ready employed by such ancientsasthe
Pythagoreansand Platoto solvesuch elementary paradoxesas

Lyndon H.
LaRouche, Jr.
(United States,
1922-)

A follower of Leibniz,
who has emerged as
the leading physical
economist of the
world today.
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thedoubling of theline, square, and cube, and the uniqueness,
by construction, of the five Platonic solids.*? The most ele-
mentary, and crucial modern applications of the same Classi-
cal method, are Kepler’ s uniquely original discovery of uni-
versal gravitation, and the elaboration of Fermat’s principle
of universal quickest action, as continued through Leibniz's
origina development of theinfinitesimal calculus, and asthe
catenary-keyed universal physical principle of least action.

These works of Kepler, Leibniz, and their like, were the
discoveries fraudulently attacked by those pro-Satanic mod-
ern sophists known variously as the empiricists, Cartesians,
Physiocrats, phenomenol ogists, and existentialists.”* Therole
of the cult of “freetrade,” istypical of theway inwhich such
forms of what | shall expose here as pro-Satanic forms of
belief, induce a people, such as many in our U.S.A., to tend
todestroy itself, as by aflight from being the world’ sleading
productive power, to the floundering, post-1964 decadence
of our predatory, pro-imperialist, consumerist culture, anin-
creasing moral, cultural, and economic decadence, which
took control over during the 1964-2003 interval to date. L ook
at thetwo cases, gravitation and least action, successively, as
cases which illustrate a crucial, most elementary ontological
principle of al competent scientific method. Failure to grasp
the elementary principle expressed by those cases, would
cripple all subsequent attempts to define a scientific way of
modern thinking in general.

Asour association’ seducational program hasemphasi zed
initswork to date, Kepler’ sobservationistypical of al valid
scientific method, in pointing out the scientifically fatal errors
of judgment common to the pro-Aristotelean astronomy of
Claudius Ptolemy, Copernicus, and Tycho Brahe. Contrary
to the mathematical presumptions of those pro-Aristotelean
astronomers, the planetary orbitswerenot only elliptical, with
the Sun situated as one of the focii; but the motion aong
the orbital trajectory was constantly non-uniform. As Kepler
emphasized, explicitly, this evidence demonstrated, among
other things, that that product of reductionism known as Ari-
stotel eanism, wasfraudulent.* Aristotle’ s“ apriorism,” which

12. Again, Plato’ snotion of “power,” as opposed to the “ivory tower” meta-
physics of so-called “energy.”

13. Since this report was drafted, my associate Michael Liebig has stoutly
and correctly emphasized his thesis, that the continuing root problem of
European civilization, still today, is what Socrates and Plato attacked as
the essential form of pure evil in their time, the sophists—and, | add, such
predecessors of the sophistsasthe reductionist Eleatics, such as Parmenides,
and the Del phi Apollo cult. Themodern reductionists, such astheempiricists,
are essentially a continuation of that popularized cult of sophistry which
destroyed the civilization of ancient Greece, and a'so Rome, from within.
This sophist tradition is the same acid by which contemporary European
civilization, including that of U.S. popular opinion, has nearly destroyed the
U.S.A. and Europe from within, over the recent four decades. Sophism were
better understood as a typical synonym for the generality of the methods
of reductionism.

14. Aristotle was deployed from Demosthenes' school of rhetoric, to bore
from within Plato’s Academy. His Nicomachean Ethics is typical of the
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degraded knowledge to the mere describing of sense-percep-
tion, was proven false by a more competent study of certain
kindsof irregularitiesinthe observed phenomenathemsel ves.
Kepler's discovery of gravitation was the point of origin of
such crucia later developments as Leibniz’ s uniquely origi-
nal discovery of the infinitesimal calculus, and, as | shall
emphasizehere, of the crucially pivotal concept of aRiemann
Surface Function.

The sophist (reductionist) method denies the existence of
knowabl e truth, as the ancient Aristotelean hoaxsters denied
such knowledge, for astronomy or otherwise, and the famous
modern hoaxster, the empiricist neo-aristotelean Immanuel
Kant did.”® Thereductionistinsiststhat we actually know only
that which is presented to us by our senses.’® Contrary to
the sophists, the measured characteristics of the compared
planetary orbits of Earth and Mars, sufficed to exemplify the
proof that we do not know physical reality from our senses;
we know reality through the specifically human power of
hypothesizing, by experimental determination of the validity
of those hypotheses which solve the contradictory paradoxes
which often arise when we attempt to explain the behavior
of the observed world by reliance on merely describing the
experience of sense-perception.’

Shadow and substance! Gravitation is an experimentally
proven hypothesis, which defines our knowledge of that uni-
versal physical principle as one which can not be detected
directly by the senses, but which nonetheless efficiently af-
fects the movement of those mere shadows which are the
sensed aspectsof our world. Thispointsthemind of theintelli-
gent observer to the fact, that our sense-apparatus is merely
part of our organism. What our senses report to us, is, at
best, the effect of action by the world outside on those sense-
organs, not the image of that efficient action itself.®® The

sophist method. Claudius Ptolemy’s scheme, which was based upon the
fraudulent method of Aristotle, was an effort to destroy the most competent
astronomy of that time, the legacy of Aristarchus and Eratosthenes. Kepler
dealsexplicitly with themethodol ogical fallacy of Aristotlein hisown report
of thediscovery of gravitation. Aristotle smethod isthe reductionist method
otherwise associated with the name of sophistry.

15. (Kant, previously a rabid empiricist from the school of David Hume,
produced his series of Critiques premised upon a syncretic expression of
empiricism incorporating the teachings of Aristotle.) Meanwhile, whilethis
was being edited for release, my associate Bruce Director elaborated the
sameessential point, incontrastingittotherevol utionary discovery presented
by Bernhard Riemann in thelatter’ s 1954 habilitation dissertation. Cf. Bruce
Director, Riemann for Anti-Dummies, No. 47, “Defeating 1. Kant”; at
www.theacademy2004.com.

16.“That’ sonly atheory!” isthetypical protest of the sterileintellect steeped
in the dogmas of simple sense-certainty. The curious fact of the matter, is
that the advocate of such views miraculoudly fails to grow the tail which
would manifest at least the species-sincerity of hisdoctrine.

17. Actuadlly, as | have occasionally illustrated this point, this discovery by
Kepler requires the implied notion of a Riemann Surface Function as the
means for representing the mental image of Kepler’'s concept visually.

18. Again, theimage conveyed by thenotion of aRiemann Surface Function.
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senses show us, at best, shadows cast by a universe which
existsbeyondthedirect observation of thesenses. Thedomain
of sense-perception presents us the mere shadows of thereal
principles which operate in a universe outside the domain of
direct sense-perception. The same point was made in Plato’s
treatment of the doubling of the square (Theaetetus)®® and
the construction of the Platonic solids.?

Shadow and substance! Fermat discovered that the propa-
gation of light followsapathway of quickest time, rather than
shortest distance. The continued refinement of that discovery,
successively, by Huyghens, Leibniz, and John Bernouilli,
most notably, led to Leibniz’' sinterrelated discoveries of that
principle of universal least action, which is the unique basis
for the infinitesimal calculus, the related physical principle
of logarithmic functions, and the role of the catenary as an
expression of the most characteristic feature of what Gauss
and Riemann later defined, successively, as the complex
domain.

Both of the outcomes of those exemplary cases, Kepler's
uniquely original discovery of the principle of gravitation,
and Leibniz's defining of a universal physical principle of
least action, defy that naive, fal se presumption which teaches
that our senses show usdirectly thereal universeinwhichwe
exist. These, and comparable discoveries of universal physi-
cal principle, show us principles by means of which we can
increase our willful, and also visible control of the universe;
but, they also show us the nature of that universal principle
of physical hypothesis, the faculty of noésis®* by means of
which we are able to adduce the existence of, and effect the
practical mastery of those specific physical principles.

Theacquisition of such efficiently practical knowledge of
principles beyond the powers of sense perception, enablesus
to define the efficient function of sense-perceptionwithin that
real universe which lieswithin nothing less than the complex
domain, a universe beyond the shadow-world of sense-per-
ception as such. Describe this relationship by aid of the fol-
lowing illustration.

The Case of the Night-Time Sky

The oldest known precedent for what we call “physical
science” today, isreflected in ancient astronomical calendars.
The derivation of the notion of science today, is traced in
European civilization from a geometric study of astronomy
which the pro-Egyptian Pythagoreans named “ spherics.” The

19. On this, see, once again, Jonathan Tennenbaum on Plato’s use of the
notion of “power,” here, in opposition to the reductionist term, “energy,”
subsequently introduced by Plato’s adversary Aristotle.

20. Inthisinstance, | reference Plato’ s treatment of the implications of that
construction in his Timaeus.

21. Vernadsky’s term for those uniquely human powers of crestive reason,
by means of which individuals discover those hypotheses which prove, ex-
perimentally, to be universal physical principles, principleswhich exist be-
yond the abilities of lower forms of life, and beyond the direct reach of our
powers of perception.
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notion of “universally efficient physical principles’ today, is
derived from study of theregular behavior of the“wanderers’
of our Solar System, as seen against the background of the
clearer moments of opportunity to view the night-time stel-
lar sky.?

As man begins to approximate a “normalization” of the
night-time sky—to compensate for the fact that any observa-
tion from a point on Earth, isviewing immediate sights from
apoint onthesurfaceof arotating and moving quasi-spheroid,
our planet—a certain notion of what we call a “universe”
emerges. The question is thus posed: What are we seeing,
“up there”?

Froma“normalized” position on Earth, the stellar display
appears to lie on the interior surface of a spherical space of
great, but undetermined radius. In ancient times, Solar events
seemed to many to bewillfully insolent wanderersagainst the
backdrop of anarray of seemingly fixed stars, starsapparently
lying along theinternal surface of acelestial sphere. Call this
upward-looking view of the universe, the relevant starting-
point for mankind’ s notion of a universal Sensorium, aview
of that universe asit is presented to our sense-organs. Those
who made the mistake of assuming that our senses show us
the real universe directly, tended toward the belief that the
measurements of what could be read as constant angular, or
straight-line motion of observed bodies, would be the simply
statistical form of expression of laws directly governing the
universe, lawful effects which were thus misinterpreted as
merely lying within, confined to the bounds as of auniversal
Sensorium within which the existence of our Earth was pre-
sumably situated.

Similarly, asin the example of the typical modern dupe’s
misunderstanding of cyclical and rel ated periodic movements
withinfinancial markets, the dupe assumesthat chartingthose
apparent patterns produces knowledge of supposed “laws of
the market-place.” That dupe fails to grasp the point that fi-
nancial markets, like sheep-shearings, are deployed to trap
and strip the victim-investor by aid of the investor’'s own
simple-minded cupidity, hisfoolishfaithin“seeingisbeliev-
ing,” asin his substitution of patterns of simplistic statistical
readingsfor what should have been hisattentionto physically
efficient causes of effects.

That said, turn one's attention in two directions. In one
direction we have, contrary to the reductionists, those more
insightful ancients who viewed the universe within the
bounds of that Sensorium from a pre-Euclidean standpoint
akin to that of Thales and the Pythagoreans. We have also,
their proper successors, including the Aristarchus who dem-
onstrated that the Earth orbitted the Sun, and the Eratosthenes
who measured the curvature of the surface of the Earth (with
remarkable approximation) by observations made from

22. The “deep pit” method used by Eratosthenes and others, provided a
way of viewing the stars during mid-day. E.g., the method of observation
employed to assist his celebrated estimation of the curvature of the Earth.
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pointsin the vicinity of the Mediterranean, on the surface of
our planet. Then, we have modern science, which erupted
within the Fifteenth-Century, Italy-centered Renaissance.

| shall bring our attention back to that fact at a relevant
point, later in this report; for the moment, focus on the fact
that this Renai ssance revived ancient Classical Greek know!-
edge of the methods of physical science from the relative
intellectual dark ages of Roman imperial traditions, and did
thisin the setting of giving birth to thefirst modern sovereign
nation-states, those of Louis XI's France and Henry VII's
England. Thiswasal sothebirth of modern Europeanciviliza-
tion out from along dark age which dominated Europe under
theemerging Roman Empireand the subsequent prol ongation
of feudalism.? It was also the birthplace of modern science,
as typified by the work of Brunelleschi, Nicholas of Cusa,
Leonardo da Vinci, and their follower, the founder of the
notion of acomprehensive modern mathematical physics, Jo-
hannesKepler. The historical circumstances most relevant to
thisreport, are, in summary, the following.

Although the fact of the Earth’s orbitting the Sun was
known to mid-Fifteenth-Century founders of modern experi-
mental science, such as Nicholas of Cusa, Inquisition-ridden,
post-A.D. 1511 Europe returned to the failed Aristotelean,
“ivory tower” methods of astronomy of Claudius Ptolemy,
Copernicus, and Tycho Brahe: until Kepler. All three of these
pre-Kepler copiersof Aristotle’ sreductionism, portrayed the
universeaslying withintheapparent linear-statistical regular-
ity of motion within the “internal surface” of the astronomi-
cal Sensorium.

Now, centurieslater, the Sensoriumisconceived in depth.
It isimagined that an expanding universe of galaxies, and of
highly complex and vast configurationswithin each galaxy is
to be considered. However, such latter discoveriesdo not yet
address the crucial question: Is the Sensorium, so defined,
self-evidently real? This forces our attention to the function
of the modern, pro-Platonic nation-state republic, ingiving a
needed new definition to the meaning of science.

What was the pathological assumption which prompted
post-1511 official, relatively decadent, then predominant,
V enice-centered, reactionary authoritiesin Europe, to attempt
to turn back the clock of science to reductionist superstitions,
such as the methods of Aristotle and William of Ockham?
What is the simplest way of making clear the systemic fea

23. The emergence of the modern nation-state out of the morass of ancient
imperial Rome and ultramontane feudalism, is to be studied, chiefly, as an
impulse toward the freeing of society from the Romantic's ultramontane
notion of imperial law. This processis chiefly divided between two periods.
The first of these steps toward freeing mankind from the ultramontane, is
typified by the rejection of the fraudulent “ Donation of Constantine,” from
Charlemagne through Dante Alighieri. That first period is treated by legal
historian Friedrich August von der Heyde' s Die Geburtsstunde des souverd-
nen Staates (Regensburg: Druck und Verlag Josef Habbel, 1952). The sec-
ond phase is the birth of the modern sovereign nation-state republic during
the course of the Fifteenth-Century Renai ssance, as expressed by LouisXI's
France and Henry VII's England. A comparison of the two cases has been
made public by my wife, Helga Zepp-LaRouche.
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tures of that Venice-orchestrated rampage of mora deca
dence during the 1511-1648 interval of religious warfare?
Consider the social origins of the decadence, first, and then
focus upon the epistemol ogical consequences.

As| shall emphasize here, the underlying political issue
posed by the V enice-led attempt to reverse the progress of the
Fifteenth-Century Renaissance, isthe fight over the proposi-
tion: Isman a higher formof beast, or a speciescategorically
distinct from, and superior to all lower forms of life? In other
words, thisissueis, once again: What isthe functional nature
of specifically human knowledge, which sets the human spe-
cies apart from the beasts? What are the conditions under
which the members of aculture are confronted with proof of
such considerations?

TheFifteenth-Century, Florence-centered Renaissanceis
the historical benchmark which separates emergence of mod-
ern European civilization from the admittedly still lingering
aromasof thedeclining, philosophically irrationalist, Roman-
tic world of feudalism. The central intellectual figure of that
revolutionary moment of historic changeisCardina Nicholas
of Cusa, whose Concordantia Catholica prescribed both an
ecumenical reform of the then-shattered Papacy, and the re-
placement of the feudal system by acommunity of principle
among sovereign nation-state republics,* and whose De
Docta Ignorantia provided the initial approximation of a
comprehensive definition of what became known as modern
physical science. Thecrucial complementary development to
that effect in Italy, was the transition, pioneered by the cour-
age of Jeanne d’ Arc, which made possible the first modern
nation-state, a united France under Louis XI. The second
modern nation-state was England under Henry VII.

The correlated political development was Christopher
Columbus’ s voyage of discovery, implementing a post-A.D.
1453 project which was organized by Nicholas of Cusa, and
carried out by according to maps and other designs which
Columbus planned and conducted, on the basis of materials
he obtained from Cusa's collaborator Toscanelli. The irony
of Columbus's1492 re-discovery of theinhabited land across
the Atlantic, was that it coincided with the precedent of that
brutish savagery of tyrannical Spain’smonstrous persecution
of the Jews and Moors.® The latter brutishness opened the
door for what has been called modern Europe’s “little New
Dark Age” of recurringreligiousandrel ated warsof the 1511-
1648 period.

Despite the brutish horrors of those chiefly Venice-or-
chestrated religious and related wars of the 1511-1648 inter-

24. Concordantia Catholica is, in principle, the successor to Dante Aligh-
ieri’s De Monarchia. Thelatter, which reflectsthetotality of Dante' s princi-
pal work, defined the proposed emergenceof aform of national soci etiesfreed
from the shackles of the ultramontane Thirteenth and Fourteenth Centuries
Venetian-Norman feudal hegemony.

25. This expulsion of the Moors and Jews, was the crime against God and
mankind which set the pace for the brutish self-destruction of 1511-1648
Spain, and for the subsequent eruption of Carlism and such fascist sequels
asthe pathological doctrine of Hispanidad.
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val, the secular thrust of the entire span of 1401-1789, and
beyond, through all ebbsand flows, wasthe net progress, over
the period taken as a whole, toward forms of society which
liberated Europe from that preval ent degradation of the mass
of humanity to the status of either hunted or herded human
cattle. For thefirst time, the principle of agape, of Plato and
Christianity, found expression in anotion of political society
as rightly governed by that principle of natural law which
appeared later as the fundamental constitutional principle of
law in the Preamble of the U.S. Federal Constitution. That
principleis expressed summarily by the combined names of
an interdependent notion of national sovereignty, general
welfare, and posterity.

Thisdoctrineof natural law meant threethingsin practice.
That anation-state republic must be perfectly sovereign. That
the rulers had no moral right to reign except as they were
efficiently dedicated to the general welfare of al of the popu-
lation, and that society placed the benefits to posterity above
those enjoyed by the presently living. It followed, that al-
though statesmust enjoy sovereignty, they arebound, accord-
ing to natural law, to promote these three rights and benefits
among all peoples; hence, those concurring conditions repre-
sent the basis in natural law for a community of principle,
rather that a system based on the prescription of inevitable
conflict, such asthat of the empiricists Hobbes and L ocke.

This Fifteenth-Century, Renaissance-led revolution in
statecraft, astypified in approximation by Louis X1’s France
and Henry V11’ s England, was the date and place of the birth
of actual political-economy. This birth of political-economy
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“ Shadow and substance! Fermat [ French philosopher and mathematician Pierre
de Fermat, in 1661] discovered that the propagation of light follows a pathway of
quickest time, rather than shortest distance. The continued refinement of that
discovery, successively, by Huyghens, Leibniz, and John Bernouilli, most notably,
led to LeibniZ sinterrelated discoveries of that principle of universal least action,
which isthe unique basisfor the infinitesimal calculus, the related physical
principle of logarithmic functions, and therole of the catenary as an expression of
the most characteristic feature of what Gauss and Riemann later defined,
successively, asthe complex domain.”

gave practical expression of a new, lawful definition of the
proper nature of government of both the human individual
and society. This notion of the state’s moral accountability
for fostering the general welfare of al persons and their pos-
terity, isthe birth of modern society, the progressive freeing
of that former underclass, the mgjority of mankind, from the
social-political, and economic status of being treated asvirtu-
aly merely “human cattle.”

It was this modern conception of natural law, rooted in a
functional notion of the promotion of the general welfare
of al persons and their individual and collective posterities,
whichisthe basisfor any competent notion of law and politi-
cal-economy in particular, and of physical sciencein general.
It is from the standpoint of the Fifteenth-Century notion of
modern science, that we adopt the ancient Classical precur-
sors of science, such as the pre-Euclidean Pythagoreans, as
animperfectly developed, but integral part of the foundations
for emergence of acompetent modern science today.

Earlier, that larger mass of mankind, which had been
treated conventionally as hunted or herded human cattle, had
few lawful rights under feudal imperial (ultramontane) law
which differed little, even unwittingly, from those forms of
rightsaccorded to fairly-treated herded cattle. This samefeu-
dal doctrine, expressed by the Anjou-like Anglo-French
Frondetradition of the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries,
was the premise of the neo-feudalist dogma of the Physio-
crats, as defined axiomatically by Dr. Francois Quesnay.
Quesnay’s doctrine of laissez-faire, like that of Turgot, and
of the Adam Smith who plagiarized his “free trade” dogma
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largely from France’ s Physiocrats, was premised on the prop-
osition, that the serfs of the estate had no more rights than
those enjoyed by herded, non-human cattle, and that, there-
fore, the profit of the estate was a magical expression of the
Cathar-like benefit of the charter expressed by the patent of
lordship over the estate held by that usually lazy parasite
currently the decadent, aristocratic landlord or other title-
holder to property-right or “shareholder value.”

Prior to the new, modern conception of law, a notion of
law typified by such works of Cusaas hisinherently comple-
mentary Concordantia Catholica and his subsequent De
Docta Ignorantia, the reduction of the foreigner and lower
classesto the virtual status of human cattle, defined the latter
as merely at the service of the ruling classes, as cattle are,
rather than measuring society’s performance in terms of the
included benefitsexpressedintheuplifting of thewhol e popu-
lation.

For example. Following the U.S. Civil War, the policies
of education of theslave represented by thework of Frederick
Douglass, were widely superseded by a doctrine which low-
ered the standard of education andintellectual life of thefreed
davetothelevel sufficient for aworkaday lifeof menia work.
Earlier, the world’ sleading economist of that time, Henry C.
Carey, documented the case, that the pre-1865 U.S. national
economy, had “lost money” on the work of the laves, while
the profits of that slavery were enjoyed chiefly by British
interests and their American Tory accomplices. The ulti-

Kepler’s
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mately catastrophic collapse of the internal economy of Italy
under the slavery-ridden Roman Empire, istypical of thekind
of false, merely superficial and temporary prosperity enjoyed
by anation which obtains the apparent prosperity of the few,
throughthelooting of theland and personsof themany, which
loots, thus, both that land and those lower classes which it
treats asvirtually human cattle.

The collapse today, of a U.S.A., which had been the
world's leading producer-power under Presidents Franklin
Roosevelt, Eisenhower, and Kennedy, into apredatory, deca-
dent, ruined consumerist culture, reflects the ruinous effects
of U.S.-directed post-1971 monetary-financial policiesof the
International Monetary Fund (IMF) on the nations of the
AmericaswhichthoseU.S.-directed IMF policieshavedriven
to collapse. The parasite which thus destroys its host, is thus
condemned to collapse out of its own recklessfolly.

The principle of the sovereign nation-state gave the serf
theright, taken from him by ultramontanefeudalism, of being
human, under a new conception of the law of sovereign na-
tion-states. The devel opment of the productive powers of the
individual and theright to participatein thefruit produced by
that devel opment, became the intent of the natural law of the
newly introduced institution, the modern sovereign nation-
state. Under this law, the people and land of the nation were
no longer mere cordwood to be consumed for the warmth of
the oligarchsand their lackeys; the defense and improvement
of thewelfare of all the people and their posterity becamethe
calculableform of abligation on which the continued author-
ity of the government depended. That is the elementary ex-
pression, in first approximation, of the modern institution
called political-economy.

Rendering thisnew order of society inthat implicitly cal-
culableform of organization, by defining political-economy,
creates the setting which wasindispensabl e for the Fifteenth-
Century birth of modern European science. The possibility of
an improvement of the conditions of life of both current and
future generations, depends upon the objective interdepen-
dency of two forms of specifically human activity, by means
of which man accomplisheswhat no other living species can
do, the effecting of willful increases of the potential relative
population-density of the human species.

These two forms of activity are typified in their effect as,
first, the efficiently-used discoveries of universal principles,
and, second, thoseinsightsintotheprincipledroleof Classical
artistic composition, such asthe Classical tragedy of Aeschy-
lus, Shakespeare, and Schiller, in enabling society to intend
to cooperate willfully and efficiently in efficient promotion
and use of the benefits of physical-scientific progress.

The difference between those two cooperating impulses,
is that in the fundamental discoveries of universal physical
principle, theindividual creative mindisacting in individual
relationshiptothephysical universe. Intheprinciplesof Clas-
sical artistic composition, theindividual isactinginrelation-
shiptothe principles of those social processesthroughwhich
society cooperatesin the application of discovered universal
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physical principles. The benefits of those activities are the
only actual source of what should be regarded asthe physical
form of economic profit by society. Thereis no other source
of true and legitimate profit than the combined benefit of the
action of discovering and adopting these two kinds of univer-
sal principles.

Thisview of science, within the context of political econ-
omy, forcesmodern society to confront itself with anew kind
of view of the difference between man and the beast. Aswe
can show clearly from the doctrine of Moses, the work of
Plato, and the principles of Christianity, for example, excep-
tiona individuals of earlier society were able to adduce an
essentially correct definition of the nature of man which sets
our species apart from, and above the beasts; but the modern
nation-state republic, as seen in Nicholas of Cusa's Concor-
dantia Catholica, wasthefirst appearance of aform of soci-
ety efficiently ordered for the promotion of forms of progress
consistent with the special nature of the human being, as a
creature whose characteristic activity is the discovery and
application of those two classes of universal principles.

The modern sovereign nation-state republic, is a form
of state which must be efficiently dedicated to that higher
authority of the doctrine of natural law expressed as the Pre-
ambleof theU.S. Federal Constitution, which doesnot recog-
nize the existence of aright to “classinterest” by any social
class; the notion of “shareholder value” spread in modern
nations today exists only as a specifically fascist doctrine
of the Romantic law-tradition of the accomplices Hegel and
Savigny, and their follower the Nazi Carl Schmitt. Like sci-
ence, republican natural law measures intention and perfor-
mance by nothing less than universal standards: specificaly,
the universality of mankind, and mankind's implicitly as-
signed role of exerting increasing control or, and responsibil-
ity for the welfare of mankind, and improvement of the uni-
verse we inhabit.

With the Fifteenth-Century Renaissance, theidea of man
in the universe, as a universal being so expressed by willful
practice, became the guide for those changes in mankind's
practice which deserve the name of progress. With the 1789
adoption of the Preamble of the U.S. Federal Constitution,
a mora standard was established for all modern European
civilization, under which society obliged itself to regulate
itself according to the measurable progress of itsentire popu-
lation, toward the improvement of the general welfare of all
of its people and their posterity. With that continuation of
the Fifteenth-Century Renaissance’ sfounding of the modern
nation-state, the 1648 Treaty of Westphalia, the 1776 U.S.
Declaration of Independence, and the 1789 U.S. Federal Con-
stitution, aform of lawful physical economy wasinvoked as
amodel of reference for a supreme law of nations, which,
when served, represents a measurable form of the true nature
of mankind. Hence, the very name of modern history, and the
related notion of modern science, must be so dated.

These missions of the modern republic can be accom-
plished in no other way than accumul ated knowledge and use
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of those discovered universal physical principleswhich exist
beyond the mere shadow-world of naive sense-perception.
This proper view of mankind, its power, and its mission, be-
ginswhenwe seek those principles, of thosetwokinds, which,
by their nature, are hidden from mere sense-perception, by
knowledge of which man may reach out toward controlling
the invisible ordering of events in the Sensorium which is
reflected to our senses as the night-time sky.

It was under those political preconditions, that modern
science adduced the notion of the complex domain from the
precedents of the ancient Platonic tradition.

2. The Complex Domain and
Man’s Immortality

The proof that the universe contains efficient universal
principles which are not themselves directly objects of the
senses, presents us with the need to think of the individual’s
relationship to nature around us in terms of two geometries.
The first of those is what | have defined, in the preceding
pages, asthe anti-Euclidean form of the geometry of the uni-
versal Sensorium; the second isageometry based on nothing
but an experimental reading of the measurable relations
within a set of inter-relationships among those discoverable,
and experimentally validated universal physical principles
which are generated by Plato’s method of hypothesis. The
first, is approximately the shadow-world geometry of sense-
perceptual space-time. The second, is the unperceived uni-
verse of those actual principleswhich produce those paradox-
ical sensory effectswhich prompt the recognition of the exis-
tence of the unperceived, but efficiently existing universal
physical principles. Thetwo geometriesareeverywhereinter-
acting.

We shall consider this, first, as it impacts the work of
the physical scientist. Later, we shall turn to the matter of
Classical artistic composition.

In thefirst of those two instances: The known interaction
of those two geometries, perceptual and physical, isthe effect
reflected in modern mathematical physicsasthe notion of the
actuality of the Gauss-Riemann complex domain. Withinthis
combined notion, the relationship of the second, the physi-
caly efficient action, to the first, the physical geometry of
the visible domain, is expressed as the shadowy impact of
physical principles on the Sensorium; these, combined, are
the subject of the general notion of a Riemann Surface func-
tion, as elaborated by Riemann on, chiefly, the foundations
of Gauss's notions of the general principles of curvature.?®
For first approximation, consider this case for gravitation as
Kepler defines it. Next, in second approximation, consider

26. Bernhard Riemann, (On the HypothesesWhich Underlie Geometry) Uber
die Hypothesenwel cheder Geometrie zu Grundeliegen, Berhard Riemanns
gesammelte mathematische Werke, H. Weber, ed. (New Y ork: Dover Publi-
cations reprint edition, 1953).
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the evolutionary development of Fermat’s concept of quick-
est time, the notion which wasto appear in amore devel oped
form as Leibniz's catenary-pivotted concept of universa
least action.

Kepler situates the physical principle of gravitation with
respect to evidence bearing upon the successive treatments of
the implications of the construction of the Platonic solids
by Plato,” Luca Pacioli, and Leonardo da Vinci.® Kepler
proceeds from this insight into the ostensibly elliptical har-
monic characteristics of the set of Solar orbits, to make the
first generalized leap of insight into what became known | ater
as the physical nature of the complex domain. This insight
led to Kepler's defining a set of orbital values characteristic
of anecessary, but also necessarily exploded planet, lying in
a designated orbit between Mars and Jupiter; an exploded
planet which Gauss proved, nearly two centuries later, to be
the remains known as the Asteroid belt.

These considerations by Kepler define an unseen, but ef-
ficient action occurring everywhere in the perceived Solar
System, action causing that system to behave differently, at
every visible point, than can be accounted for in terms of
constant action among visible movements. Therefore, we
must create the mental image of anew space-time, which, on
the one hand, corresponds to perception, but, on the other
hand, moves perceived action by some knowabl e, but imper-
ceptible universal physical principle. The conjunction of
thesetwo actions, respectively shadow and substance, defines
anew geometry in which both effects, perceived and causal,
are combined as one geometry.” That becomes the complex
domain of LeibniZ's principle of universal least action, the
complex domain as defined, successively, by Gaussand Rie-
mann, in concert with their collaborators, such as Lejeune
Dirichlet, and others, suchasAbel, onwhosework the product
presented by Riemann depended in most significant degree.

| shall leave it to our collaborators to work through the
geometriesmy outlinehasthusimplied. Theincluded purpose
of that assigned exercise, isto break through the barrier which
separatessimply perceptual visualization of eventsin sensory
space-time, from the conceptualization of higher geometries
arising from synthetic visualization of the unseen principle
of action revealing its presence at each point. The reader’s
attention will bereturned to someimplications of that matter,
below, after we have compared this case to that presented by
the notion of a Classical principle of artistic composition.
Therefore, reasons for this decision by me will be clarified a
bit |ater in thisreport.

The Subject of Classical Irony
In an effective staging of aClassical tragedy, or of aClas-
sical musical composition, theimageson stageare superseded

27.E.Q., Timaeus.
28. E.Q., De Divine Proportione.

29. Hence, what Euler mistakenly discards as “imaginary,” is the real, and
what Euler calls“real,” isthe product of the sensory imagination!
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by adramaperformed ontheinternal “ stage” of theindividual
audience member’ simagination. The comparison of the two
stages, the shadows perceived and the imagined redlity, in-
volves contrasted human mental states analogous to the con-
trast between sensory perception and recognition of the un-
seeable universal principle governing the movements of that
which is perceived. Every successful Classical performer,
dramatic or musical, isimplicitly aware of this, and is gov-
erned by a prescience of such relationships.® Thisis the key
to the definition of al Classical artistic principles; it is also
the key to all political practice which leads nations along
an upward course of socia self-development of the human
speciesasawhole.

Those introductory remarks on the matter now immedi-
ately before us, are intended to point attention to a question:
What isthe object which correspondsto theindividual’ smen-
tal act of hypothetical discovery of what proves, experimen-
tally, to be a universal physical principle? That mental act
corresponds to what Vernadsky defines as (biogeochemical)
noésis.

In true noésis, our subject is the existence of ideas which
reside outside the scope of sense-perception; yet, they are
definite, experimentally efficient ideas, of the same degree
of distinctness, as ideas, as might be ascribed to any sense-
perceived object.® These are referenced under the heading of
powers by Plato.®? Therefore, out of respect for the definite
nature of such ideas of principle, | refer to these distinct con-
ceptionsasthought-objects.® To hone my foregoing observa-
tion to afine point: what is the thought-object represented by
the act of discovery of auniversal physica principle? What
is the recognition of such a thought-object in one mind by
another person? What is the kindred thought-object whose
controlling presence defines the successful composition, or
performance of a Classical tragedy, or musical composition,
as distinct from the mere sensationalism of Romantic and
modernist artistic composition or performance?*

Both of these compared typesof thought-objects, physical

30. Thetask of the playwright or composer, isto foresee the arrangement of
the shadowsrepresented by the seen and heard action on stage, andto arrange
those shadowy elements deployed in such anironical fashion as to provoke
the audience to search its own mind for the reality to which those shadows
correspond. It isasif God arranged the visible motion of the Solar System
to cause Kepler's mind to recognize the reality of a universal principle of
gravitation. So, the adequate performer of a Classical musical composition
crafts his or her performance to force the real intent of the composer upon
the audience. The greatest conductor of the Twentieth Century, Wilhelm
Furtwangler, referred to this as“ performing between the notes.”

31. Cf. B. Riemann, “Zur Psychologie und Metaphysik,” Bernhard Rie-
manns gesammelte mathematische Werke, op. cit., pp. 507-538. N.B. pp.
509-520.

32. Jonathan Tennenbaum, op. cit.

33. There are those who recognize such thought-objects, and those who
protest, “| Kant!”

34. Exemplary is the disgusting practice of “director theater” arrangements
of Classical drama, the one more disgusting than the version it superseded.

EIR July 11, 2003



The Six Species of the Human Voice, and Their Registers
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“ The human singing voiceis. .
bel canto singing-voicetradition. . .

. developed to its naturally optimal potential by methods equival ent to that Fifteenth-Century Florentine
. Theresult isthe same characteristic of the human singing-voice reflected in the systemic conflict

between Bach'’ s well-tempered counterpoint and the empiricist’ s equal -tempered keyboard.”

and Classical-artistic, have the ontological quality we met in
my earlier references, here, to the original discovery of an
experimentally validated, hypothetical physical principle.
Thebest choiceof introductory exercisesfor acquiring asense
of the equivalence of universal physical principles to the
thought-objects of Classical artistic composition and perfor-
mance, is the study of the collection of Plato dialogues. In
that collection asawhole, the student encountersthe thought-
objects called Platonic hypotheses, which pertain to physical
principles; the same method yieldsthose insights, also called
hypotheses, which pertain to the principles of socia pro-
cesses. Thelatter classof insightsinto social processes, popu-
late the domain of Classical artistic composition, and are,
as | have often emphasized in earlier utterances, the key to
recognizing the interdependency between Classical artistic
composition and a competent form of a political science of
history-making.

In Classical composition, as in the discovery of experi-
mentally validated universal physical principles, the entire
composition is both generated by a single act of insight, and
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never departsfrom being an expression of that singleinsight.
Takeamusical exampleof thisprinciple. Thelate Beethoven
string quartets Opus 131 and 132 are awork of genius even
by the standard of Beethoven’ s best earlier compositions, the
most notable, most coherent, and highest expression, to date,
of a compositional principle of well-tempered counterpoint
first defined by J.S. Bach. Properly apprehended, these com-
positions, properly delivered, like related cases of so-called
“late” Beethoven compositions, fascinate the mind' s powers
of concentration, subjecting them to a kal eidoscopic succes-
sion of exciting acts of discovery, as coherent development,
from start to the aftermath of the close.® The ordering princi-

35. The performance of any similarly qualified Classical composition, re-
quires the performers and audience, alike, to make the unfolding, unifying
process of the completed composition “one’ sown.” Thisisaccomplished by
reducing the entire composition’ s process of development, from an ominous
moment of silence beforeits beginning, to amoment of silence at the end, to
asingle principle of development. The late Beethoven quartets are perhaps
the best cases to consider from this standpoint. Instead of a succession of
stages, aseamless process of transcendental development, anotion of devel-
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plewhich subsumesthat succession, isathought-object. That
thought-object is the generating idea of the composition’s
unity of effect.

A great performance of a Classical tragedy has a similar
effect.

That said, begin the definition of Classical composition
in general with acrucial question: How doestheindividual’'s
mind discover the set of principles of both composition and
performance; how does this relate to the individual’ s sover -
eign act of generating an experimentally validated universal
physical principle? In other words, what is the feature of
thought-objects which is common to discoveries of principle
in both physical science and Classical composition? How
does the answer to that question make clear the reason why
we must see Classical artistic and opposing forms of artistic
composition (or, performance) as placed into qualitatively
opposing categories? Classical and Romantic artistry are not
contrasting views of art; they are different species of exis-
tence, opposing one another’ sexistencein away comparable
to the interspecific sterility enjoyed between mammals and
reptiles.

Thekey tothe answer to that question so posed, isalready
reflected, typically, in the account of Pythagoras' definition
of the musical comma. That account states that Pythagoras
derived the proof of that comma by, in effect, comparing the
divisionasof theoctave, by asinging-voiceand amonochord.
In such an experiment, the comma is generated consistently
only when the human singing voice is one developed to its
naturally optimal potential by methods equivalent to that Fif-
teenth-Century Florentine bel canto singing-voice tradition
associated with the musical knowledge referenced by the
fragmentary remains of Leonardo da Vinci's book De Mu-
sica. Theresult is the same characteristic of the human sing-
ing-voice reflected in the systemic conflict between Bach's
well-tempered counterpoint and the empiricist’s equal-tem-
pered keyboard.

In the Florentine bel canto tradition, for example, the
placement of the tones and phrasing of the human singing
voice, is established in memory asaset of ideasin the sense
of Platonic thought-objects as ideas.® This notion of the bel
canto singing voice, isthepivotal feature of Classical compo-
sition of not only music, but aso, of the German and Italian
Classical song and opera which the Classical poetry and
dramaof those musical compositionsrequire. Thesameisthe
rule for the composition and performance of poetry, or the
musical substructure of what is to be delivered as the drama
for the Classical stage.

opment which expresses the unfolding of the entire composition asasingle
idea, an idea comparable to Kepler's notion of the organization of the Solar
System.

36. This conception of music is that which Kepler adopted from both the
implications of Plato’s treatment of the determination of the Five Platonic
solids, and the treatment of the same matter by Luca Pacioli and Leonardo
daVinci.
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There is some more, which is of crucia importance in
distinguishing music as Classical art, for example, from a
musical physics.

The bel canto musical scale divides the categories of hu-
man singing voicesamong six typesof human singing voices,
as determined by what are known as natural register-shifts,
and otherwise determined by secondary differentiations
within voice-types. The combined effect of these and related
features of the properly developed natural potentials of the
human singing voice, define music asasocial, rather than an
individual expression of the use of the human creative powers
for generating and sharing experience of the generation of
thought-objects asideas. This set of social relations integral
tothe“chest” of human singing voices, and the essential role
of counterpoint in Classical musical composition, define
Classical musical composition and performance, asadomain
of Classical artistic composition, rather than atype of mathe-
matical physics, even though the definitions of human
thought-objectsfor Classical art and physical scienceare oth-
erwise perfectly congruent.

Thus, as Bach's Well-Tempered Preludes and Fugues
illustrate the case, the social characteristic of musical ideasis
expressed by the principles of Well-Tempered counterpoint.
Onthisaccount, Classical musical performance requiresthat
instrumentalists impose the characteristics of the bel canto-
trained human singing voice on the instruments; otherwise,
the attempted instrumental aspect of performance of even
Classical compositions degenerates into a mimickry of Ro-
manticism, such asthat of Liszt and Wagner, or even modern-
ism. Competent performers never play the notes of the score;
the scoreisamnemonic device, amere shadow of the Classi-
cal composer’ sintention, which must be back-trandated into
the process, the unifying thought-object, the principle, which
is the intended composition as an indivisible single concep-
tion to be transmitted to the audience.

Insight into thesefunctionsof Classical musical composi-
tion derived from the natural, bel canto, characteristics of the
human singing voice, leads into insight into the cognitive
functions of the human speaking voice itself. These connec-
tions are best explored by attention to the role of Classical
forms of sung prosody in ancient through modern forms of
the poetry of sundry languages.*” M odernist compositionsand
utterance of poetry and prose are an expression of forms of
decadence which haveresulted in the victims' critical |oss of
the ability to compose and utter such prosody, or even to
compose the forms of spoken and written utterance required
to convey what Percy Bysshe Shelley identifiesas“ profound
and impassioned conceptions respecting man and nature.”

37. Cf. the comparison of the modern Classical Italian and German modes
of thebel canto human singing voice’ sapplicationto Classical song composi-
tion. See A Manual on the Rudiments of Tuning and Registration, Book
I: Introduction and Human Singing Voice, Project Editors John Sigerson
and Kathy Wolfe (Washington, D.C.: Schiller Institute, 1992).
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Archytas developed a
construction to find two
geometric means between two
magnitudes, AC and AB.
Magnitude AC is drawn as the
diameter of circle ABC; ABisa
chord of the circle. Using this
circle asthe base, generate a
cylinder. Thecircleisthen
rotated 90° about AC, soiitis
perpendicular to the plane of
circle ABC; it isthen rotated
about point A, to formatorus
with nil diameter. (The
intersection of the torus and the
cylinder produces a curve of
double curvature.) Chord AB

is extended until it intersects

Archytas’ Construction for Doubling of the Cube

the perpendicular to AC at
point D; thisformstriangle
ACD, which liesin plane of
circle ABC, AB, and AC.
Triangle ACD is then rotated
around AC, producing a cone.
The cone, torus, and cylinder,
all intersect at point P. Perpen-
dicular PM isthen dropped
from P along the surface of the
cylinder, until it intersects
circle ABC at point M; this
formsright triangle AMP.
Through this construction,
a series of similar right
triangles (only partially
shown) is generated,
which produces the

continued proportion,
AB:AM::AM:AP::AP:AC.
AM and AP are the two
geometric means between
magnitudes AC and AB.

“We must recogni ze that the physical reality of Gauss' s argument was already clearly, and conclusively shown by the pre-Euclidean

Classical Greeksworking in the tradition of Pythagoras.”

Thislossof thepower of intelligiblecommuni cation of impor-
tant ideas, has become increasingly acute in European lan-
guages during the course of the recent forty years since the
beginning of the popularization of a “rock-drug-sex youth-
counterculture” as a mode of attempted eradication of the
influence of Classical culture.

One of the notable effects of the post-1963 spread of
the so-called “ cultural paradigm-shift” among those entering
adolescence in Europe and the Americas during the middle
through late 1960s, isawidespread impairment of theliterate
use of language. Much of this impairment is a reflection of
the destructive impact of the “rock-drug-sex youth-counter-
culture” onthe sense of therole of musicality (i.e., bel canto-
rooted prosody). This was aggravated by other, coincident
factors. Thelatter factorsincluded the shift of thisgeneration
away from the future-oriented culture of earlier generations,
tothe“Now Generation’s’ loss of asense of personal histori-
cal perspective. The result of that qualitative moral down-
shift in perspective, is that most of those now between fifty
and sixty years of age have undergone an existentialist,
emotional-intellectual impairment of the cognitive powers
comparable to the Synarchist cult’s pathological “end of
history” dogma.

This accelerating cultural down-shift of recent decades,
isreflected in aloss of that power of prosody which isrooted
inthe principles of Classical poetry and song.
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Theapparent exceptionstothat aspect of ageneral cultural
decline in recent generations' capacity for intelligible pros-
ody, include the substitution of akind of Romantic sing-song
which is mistaken by the credulous for “pretty speech,” a
sing-song proffered asasubstitute for the quality of utterance
needed to convey thekindsof ideastypified by, but not limited
to Classical scientific discovery of universal physical prin-
ciples.

Consider the exemplary case of the leading pro-fascist
ideologue on the present U.S. Supreme Court, Justice An-
tonin Scalia. Scaliais notorious for his shameless admission
of his denia of the existence of any historically defined
principles of law, and for his repeatedly, publicly uttered,
explicit insistence on a substitute for reason, in his “Orwell-
ian,” dictionary-nominalist dogma of what he calls “text.”
On that account, Scalia has flunked the reading of even the
Preamble of the U.S. Federal Constitution.

Consider, for example, the principle of sovereignty.

Thelrony of Sovereignty

It isnotablethat the empiricist Thomas Hobbes expresses
explicitly his own and the positivists seemingly instinctive
abhorrence of irony in general, and metaphor most emphati-
cally. As | have aready noted, as the central theme of this
report, thereduction of thedefinition of “rational” toamecha-
nistic, “connect-the-dots’ kind of description of experience,
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hasthe effect, and intention of outlawing acknowledgment of
the existence of any reality which is not akind of “connect-
the-dots” reading of sensory experience. Charlatans such as
Bertrand Russell and his acolytes, such as Norbert Wiener,
John von Neumann and their like, carry Hobbes Satanic
dogmato an extreme.

Contrary to Hobbes' and Antonin Scalia's implied dic-
tionary nominalism, only forms of human mental behavior
fairly described as schizophrenic could assume that what
might have been intended as a literal meaning of words en-
compasses human knowledge. The sane use of any language
begs recognition of similarities to the Gauss-Riemann com-
plex domain. Words are used literally, to designate percep-
tions of object-like subjects, or perceptions of emotional im-
pulses. But, sane human speech is never simply literal; sane
speech hasitsown version of the complex domain. By means
of irony ingeneral, or metaphor most emphatically, intelligent
speech encompasses notions of realities which operate, like
universal physical principles, beyond the realm of literal de-
scriptions of sense-perception. Sometimes, the ironies are
misleading, even false; but, the existence of truthful ironies
isindispensable for truthful human communication of idess,
true of false. Classical poetry, for example, is based entirely
uponthebasisof that higher order of intention shared between
speaker and hearer.®

These subtler, higher meanings permeate the folklore
of a people, and are encountered in their more refined
expression in Classica plastic, as much as non-plastic art.
Typical is the distinction of Classical from Archaic modes
of ancient Greek sculpture and the related original redefini-
tion of perspective for painting by Leonardo da Vinci.
Great Classical sculpture presents the mind with a body,
not as fixed, but recognizable by the mind as captured in
mid-motion; the mind senses the existence of that motion,
as John Keats describes this effect in his “Ode on a Grecian
Urn.” This kind of art expresses principles, in the same
sense that the complex domain expresses principles of
continuing development in action, as the mathematics of
Galileo, Euler, Lagrange, and Cauchy does not. Folklore
and Classical art convey the sense of principles of action
which lie beyond the comprehension of the reductionist
form of literal statements.

Thus, intelligent communication among a people relies
essentially on those ironical, anti-reductionist meanings
which lie between the cracks of literal imageries. The intro-
duction of new, principled ideasto a people, depends largely
on the sharing of that store of such ideas within the practice
of the existing language-culture.

In general, therefore, it isonly to the degree that a people
has the approximation of a Classical language-culture that it
isableto discover, and to deliberate upon new ideas. What is

38. Thereisno roomin Classica art for mere symbolism; no condoning of
symbolism isintended, or alowed by me here.
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called the freedom of the individual members of a society,
depends upon processes of deliberation within the society
which are based upon the accumulation of ironies embedded
inthe general language-culture of that society. Without those
functions of aliterate form of irony-rich language, the mem-
bersof asociety aredegraded tothefunctional statusof virtual
human cattle, unable to participate efficiently in shaping the
common national destiny.

The most effective mode for developing cultures, includ-
ing national cultures, is Classical art, most notably Classical
forms of poetry, drama, music, and plastic arts. In architec-
ture, Classical principles are functionally essential to a
healthy, and happy national culture, suchthat theorganization
of communities, and architecture of buildings, meet anintelli-
gible Classical-artistic standard.

In other words, the same principle expressed by the com-
plex domain for physical science, isreaized in an explicitly
social form by Classical art. Thisis so essentia to the happi-
ness and functional effectiveness of a people, that a healthy
society requires perfect national sovereignty based upon an
increasingly rich and rational Classical form of culture. No
“Towersof Babel” arepermitted. It isnecessary that different
nations have acommon standard of truth; but, each will reach
that standard voluntarily, only through its own sovereign
function of a sovereignly national Classical standard of
culture.

The means by which such respectively sovereign, sepa-
rate language-cultures are able to share a common notion of
truth, is usefully described as a broadly defined principle of
ecumenicism. In theology, such an ecumenical principle is
associated with the notion of “ The One God,” asin Nicholas
of Cusa' s De Pace Fidei or the argument of Moses Mendels-
sohn. This notion, the notion of a universal natura law, is
seen more broadly, without losing any of the connotations
of Cusd's and Mendelssohn’s argument, at the moment we
emphasize the nature of man and woman as made equally
in the image of the Creator, and assigned responsibility for
dominion within the bounds of that Creation.

The functional forms of effective ecumenical relations
among differing religious bodies, or nations, are arrange-
ments which limit their commonly shared obligations to a
certain definition of the nature of mankind, as set apart from,
and above the beasts. These principles which are properly
common to respectively sovereign states or bodies of reli-
gious belief, limit their supranational or equivalent authority
to the principles of abody of universal natural law, such as
those three referenced principles set forth in the Preambl e of
the U.S. Federal Constitution.

Suchanecumenical principlecouldexistonlyifitisprem-
ised on a strict and universal distinction of man from beast.
That digtinction is, essentially, nothing other than the power
of the human mind to discover experimentally validated uni-
versal physical principles lying beyond the capabilities of
sense-perception as such. The form of Socratic diaectic per-
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meating Plato’ sdial ogues, typifiesauniversal body of princi-
ple, which expresses this universal distinction of the human
mind, and so, from this higher standpoint, defines a body of
ecumenical harmony bridging the perfect sovereignties of
separate national cultures. In other words, that form of the
didectic is an efficient common principle properly shared
among otherwise perfectly sovereign, distinct national cul-
tures and their languages.

The additional point to be emphasized, isthat therelevant
dialogue must be expressed in terms of the predicates of each
sovereign national culture, even though the conclusionsto be
reached may be ultimately, truthfully the same among each
and al of those respectively sovereign nationa cultures.
Those aspects of national cultures which meet that standard
of “Classical” which is typified by my foregoing exposition
above, aretheexpression of themeansby which that ecumeni-
cal fraternity among sovereign cultures may be established
and maintai ned.

The pivotal issueof universal natural law isthefollowing.

At first thought, the human individua has two choices
of persona identity. For most persons in societies known
so far, the individual’s choice of personal identity is that
associated with the mortal existence between conception and
death. For persons of arelatively more cultivated disposition,
the essential identity of the individual is located in that
immortal personality which temporarily inhabits the mortal
existence. The first, inferior choice, thus locates the individ-
ual person’s mortal identity within the bounds of sense-
perception as such. The second, true sense of human individ-
ual identity locates the immortal existence of the individual,
by name, as good science recalls the persona name of those
discoverersof valid universal physical principlewhoseideas,
in fact, belonging to the Gauss-Riemann complex domain,
or, similarly, of Classical artistic composition, are handed
down from generation to generation. The great Classical
scientist or artist isthe epitome of atrue, implicitly immortal,
individual identity.

Intheexistenceof society sofar, thesuccessof any culture
depends upon the contributions of theleading role of the per-
sonsdevoted to the second, immortal sense of universal iden-
tity, as guides of a people which were pulled down morally
by an excessive emphasis on thelessthan universal, inferior,
mortal senseof personal identity. So, for al globally extended
European civilization to date, exceptional persons of univer-
sal outlook, such as Solon of Athens, the Socrates of Plato’s
dialogues, and Plato himself, are typical of, and essential for
theinternal European origins of the best of European culture
asawhole.

The point just underlined returns our attention to the
essential functional distinction of modern European civiliza-
tion. The obligation of the head of state is to defend the
sovereignty, and promote the general welfare of all theliving
and their posterity for the present and future of the nation
as awhole. Thus, the leadership of the nation requires per-
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sonswho efficiently embody an historical sense of universal-
ity, and who, thus, act as an indispensable agent of national
conscience, to subordinate the small-minded, parochial im-
pulses of the people to the universality of the past, present,
and future historical existence of the nation as a whole.
This requires of such leaders, whether official or moral, a
commitment to a sense of historical past, present, and future
humanity as a whole. This means a commitment to the
discovery and application of principles which are not only
those properly characteristic of the nation, but al so of human-
ity generally.

Therelated problem in theworld thusfar, the U.S.A. and
Europe included, is that our people, even our leaders, are
much too small-minded, even miserably petty in both the
moral and practical expression of their opinionsand practices.
Throughout known history, as Solon of Athenswarned, good
societies have depended upon the interventions of morally
and intellectually exceptional leaders, such as our Benjamin
Franklin, Abraham Lincoln, et a., to lead the people of a
nation out of that folly which they then, as during recent
decades, have brought down upon themselves.

On this account, our Federal Constitution, which was
shaped by aid of reflection onthewarning by Solon of Athens,
has been the most durably effective instrument of all modern
political history, even through long periods during which that
Consgtitution was savagely betrayed, as during the 1964-2003
interval. The crucial element of true geniusin that Constitu-
tion, is expressed asits Preamble, to which al interpretation
of other elementsof the Constitution, itsamendments, Federal
laws, and Federal Court decisions, aresubject. Theinvocation
of that triadic principle of sovereignty, general welfare, and
posterity, lodged in that Preambl e, has been the point of refer-
enceand national renewablevirtuewhich hasmadeour politi-
cal Constitution the most durably efficient in known history.
The unexcelled genius so embedded in that Preamble, isthat
it obliges the Federal government to return to the standpoint
of true universality, to rescue the nation from the follies of
recurring, errant and petty currents of popular opinion. Thus,
when we adhereto that Constitution, inthat mode, our repub-
lic has a certain genius for immortality, if we use it, not
achieved by othersto date.

Theimportance of that view of our Constitution’s Pream-
ble is usefully contrasted to the fatal traditionalism of the
ultramontane, Roman Code of Diocletian. Tradition in the
senseof that Codeisthedeadliest enemy of any peoplefoolish
enough to embrace such a policy. It is change for the better
which must constantly supercede such tradition. Scientific
and Classical cultural progress must be the tradition which
constantly supercedes any other tradition. Itisinthis, that the
immortality of the personality inhabiting the mortal individ-
ual is secured. Only the nation so committed to endless prog-
ress can secure its citizens the rightful access to true func-
tional immortality.

Thisbrings usto the matter of the principlesof curvature.
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3. The Principles of Curvature

| return our attention to the opening thematic topic of this
report. Thistime, | focus attention on the example of J. Clerk
Maxwell as—Ilike such followers of Ernst Mach as the
Ludwig Boltzmann who played a key role in laying the
groundwork for the Wiener-von Neumann “information the-
ory” hoax—onewhoisstill among thevery influential, Nine-
teenth-Century figures in the corruption polluting academic
and related science-instruction and belief still today.

J. Clerk Maxwell’s reprehensible “explanation” of his
fraudulent treatment of the combined contributions of Gauss,
Weber, and Riemann (and Ampere' s principle) to the found-
ing of electrodynamics, typifies the hoaxes which underlie
the generally accepted classroom view of cosmogony today,
till today. Maxwell’ s explanation of hisfraudulent behavior
was his self-described “moral” indignation at the prospect of
being obliged to acknowledge the existence of “any geome-
tries” other than “ our own.” He meant the empiricist’ s reduc-
tionist tradition of Sarpi, Galileo, Euler, Lagrange, Laplace,
Cauchy, Faraday, Clausius, Grassmann, Kelvin, and
Helmholtz.* Theresult of that and kindred expressions of the
popular, but immoral view still prevalent in classrooms and
related premises today, is the following generally accepted
view of cosmogony in general.

Theroot of this problem is typified by the form of soph-
istry which | have described as associated with the “aprior-
isms’ of Aristotleand Euclid, and expressed inamoreradical
form by modern empiricism and its derivatives.

Thisaprioristic tradition produces a reductionist concep-
tion of the universe, a conception which is an intrinsically
entropic set of “ivory tower” definitions, axioms, and postu-
lates. The submission of physical scientiststo the acceptance
of that aprioristic hoax, as expressed by Euler, Lagrange, La-
place, Cauchy, et al., resultsin asuperimposed, axiomatically
entropic, mathematical interpretation of physical evidence.
Acceptable physical theories are those designed to fit that
“generally accepted classroom” notion of mathematical mod-
els. In turn, deductions are made from the theories so cor-
rupted, to the effect that varying interpretations concocted
within the bounds of those pathetic deductive schemes, be-
come hotly debated in academic circles, and spill over in the
form of silly, essentially superficial debates on such matters
inthelay press. In general, all agree, today, that the universe
isessentially entropic asawhole.

As| shall restate the case summarily here and now, One
of the most rel evant modern approachesto exposing thefraud

39. To propose that Maxwell’s views on this point are typical of England,
overlooksthework of thefounder of the concept of the programmabledigital
computer, Charles Babbage. Babbage, young Herschel, and Peacock’ s blast
at the incompetence of the taught mathematics of early Nineteenth-Century
Britain, typify the existence of acompetent current of international modern
culturein physical science, operatingin parallel to theincompetent “ Enlight-
enment” traditions.
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of cosmogoniesof that reductionist type, hasbeentheelabora
tion of the notions of the Biosphere and Nodsphere by agreat
successor of D.I. Mendeleyev, Vladimir Vernadsky.® | have
addressed that contribution by Vernadsky invariouslocations
published earlier; on this present occasion, | merely summa-
rize the essentials relevant to the present topic. The crucial
point to be emphasized, is the way in which Vernadsky’s
development and application of the principles of biogeoche-
mistry gave fresh expression to what had been the tradition-
ally Classical view since Plato et al., that the universe is a
multiply-connected composite of three distinct, principled
phase-spaces: the ostensibly non-living, the living, and the
human-cognitive. Vernadsky’s approach, biogeochemistry,
supplied the modern experimental basisfor defining the prin-
cipled distinctions and principled interconnections among
those three phase-spaces.

The successive work of Pasteur, Curie, Vernadsky, et al.,
demonstrated, experimentally, that, from the standpoint of
experimental physical chemistry, “life” is a category of uni-
versal physical principle which is efficient, but does not lie
within the domain of non-living processes. Hence, it repre-
sents adistinct universal phase-space. Similarly, the creative
powers of the human mind express principles which do not
lie within the domain of living processes generally. Hence,
human cognition, which Vernadsky terms noésis, which is
expressed by the Platonic diaectic, is not a principle merely
derived, experimentally, from living processes in general: it
can not be derived from living processes in general, but, in-
stead, intervenes within the domain of living processes, as if
by a higher, anti-entropic principle from “outside’ life in
general .#

Vernadsky’'s application of what he defined as bio-
geochemistry, shows that living processes dominate the non-
living increasingly, and that noésis dominates biogeochemi-

40. It issufficient to note here, that the el aboration of Mendeleyev’ sfamous
discovery had two successive phases of development. The first, was that
which usually commands attention, and interpretation from a reductionist
standpoint. Thesecond, theoptical-geometric approach, echoing Plato’ scon-
cept of power, rather than Aristotle’ s misleading doctrine of energy, empha-
sized by the work of our leading collaborator, the late physical chemist
Professor Robert Moon of Chicago University, is yet to be fully grasped.
However, Vernadsky's treatments of the Biosphere and Nobsphere, imply
the implications of the second level of Mendeleyev’s work. Unfortunately,
thecorrupting influence of Britain’ s Cambridge University systems-analysis
group, of John von Neumann-influenced Lord Kaldor, et al., on Soviet sci-
ence, viathe Laxenberg, Austrialnternational Institute for Applied Systems
Analysis (IIASA), induced the spread of a pro-Malthusian, pro-reductionist
view among some late-Soviet-era Russian students of Vernadsky’s work.
Consequently, the fact that Vernadsky’ swork implicitly showsthe universe
to be anti-entropic, rather than entropic, is obscured among a significant
portion of even hisfollowersin Russiaand Ukraine today.

41. This notion of noésis corresponds to the complementary notions of indi-
vidual human soul and Creator, in Christian theology, for example. The
immortal aspect of human life, which is the site of the dialectical creative
powers of the human mind, isahigher state of being than the non-living and
biotic processes themselves. Vernadsky, like Plato, gives the ontological
quality of that soul arigorously experimental-scientific basis.
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cal processesincreasingly. From the vantage-point of statisti-
cal thermodynamics, life is intrinsically anti-entropic, rela
tive to non-living processes, and noésisisintrinsically anti-
entropic, relative to living processes generally. Hence, the
universe as the interaction among these three ontological
qualities of principle, is intrinsicaly anti-entropic, since all
phase-spaces are efficiently multiply-connected. The uni-
verse is ruled by the principle which is to be adduced from
the pervasive principle of the Platonic diaectic, as Plato’'s
Timaeus points to this, and as Pacioli, Leonardo da Vinci,
and Kepler point to this.

In addition, theway in which the respective phase-phases
of non-living, living, and noétic processesinteract, isauniver-
sal physical principle. Thisinteraction is of the form which
Plato identifies as powers, in contrast to Aristotle’s and the
empiricist’ scontrary, sterileprincipleof energy, and, asPhilo
of Alexandria, for example, argues against the “post-cre-
ation” sterility of aGod aswrongly defined by Aristotle.

Review the methodological implications of what | have
justwritten. Review thematter fromthevantage-point of epis-
temology.

Fraudulent substitutesfor scientific method, such asAris-
totle and the empiricists explicitly, and the reductionists gen-
eraly, argue for a priori definitions, axioms, and postul ates,
on the premise that those arbitrary assumptions appear to
explain ashadowy universe confined to the shadowy appear-
ances of sense-perception. They then, as Euler, Lagrange,
Laplace, Cauchy, Clausius, et al. do, interpret the phenomena
statistically according to the precepts of those arbitrary pre-
sumptions. An epistemology which abhors arbitrary pre-
sumptions, looksinto the human mental processesto uncover,
there, al presumptions applied to the interpretation of expe-
rience.

Theresult is comparable to Riemann’ s leading argument
in his habilitation dissertation: No universal assumption can
be alowed in physical science which is not rooted, like
Kepler's discovery of universal gravitation, in evidence
which provesthat acertainrelevant classof phenomenaexists
only as a reflection of a thought-object, a set of universal
physical principles, which exist only outside, and beyond the
reach of mere sense-certainty. However, the efficiency of
those universal physical principles, is demonstrable from a
rigorous experimental scrutiny of experience, especialy, as
Vernadsky defines the Noosphere, man’s experience in will-
fully changing hisuniversethrough application of the discov-
ery of such principles. Hence, the universe of physical scien-
tific inquiry has a physical-geometrical doubleness, which
combines sense-experience, as an intrinsicaly non-linear
process in universal principle, with the “curvature” of effi-
cient actions (universal physical principles) external to direct
sense-perception.

Our Creative Sun
Hence, we have the following picture of mankind’s uni-
verse, asviewed experimentally. | devel op that pictureintwo
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successive steps of approximation.

In first approximation, the universe appears to be com-
posed of two sets of universal physical principles, thefirst set
of principles, m, asthe implied totality of discoverable such
principles, and the smaller set, n, of experimentally validated
principles presently known to mankind. However, in second
approximation, the universe m is already developing in an
anti-entropic way prior to man’'s willful intervention. Take,
asillustration of that argument, the case of the “history” of
the Solar System.

Currently, our best knowledge is, that the Solar System
began asafast-spinning, youthfully exuberant solitary Sunin
the universe at large. According to Kepler's principles, this
young Sun spun off some part of itsmaterial into adisk orbit-
ting the Sun itself. If we assume polarized nuclear fusion
occurring within that disk, then it were possiblefor polarized
fusion, and, presumably, only polarized fusion, to havegener-
ated the observed periodic table of the Solar System. That
fusion-generated material from the disk would have been
“fractionally distilled” into approximately the Platonic orbits
defined by Kepler. Then, according to Gauss's reading of
the matter, the elliptical-harmonic characteristics of the orbit
would have “condensed” the material distributed along each
orbit into relevant planets and their moons. The crucial view
of thishypothesiswas provided by Gauss' s proof of Kepler's
case for the self-fractured missing planet, the debris known
asthe Asteroid belt.

Such Kepler-Gauss-et al. conclusions are in accord with
the primary characteristics of what | have summarily de-
scribed as Vernadsky’ s systemic biogeochemical view of the
universe. In other words, the argument is, that the universe
is created as an intrinsically self-developing universe, in a
process of development expressed, inclusively, by built-in
generation of more highly differentiated states of self-organi-
zation. Additionally, that the anti-entropic principle of cogni-
tion (noésis) already existed inthat universe“from the begin-
ning,” but could be expressed as man only under the
emergence of certain new, lawfully generated states of local
organization of the universe as part of the universe’ soverall,
anti-entropic self-devel opment. Since the anti-entropic prin-
ciplesof lifeand noésis are of auniversal quality inheringin
amultiply-connected universe, the universe was always anti-
entropic as a whole. Man’s manifest power to increase his
willful control over the universe through nothing other than
noésis, demonstratesthisexperimentally. Such isthework of
epistemology; no ideas arelegitimate, unless the necessity of
their coming into being is demonstrated from an experimen-
tal standpoint.

This view of the universe has a complementary proof.
Men and women who view their personal existencein away
whichiscoherent with that view of the universe, are the most
effective leaders of mankind, in physical science, in art, and
otherwise. Thosewho sharetheburden of acontrary “feeling”
about the universe tend to be failures as leadersin any crisis
intheir life' swork.
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If you believe that you are truly immortal in the sense of
the universewhich | have summarized here, then you have an
unshakeable capacity for effective leadership, in what hap-
pensto be your appropriate life' swork, as Jeanne d' Arc did
for thecoming-into-being of the sovereign nation-state repub-
lic, for example; as Ludwig Beethoven’ swork showsthis; as
the saintly Friedrich Schiller did, as poet, dramatist, phil oso-
pher, and historian. For the scienti st who approachesthistopic
of reflection as | do here, there exists a very clear physical-
scientific proof of that sublime notion of immortality. The
weight of such aline of argument, is, considering man’s ex-
traordinary placeintheuniverse, the outlook onthat universe
which produces the most effective motivation for improve-
ment of the universe, is an expression of the outlook which
most nearly corresponds to what the universe actualy is.

This universe has no beginning, and no end. As Einstein
once put the point, theuniverseisfiniteand unbounded. There
isnothing outsideit, and nothing existsbefore or after it. Itis
a self-developing, anti-entropic universe, ruled by that same
personal principle which is reflected in the maturely devel-
oped work of the great creative scientist and Classical artist;
itisapersonalized universe, represented a personalized Cre-
ator, knowabl e as personalized because he expressesthe same
noétic principle which setsthe human individual apart from,
and above al lower forms of existence. In those our travels
we call our mortal life, within this universe, timeis not mea-
sured as back and forth, but, rather, up and down, just as
the unfolding development of the Solar System, from afast-
spinning, young, solitary Sun, suggests. What we should call
“progress,” is up, and we call “tradition,” or “entropy,” is
down. It istherefore awonderful universein whichto live.

What, then, is our life? The answer comes. “Your lifeis
what you do with it, what you do for past, present, and future
humanity as awhole, what you do for man’ swillful assump-
tion of increasing responsibilitiesfor the noétic development
of the universe itself.” Your life, your immortality, is your
work to such effects. Y ou have but a brief mortal existence;
therefore, spend that talent wisely, according to what the uni-
verseanditsCreator requireof youasyour work. Suchinsight
into the condition of our brief existence in a mortal frame,
frees us from all of those doubts which make cowards of all
like Shakespeare’'s Hamlet, all like the typical, relative best
among nearly all U.S.A. political leaders, for exampl e, today.
We who grasp those principles are more powerful morally
than others, because we have no Hamlet-like need to doubt
the value of whatever good we may be able to contribute
toward the improvement of the human condition and to the
betterment of the universe weinhabit.

This was recognized, at least to some useful degree of
approximation, even among certain English poets who came
later than Shakespeare. Wordsworth wrote of “intimations
of immortality,” Keats described the matter with beautiful
elegancein his“Ode on a Grecian Urn,” and Shelley went to
theessenceof thepractical issueinhis* In Defenceof Poetry,”
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in celebrating periods of history of a people during which
thereisan upsurge of “the power of communicating profound
and impassioned conceptions respecting man and nature.”

When we have come, thus, to our reconciliation with the
fact of mortal life and death, as the requiem for a deceased
hero, or friend, should jolt usjoyfully into remembering this
fact, weare ableto becometruly moral persons, at last. When
we see that the brevity of mortal life has a purpose expressed
by theimmortal soul’ srealization of thework of noésis, there
is nothing, as the man might have said, “which can stop us”
from performing that mission which is more precious to us,
and to the Creator, than our mortal existenceitself.

Theuniverseisthere, without anything outsideit, without
beginning or end. If we make ourselves part of its purpose,
we are everything; it we betray that purpose, we are as noth-
ing. Thus, our view of that universe is the great source of
added strength, which produces the greatest leaders in sci-
ence, in Classical art, and in political life.

Unfortunately, relatively few persons have come to the
point of knowing that view. They seek, foolishly, themeaning
of lifeinthetrash-pilewhichis, usually, the currently popular
body of opinion. Today, many are somewhat like the singer
of trashwho diesin an ugly way of an overdose of aso-called
recreational drug. Itisthestink of pessimism, whichistoday’s
prevalent popular opinion, which produces the fearful Ham-
letswhich haveserved astherelatively better political leaders,
and fosters that fearful rage of popular despair on which to-
day’s fascist thugs, the so-called “neo-conservatives,” feed
like greedy vultures.

Such demoralizing fears are nourished by a pessimistic
attitudetoward theprogressof what iscalled physical science,
and by the spread of the Satanic influence of existentialist
cults of those truth-haters of the Frankfurt-School style. On
the one side, optimism toward the universe and mankind's
place in it, breeds morality and happiness; pessimistic atti-
tudes toward scientific and technological progress, and
Hobbesian pessimism toward mankind, arethe stuff of which
Hitlers are made.

L et the Sun shinein our view of the universe of whichwe
are a part. That Sun is not an object, but a self-developing
process, as is the universe as a whole. See ourselvesin that
setting, and see, above al, the special forever-immortal place
of mankind in the universal, boundless, endless process of
Creation asawhole.

Oncewe haverecognized the existence of universal phys-
ical principles as (implicitly Riemannian) thought-objects,
wehave gained accessto amore advantageousinsight into the
practical implications of those general notions of curvature
developed, successively, by Gauss and Riemann.

You do not “see” this curvature itself with your senses.
Do not ruin your days attempting to do so. You see it with
your mind, not your senses. Nonethel ess, you areableto prove
itsefficient existence by aid of the evidence provided by your
senses, just as Kepler discovered the intention which he rec-
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ognized as universal gravitation. Look at the thought-object
which was Kepler's discovery of gravitation. (Do not waste
unnecessary time on that slime-ball Galileo and hisempiricist
cult-followers.)

Think of what | identified, above, as the Sensorium. Try
to map observed celestial events, for example, ontheimplied
surface of theinterior of that Sensorium. How, then, shall we
treat irregular movements, movements which do not corre-
spond to notions of physical laws as Aristotle or Claudius
Ptolemy, for example, did? Now, define a curvature of some-
thing touching the apparent trajectory of the planet or star, a
trajectory which is not to be seen visualy, but only in the
imagination. This measured, but unseen trgjectory touches
and regulates the action along the Sensorium-trgjectory at
every point. The movement of that unseen trajectory, along
the Sensorium, defines the impact of an unseen physical ge-
ometry, for which the apparently seen trgectory is but a
shadow of reality.

By returning, more radically than Gauss had done pub-
licly, to the Pythagorean type of pre-Euclidean (e.g., anti-
Euclidean) physical (constructive) geometry of Plato et al.,
Riemann eradicated all relicsof Euclidean or kindred geome-
tries from the competent opinion of modern science, leaving
us with nothing but the observational Sensorium, whose re-
flected motions express the unseen physical curvatures asso-
ciated with thosethought-objectsweknow asuniversal physi-
cal principles.

The existing array of such universal physical principles,
can be estimated, at any point in experience, as representing
what | have referenced as the “m” universal physical princi-
plesof the universe asawhole. Of these possible“m” princi-
ples, mankind so far knows, actually, only some, “n.” Each
of thelatter correspondsto acurvature, but thearray of known
such principles, also defines a curvature relative to what is
observed experimentally intermsof the Sensorium. Thecom-
bined effect of those curvatures also represents acurvature, a
curvature implicitly determined by the interaction of all of
the behind-the-scenes curvatures taken into account.

Now comes man’'s willful intervention, guided by such
acquired knowledge, into the universe. Mankind’ swillful ac-
tion on behalf of an accumulation of discovered such princi-
ples, changes the universe. For example, the rate of man's
effective action on the universe speeds up as scientific prog-
ressis applied. The net curvature of the apparent universeis
thus changed by scientific progress. Man thus creates new
states of nature, such that the curvature of the universe of
man'’ s action, and experience, is changed.

Thus, as we know more of the principles of the universe,
our opinion of the curvature of the universe changes. Aswe
apply that increased knowledge successfully, the curvature
of the universe of man’saction is changed.

Take, for example, the shift from power-sources associ-
ated with chemical combustion, to the qualitatively higher
“energy flux densities” of nuclear fission, and thequalitatively
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still-higher such densities of nuclear fusion, or, perhaps, so-
called matter-antimatter reactions.

For example, if we outlaw nuclear fission as a principal
power-source, we place limits on the human condition which
must result in a global catastrophe for the human species.
If we fail to master nuclear fusion, another catastrophe for
mankind as a whole lies a bit further down the line. Those
who desireto keep most of mankindin the condition of virtual
human cattle, are therefore intent on preventing the general
use of nuclear fission and fusion as power-sources. For, if
we raise the standard of living, and education, of humanity
generaly, what oligarchy could hope to continue overlord-
ship among mankind? The oligarchy prefers to keep the
masses of mankind brutally poor and as stupid as conditions
alow, as we see in the post-1973 changes in health-care,
education, popular-cultural, and related policiesof theU.S.A.
and other nations.

This brings the focus of our attention back to the nature
of the essential evils of Aristoteleanism, empiricism, and the
like, both respecting the practice of taught and practiced sci-
ence, and in education, and cultural policies (including reli-
giouspolicies, suchasthoseso-called U.S. reformed or poten-
tial, bi-polar and other drunks and dope-addicts known asthe
Elmer Gantry-style “religious fundamentalists’) generaly.
Stupefy the peopl e, and you havealready recruitedthemtothe
ranksof willing human cattle. Thepost-Civil War educational
“reforms’ for ex-slaves, of “not educating them above their
intended station in life,” typify the same policy of keeping
people captive within the barns and shacks, or barren fields
and stinking dumps, where the human cattle are housed.

4. Satanism & Economy

Theimmediately foregoing observations now bring usto
that point of discussion promised at the outset of this report:
Satanism and society, or, empiricism as the basis for the
American Enterprise Institute's, Heritage Foundation’s, and
kindred swamp-creatures’ practice of de facto Satanism in
thenameof political-economy. First, afew essential historical
facts about Satanism.

The tradition of Satanism in modern Europe is traced,
today, chiefly, from the reign of the Roman Emperor and
Mithra-cultist Tiberius at the Isle of Capri; and, secondly,
fromtheroleof Venice sfinancier oligarchy during and since
its position of defacto ruling imperial maritime power of the
Mediterranean and Europe; morewidely since developments
beginning theinterval from the reign of the Emperor Otto |11
and the time of Norman Conquest, until the decline of Ven-
ice’'simperial pretensions as a state toward the close of the
Seventeenth Century. However, thetradition of Venice' sdip-
lomatic/spy system and itsrole as amanipulator of European
history through itsfinancier-oligarchical networks, continues
to the present day. Attack the traditions of Capri and Venice
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explicitly on such relevant historical pointsof continuing im-
portance today, and you will think you have touched a politi-
cal and religious hornet’ s nest.

Thecentral reference-point for identifying the continuing
historical significance of Tiberius and the cult of Capri for
leading features of Twentieth-Century European history till
today, isthe Satanist’s emphasis on the actual historical role
of Tiberius and his de facto son-in-law Pontius Pilate in the
Crucifixion of Jesus Christ. The cult of Tiberius at Capri, is
the principal modern cult of the Anti-Christ.

Thisset of connectionsof continuing major relevancefor
today, is typified by the set of explicitly pro-Satanic cults
associated with aleading crony of H.G. Wells, Bertrand Rus-
sell, and Julian and Aldous Huxley, the avowed Satanist and
Theosophist Aleister Crowley. Gregory Bateson, the one-
time spouse of witch-staff-wielding popul ation-control -freak
Margaret Mead, is also found at the center of the networks
associated with the Capri pro-Satanist cults. The history of
fascism,*”? from its founder, occultist Napoleon Bonaparte,
through Mussolini, Hitler, and Spain’s Franco, is a history
redolent with the pro-Satanic occult tradition of Capri’s
Twentieth-Century Mithra-cult proceedings, including the
Maxim Gorky cult-sessions at the Capri grotto. Fascism to-
day, as practiced by the L eo Strauss-related U.S. neo-conser-
vatives around Vice-President Dick Cheney, is the leading
political expression of Satanism.*

The posing of theissue of Satanism, as| do here, isnot in
any way an exaggeration of that subject’s practical signifi-
cance for society today. Asthe danger of world war from the
actually Synarchist cult of neo-conservatives attests, thereis
no sane basisfor objecting to raising theissue of Satanismin
connection with today’ s world strategic crises. The problem
to be mastered, isunderstanding it asaclinical phenomenon,
thenature and causes of thekind of mass-phenomenon mental
disease it expresses, as| do here.

Asl haveindicated at the outset of thisreport, the essence
of the matter isthat suppressing responsivenessto the essen-
tial difference between man and beast, is the essential func-
tional distinction of what is Satanism-in-fact. When that mat-
ter isviewed in that rigorously scientific way, we are obliged
to recognize that the known existence of society prior to the
referenced Fifteenth-Century Renaissance was a state of af-
fairs in which some people hunted or herded other people
as virtually human cattle. The treatment of the mgjority of
humanity ashuman cattle, asbeasts, degraded the huntersand
keepers to a common bestiality. Thus, the pre-history and

42. |.e., what is officially known to U.S. and French intelligence services
under the post-World War | file designation of “Synarchism/Nazi Com-
munism.”

43. Today’ simperial, e.g., “ neo-conservative” form of fascism isknown by
such rubrics as “universal fascism,” and the Nazi international Waffen SS-
copied form known in the U.S.A. as the “Revolution in Military Affairs
(RMA).”
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history of mankind hasbeen, essentially, along effort toliber-
ate mankind from self-inflicted bestiality.

In the history of European civilization, this struggle
against the hegemony of bestiality includes such featured de-
velopments as the history of science running through the Py-
thagoreans, Solon of Athens, and Plato, through the principle
of human universality as in the image of the Creator, estab-
lished by Jesus Christ, and spread through, most notably, the
Gospel of John and Epistles of Paul. The realization of that
impact of a Classical Greek-situated Christianity upon Juda
ism and, later, Islam, prepared the ground for the first emer-
gence of the modern nation-state under the conditions pro-
duced by thereturn from Latin, to revived emphasis upon the
morally and intellectually superior Classical Greek culture of
Plato’ sAcademy at Athens, during the Fifteenth-Century Re-
nai ssance.

As| have emphasized, the Venice-orchestrated religious
warsof the 1511-1648 interval’ s “little New Dark Age,” and
the wrecking of France's Seventeenth-Century renaissance
by the combined legacy of Louis XIV and the Eighteenth-
Century Enlightenment, reduced the prospectsfor continuing
thepolitical legacy of the Renai ssancefounding of themodern
nation-state, to the European backing for the effort, led by
Benjamin Franklin, in North America. The London-directed
efforts of Lord Shelburne’s Jeremy Bentham, et al.—which
launched the July 14, 1789 storming of the Bastille as a plot
to prevent the continued effort for theBailly-L af ayette consti-
tution—and the subsequent Jacobin Terror and Napoleon’'s
reign, ruined the possibility of establishing truerepublicslike
the U.S.A. in Europe. The result was the mixed blessing of
certain reforms of the feudal order, producing the presently
typical Anglo-Dutch Liberal model of banker-controlled par-
liamentary democracy.*

Today, unfortunately, the success of the right-wing cur-
rents associated with the 1966-1968 Presidential campaign of
Richard Nixon, and the incumbency of Nixon’'s control by
the proconsulate of Henry Kissinger, George Shultz, Paul
Volcker, et al., unleashed that uprooting of the U.S. constitu-
tional tradition which has brought ruin upon both the Ameri-
cas, Europe, and sub-Saharan Africatoday.

Nonetheless, the U.S. Constitution isthe most durable of
all designs of government in the world today, a Constitution
which has been brought back, repeatedly, as from the grave,
as under Presidents Abraham Lincoln and Franklin Roose-
velt. Themost crucial element of true geniusin that Constitu-
tionisits Preamble, whichisin itself, as| have described it,
the fundamental law of our republic.

44. The attempt to establish the Fifth Republicin France, under which Fran-
ce' snationd finances weretied to the U.S. model of the gold-reserve-based
fixed-change-rate system, is the most notable approximation of an actual
republic in Europe to date. That was ruined by the U.S.-led developments of
1971-72, but the legacy of that aspect of “Gaullism” lingers as a potential
future benefit today.
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To round out the argument of this report, consider the
following strategic assessment of the present world situ-
ation.

If you were the Devil himself, and wished to eradicate
from this planet all that represented the efficient difference
between man and beast, from whence would you launch your
attack? To establish a world-empire for Satan, so to speak,
what part of the world would you choose as prime target
for takeover?

Go back to the Summer of 1944. The Allied breakthrough
in Normandy has assured the early doom of the Nazi regime.
A President Franklin D. Roosevelt, tired from the combina-
tion of his continuing illness and his labors, is preparing for
the post-war reorgani zation of theworld asaworld composed
of a unity of anti-colonialist principle among sovereign na-
tion-states. He has chosen his Vice-President Henry Wallace
as, once again, the choice of Vice-Presidential nominee for
the coming Democratic Party convention. The right-wing,
inside and outside the U.S.A.—representing those financier
interests, and their accomplices, behind the Synarchist rulers
of Nazi Germany, fascist Italy and Spain, and Vichy France—
are determined to secure themselves against the looming
threat of justice, and to ensure atermination of those policies
which President Roosevelt represents. Thus, Senator Harry
Trumanisforced upon Roosevelt asreplacement for Wallace
at the convention.

Theelection of President Dwight Eisenhower temporarily
reversed the drive toward a fascist takeover of the U.S.A.
under Truman, but it proved to be only a set-back, adelay for
the ambitions of those utopian, factional forces of intended
international fascism who are associated today with names
such as “neo-conservatives’ and a “Revolution in Military
Affairs(RMA).” The 1962 missilecrisis, the assassination of
President Kennedy, and thelaunching of the U.S. official war
inIndo-China, transformedthe United Statesfromtheworld's
leading producer economy, into the parasitical, bankrupt, and
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LaRouche campaigners, backin
early 2001, forecast, and also
called for, the bankruptcy of
Enron. LaRouche shows how the
extremes of empiricism spilled
from mathematicsto social and
economic policy, asin the pro-
Satanic cult of freetrade. “ The
pernicious effect of carrying those
statistical fadsto their limit, is. . .
expressed by the Enron and other
examples of the proliferating
effects of empiricismon social and
political practicetoday.”

world-predatory consumer society it has degenerated into be-
coming today.

Theessential feature of thischangeistypified by therefer-
enced case of Associate Federal Justice Antonin Scalia spro-
fascist, and frankly pro-Satanic doctrine of “shareholder
value.” The essence of the Satanic quality which Scalia
merely typifies, isthe denia of the essential principles of the
U.S. Constitution, most notably the anti-Satanic principles of
“general welfare” and “ posterity.”

The denial of the right of the population to be devel oped
and employedin serviceof that reali zed scientific-technol ogi-
cal progress essential to the human nature of the population
asawhole, istheessenceof practical Satanism, thebestializa-
tion of the people as human cattle deemed best suited to serve
asthe prey of afinancier-predator class.

The objective of such pranks, isnot merely to deprive the
peopleof their right to such devel opment of society. Thetruly
Satanic character of the onslaught against the U.S. Constitu-
tion, isthe commitment to eradi cate from the peopl ethe popu-
lar will to participate in scientific-technological progress. If
the people are caused to degenerate in that way, then they—
like the popular opinion of the citizens of ancient imperial
Romemarching intoenjoy thebestial spectaclesof thegladia-
torial arena—uwill becomefascistslikethoseancient Romans.
Then, they, and similar populations of subject other nations,
will became a predatory mass of beast-men, to bring about
the Satanic goal of uprooting an order among people which
was dedicated to the principle of man and woman made
equally in the image of the Creator. Thereis no policy more
Satanic than such areliving of the ancient Roman Empire of
Tiberius, et al.

Could any of you be so degenerate, as to be willing to
compromise with that Satanic intention being expressed by
the neo-conservative changelingsinfesting the U.S. govern-
ment, and the Democratic National Committee's tyrants
today?

Feature 39



1ZliRInternational

Indian Prime Minister in
China: ‘A Good Beginning’

by Mary Burdman

China and India are, as China’s Prime Minister Wen Jiabao nership; their “broad mutual interest” in peace, stability, and
noted recently, the two ancient world civilizations, whoseprosperity; and that their common interests outweigh differ-
populations now are two-fifths of mankind. These two giant  ences. China and India agreed to “fully utilize” their potential
nations, with many-thousand-year histories, tend to think irfor cooperation.

terms of generations when making policy—which today, em- Wen Jiabao told the Chinese press: “We made one great
bodies many of their ancient values. Hence, what is trulyachievement.” The Declaration shows, he said, that “China-
extraordinary, is how rapidly both sides heralded the visit of India bilateral ties had entered a new phase.”

Indian Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee to China June  The achievements of Vajpayee’s visit, have cleared the
22-27 as the beginning of a “new era.” From their beginning, way for India and China to act effectively on their joint inter-
Vajpayee’s meetings with his host, Chinese Prime Ministerests, and in the interests of developing nations generally, for
Wen Jiabao, and with President Hu Jintao and othervery high-  the first time in 40 years. Both nations have made a critical
level Chinese leaders, were publicly hailed as “successful,5tep toward setting aside the legacies of Britishimperialism—

“excellent,” and “fruitful” from both sides. which led directly to their boundary frictions—and the Cold
This has sent a strong message to the world. War.
Indian External Affairs Minister Yashwant Sinha, who Behind the scenes, preparation for Vajpayee’s trip have

accompanied the Prime Minister, expressed his enthusiasm breen ongoing for several years. High-level delegations of
aninterview to the BBC on June 26. “This was an outstanding both sides had been meeting regularly, but very quietly, to
visit. The Chinese side said the first visit by Prime Ministerwork out viable arrangements on complicated issues, includ-
Vajpayee as Foreign Minister in 1979 had succeeded in ice- ing the disputed border, over which China and India had
breaking. And this time, they said it has been the beginninggone—briefly—to war in 1962. When those arrangements
of anew era.” were finalized, the visit was announced.

“There was no attempt on the part of either party to avoid
an issue, evade an issue, sweep an issue under the carpehe Border Region
Everything has been discussed as frankly and as freely as Two immediate developments show the progress made
possible between two friendly countries,” Sinha said. There on these issues. One, is the “Memorandum on Expanding
will be “many more” exchanges before this year is out, heBorder Trade,” signed on June 23. The second development,
said. President Hu Jintao and Prime Minister Wen Jiabao were is the arrival in India on June 30, of an unprecedented 58
both invited to visit India. member delegation from the Air Force of the People’s Libera-

On June 23, the two Prime Ministers signed their nations’  tion Army to begin a one-week tour.
first-ever “Declaration on Principles for Relations and Com-  The agreement to expand border trade, which opened up
prehensive Cooperation between the People’s Republic of  the old “Silk Route” between Sikkim and Tibet, is not only
China and Republic of India.” The Declaration emphasizesery important for broad regional development, but also lays
both sides’ commitment to developing their long-term part-  the basis to resolve questions and disputes over the status o
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Sikkimin Indiaand Tibet in China, in abeneficial economic
context. Large sectionsof the 3,500 kilometer Chinese-Indian
border are disputed, for many reasons of geography and his-
tory. The border region lies in remote areas of the highest
mountain ranges in the world; British imperial policy to set
up “buffer states” between its then-colony India and China,
left many complicationsin its wake.

The new Memorandum opens*“ another passon the India-
Chinaborder,” the Nathuala Pass, for trade. The Indian side
designated “Changgu of Sikkim State” and the Chinese side
“Renginggang of the Tibet Autonomous Region” as venues
for border trade markets. This wording is notable, because
Beijing hasnot yet officially recognized Sikkim as part of the
Indian Union, which it was made when the Sikkim govern-
ment abolished the monarchy in 1975. On the Indian side,
this is the first time it has officialy used the term “Tibet
Autonomous Region,” the official Chinese name for Tibet.

InaJune 21 interview with the leading Indian press, pub-
lished on the eve of Vajpayee's visit, Prime Minister Wen
Jiabao expressed his*“ great confidencein the broad prospects
of bilateral cooperation.” Theboundary issue, heemphasized,
is“ahistorical burden on our two countries left over by the
colonialists.” “ The Chinese side,” he said “stands for afair,
reasonable and mutually acceptable solution to the issue.”

For hispart, PrimeMinister V ajpayeesaid at the Shanghai
pressconferenceending hisvisit on June27, that thedecisions
on border trade “were taking usin the right direction.” With
this opening, “we have started the process by which Sikkim
will ceaseto beanissuein India-Chinarelations.”

“The kind of talks that | have had on the boundary issue
during this visit have, perhaps, never taken place before,”
Vajpayeesaid. This“new initiative,” hehoped, would“ accel-
erate the search for asolution.”
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Indian Prime Minister
Vajpayee met Shanghai
Mayor Yang Xiaodu and
other city officialson
June 25. Constant
progressin India-China
relationsisincreasing
the potential of the

“ Srategic Triangle”
India-China-Russia to
change international
policies.

Most important, was that the boundary questions have
been madewhat iscalled in Germany aChefsache—a" matter
for the chief.” During their 45-minute private talks on June
23, Vg payeesuggested to Wen Jiabao that they appoint repre-
sentativesto “explore” new methods to deal with border and
border trade matters. Wen responded positively within 24
hours. India srepresentativeisNational Security Advisor and
Prime Minister’s principal secretary Bragjesh Mishra; for the
Chinese side, it is Executive Vice-Foreign Minister Dai
Bingguo.

The economic devel opment potential of these agreements
ishuge. Chinaisrapidly building thefirst railroad to Tibet; if
other infrastructureisbuilt, the vast—and underdevel oped—
interior of southwestern Chinaand northeast India, aswell as
of the neighboring nations of Bangladesh and Myanmar,
could be opened up. Thisis a critical link in the “southern
tier” of the Eurasian Land-Bridge.

Regional Security

In Shanghai, Vajpayee said there would be no defense
agreement with China. However, “ confidence-building mea-
sures’ between the two militaries are aready expanding, and
joint exercises being planned for the first time. The Chinese
Air Force delegation, which includes eight major-generals, is
to visit India’ s Air Headquarters, Air Force stations at Agra
and Ojhar, the National Defence Academy and other joint
serviceinstitutions.

It was stated that fighter exerciseswere possiblelater this
year. This is particularly interesting, because both nations
have very close defense and military ties with Russia, and
both Air Forcesare equi pped with advanced Russian Sukhois.
China sbest fighter isthe Sukhoi-27, and I ndiahastwo squad-
rons of the more advanced Sukhoi-30MKI.
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The Chinese and Indian navies are also planning athree-
day joint search and rescue naval exercise, including major
warships from both sides, India's Vice Chief of Naval Staff
Vice Adm. John Desilva said on June 27. Date and place are
being worked out.

Vajpayee’ s visit was the third meeting of top Indian and
Chinese leaders within a month’s time. Two themes have
become bywords of their relations. One was the statement
made by Wen Jiabao to visiting Indian Defense Minister
Fernandes on April 21, that: “Our two big countries should
awaysbefriendly with each other from generation to genera-
tion. | think during the past 2,200 years, about 99.9% of the
time, we have devoted to friendly cooperation between our
twocountries. . . . Thetwo countrieshavehad along history of
interaction,” and misunderstandings* only 0.1% of thetime.”
Fernandeshastaken up thisthemeand repeatsit all over India.

Theother, isthe Chinese side’ sappreciation of the Indian
PrimeMinister asa“ man of peace” whoisseeking to resolve
the costly, long-term conflict with Pakistan. This was how
Wen Jiabao greeted Vg payee during their June 23 meeting,
and the idea was taken up by President Hu Jintao and former
President Jiang Zemin, chairman of the Central Military
Commission, who met Vajpayee the next day. The Indian
Prime Minister, for his side, emphasized how much he had
appreciated his meetings with Hu Jintao in St. Petersburg,
Russia, and Evian, France, in May.

Fernandes had made two other interventions to promote
Chinese-Indianrelationsafter hisApril visit. OnMay 3, at his
first pressconferenceafter returning from China, hepresented
the Chinese Ambassador Hua Junduo with medication to
combat the SARS epidemic. Hua Junduo responded with his
hopes that China and Indiawould jointly fight common ene-
mies such as poverty, terrorism, and SARS.

Second, on May 10, Germany’s Frankfurter Allgemeine
Zeitung published an interview in which Fernandes declared
that the U.S. nuclear presence in the Indian Ocean was first
onthelist of India sregional security concerns. The presence
of the U.S. nuclear fleet to the south of India, China’ snuclear
capability tothenorth, Pakistaninthewest, and finally, North
Korea—in that order—were the deciding factorsin Indid's
decision to go nuclear with itstestsin May 1998, Fernandes
said.

India snuclear testsand weapons*“ did not haveto dowith
Pakistan,” he said. “They have to do with our perception of
our regional security.” Therelevance of thislist of priorities,
continuesto the present, he said.

Economic Cooperation

As both sides emphasized, economic cooperation is the
key to India-Chinarelations. Overall economic relations are
expanding remarkably fast, although from alow level just a
few years ago. Last year, joint trade volume stood at more
than $4.9 billion, but already in just the first four months of
2003, this has risen by 70% year-on-year. China's total for-
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eign trade volume grew by 39.6% in the same four months.

PrimeMinister V aj payee spoketo 400 Chineseand Indian
entrepreneursat aforumon“ China-I ndiaEconomic Coopera-
tion and Development” in Beijing on June 24, and addressed
another 500 entrepreneurs two days later in Shanghai.

AttheBeijing forum, Vg payeesaid that hisvisitto China
has “truly been an eye-opener.” The annual 30% growth of
bilateral trade between China and India is significant, and
means that the total of $10 billion worth of trade—a goal
proposed by former Chinese Prime Minister Zhu Rongji on
hisvisittolndiainearly 2002—"islikely to beattained soon.”

“Chinaistoday theworld’ sfastest growing economy, and
your achievements in the economic transformation of your
country are truly remarkable,” Vapayee said. India has
lagged behind, he acknowledged, but hasin the last 12 years
has had an average annual growth of nearly 6%, while trade
with the rest of the world has grown by over 8% in the past
decade. “1 must note that the Indian business delegation ac-
companying me on this visit is among the largest that has
traveled withmeon my official visitsabroad. Thissayssome-
thing about the potential that Indian tradeand industry circles
see for economic cooperation with China,” Vajpayee told
the forum.

“It is very important to strengthen passenger and cargo
transportation links, banking support structureand tradefacil-
itation measures. . . . Of course we have much further to go
torealizethe full potential of our partnership.”

V g payeeannounced that thetwo governmentshavetaken
aconcrete step in that direction. “ Our two governments have
decided to make concerted effortsto move our economic co-
operationto greater heights.” At hismeeting with Wen Jiabao
the day before, it was decided that “we should form a Joint
Study Group of economists and officials from our two coun-
triesto review existing cooperation, to identify new areas of
promiseand to draw up acomprehensive perspective plan for
the further development of a multi-faceted interaction.” He
caled on business and industry of both sides to provide
“meaningful inputs’ for thisinitiative.

One concrete step, isthat the Chinese side has pledged an
investment of $500 million for infrastructure development
and resource building in India. Beijing is especially keen on
enhancing cooperation inthe areaof publicfinance and wants
to set up amechanism for a dialogue on this question.

Cooperation has an unlimited future. Chinese scientists
have stated that China has much to learn from India’ s“ green
revolution” in high-quality grain production, while, asIndian
observersnote, | ndiacouldlearnmuchfrom China’ sexpertise
ininfrastructure development.

The two Asian giants have every possibility to outflank
the geopolitical operations which have been played out in
Eurasia for so long. At Shanghai, India s Information and
Technology Minister Arun Shourie said the two countries
should not be part of the“ big game” that some otherswant to
play in the region. “If we want to be together, nobody can
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keep us apart,” Shourie said, while warning that if the two
sideslapseinto rivalry, then outside forces could intervene.

Before he left Shanghai, Vajpayee said he would remain
in regular contact with Wen Jiabao. “My discussions with
President Hu Jintao, Chairman Jiang Zemin and Premier Wen
Jiabao . . . were most cordia and fruitful,” he said. “We got
the distinct message from these meetings that China fully
reciprocates our desirefor mutual goodwill and for acompre-
hensive expansion of our cooperation in al areas. We were
also in agreement that cooperative relations between India
and Chinawould be apositiveforcein the search for amulti-
polar world order. All my interlocutors stressed that the cur-
rent global situation requires India and China to work to-
gether.”

One immediate effect of this working together, will be
enhanced relations among Eurasian nations, especially the
“Strategic Triangle” of China, India, and Russia.

This Strategic Triangle, based on Eurasian development,
istheconcept of strategicrelations, andacommunity of sover-
eign nation-states, that Lyndon LaRouche has been working
to bring about for many years, and which he presented anew
at aconferencein Bangalore, Indiain May 2003.

PressTrust of India(PTI1) quoted asenior ChineseForeign
Ministry official saying on June 30, that “China, Russia, and
India share many common interests in promoting a demo-
cratic international relationship and safeguarding interna
tional security and stability as well as developing regional
economy and safeguarding regional stability and develop-
ment.” Theofficia said that the countrieshave many identical
positions and concerns, and noted their joint discussions on
trilateral cooperation.

Inthe past, according to this official, the proposed Strate-
gic Triangle failed to take off mainly due to lack of trust
between New Delhi and Beijing. But with their bilateral rela-
tions having entered a new phase, trilateral ties of the coun-
tries “offer immense scope for them to cooperate, maintain
regional and global peace and stability.”

“Webelievethat those exchanges, coordinationand coop-
eration conformto enhancing mutual understanding and bilat-
eral ties between the three. They aso help to maintain peace
and stability of theregion and theworld at large,” PTI quoted
former Chinese Ambassador to India Zhou. Zhou, Secretary
Generd of theIndia-ChinaEminent Persons Group, said that
the three nations should have “realistic consultations’ on the
establishment of a multipolar world. At the same time, “all
the three countries want to have good relations with the U.S.
and are taking steps to further their individual bilateral ties
with Washington,” Zhou said. “While the trilateral ties do
not pose a threat to countries in the region, it could act asa
stabilising factor for peacein theregion.”

A Chineseproverb says, “ Every longjourney beginswith
onestep.” Prime Minister V ajpayee summed up histrip with
the Hindi variation: “Theroad ahead isalong one, but agood
beginning has been made.”
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Top Cleric: U.S. Can't
Write Iraq Constitution

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

The fatwa, or religious edict to Iragi Muslims, issued from
Najaf by Grand Ayatollah Sayyid Ali Husaini Sistani on June
30, called for there to be no revolt against U.S. and British
occupying forces, but that it isillegitimate for the U.S. occu-
pying force to supervise the establishment of a council, for
the purpose of creating an Iragi constitution. This was an
important step outlining the political parametersfor an effec-
tive Iragi resistance to avoid bloodshed and pursue the goals
of democratic, sovereign government.

Ayatollah Sistani’ s fatwa simply stated: The occupying
powers and the entities they create inside Iraq do not have
the authority to write a constitution, because “there is no
guarantee that the council would create a constitution con-
forming with the greater interests of the Iragi people and
expressing the national identity, whose basis is Islam and
its noble social values.” Any U.S. involvement is called
illegal by the cleric's statement. Therefore, the current plan
of U.S. proconsul Paul Bremer |1l to appoint such a body
to make a congtitution, is “fundamentally unacceptable.”
The fatwa calls instead for general elections, to select an
Executive Council (Parliament) that would form a constit-
uent assembly, to draft a constitution; that would then be
submitted to the population in areferendum. It says that al
believers must respect this procedure.

The fatwa constituted an important, intelligent move on
the part of Al-Sistani, the highest authority among Shi’ites.
All of Irag’'s Shi'ite religious leaders, regardless of differ-
ences, have been proceeding with great caution since the
U.S.-U.K. invasion, counselling only civil disobedience at
times. They have all caled for the occupation forces to
leave. With this move, Sistani has laid down alaw to which
all Shi’ites are bound, regarding the course which the politi-
cal process in Irag must take.

Bremer’sDrafting Body

Trandated into plain English, Sistani’ s fatwa means that
none of the plans cooked up by the occupying powers for
rigging an Iragi government and constitution, will work. The
New York Times noted in a June 30 article that the fatwa
“may complicate considerably the plans of the American-
led authority.”

Bremer had planned to handpick the council or commis-
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sionwhich would betasked to draft aconstitution. The people
named to head up the commission are not what one could call
“representative Iragis.”

The head of the group is an American, Assistant Prof.
Noah Feldman of New York University, who studied law
at Harvard and Islamic studies a Oxford. Feldman knows
Hebrew, Arabic, and Aramaic, a Semitic tongue; he has stud-
ied the Islamic philosophers, al-Farabi and Ibn Sina. He
helped writeaconstitution for Eritrea, and worked asan assis-
tant to Supreme Court Justice David Souter. Very littleknown
until Sept. 11, 2001, he suddenly became known an expert in
the Pentagon and White House. In April 2003, he became
leader of the Irag Constitutional Commission.

A book by Feldman appeared in April, called After Ji-
had—America and the Sruggle for 1slamic Democracy, in
whichhedevelopedastrategy for theU.S., to promotedemoc-
racy in the Islamic world. Feldman, according to a July 2
profilein the German daily Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung,
believesthere isno democracy, in aWestern sense, in Islam,
but that it is possible to establish governments which do not
become theocracies (he names Pakistan and Morocco), and
which are secular (Turkey, hismodel).

Feldman left the United States for Baghdad in June, and
is supposed to work with others on the commission to draft a
constitution. Another commission figure is Khaled Abu El
Fadl, originally from Najaf, who wasin exilein Sweden until
recently. He isthe legal advisor to the occupying powers on
matters relating to the constitution, and reportedly favors a
constitution which does not characterize Iraq as Arab or Is-
lamic. Heisaso reportedly pro-lsragl.

The problems Feldman seesin writing an Iragi constitu-
tion revolve around settling two issues: the separation of reli-
gion and the state; and the question of federalism. One error
he says must be avoided in Irag: “One should not confuse
free elections with democracy, since a democracy is defined
by freedom and rights’ as the Frankfurter newspaper para-
phrased him.

Other Shi’'iteLeadersAgree

The American and British occupying forcesfacethe prob-
lem, among others, that if they allow free elections, they may
find that a majority will vote for Shi’ite leaders, creating a
situation which the occupying powers do not control. It is
for this reason that elections planned, for example, for city
councilswere cancelled, and officialswere simply named by
the U.S. military command. Bremer’s plan for a constituent
assembly followsthe same method. Now, Sistani’ sfatwa has
decreed that such a method is unacceptable. Other Shi’ite
leaders havelined up behind him, making it clear that Bremer
will haveto take anew approach.

In written answers to press queries, Sistani elaborated
on his position, saying, “The form of rule in Irag should be
done by the Iraqgi people through general electionsin which
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every Iragi chooses a representative in a council that will
have the job of writing a constitution, which should be
later approved by the people.” Mohammed Bagir al-Hakim,
leader of the Supreme Council for the Islamic Revolution
inlrag (SCIRI), and Mugtadaa-Sadr, thethird Shi’ iteleader,
made clear on July 1 that they agree. Al-Hakim stated on
July 1, “Our demand is that a government be formed by the
Iragis and work to end the occupation by peaceful means.”
Al-Hakim said that any Iragi government should “respect
the rituals and values of Islam as well as the beliefs of
followers of other religions.”

One pretext cited by the U.S., for blocking an organic
democratic process, is that neighboring Shi’ite Iran would
exploit the situation, and wield its influence to prompt an
Iranian-stylelslamicrevolutioninIrag. All threeleading Shi-
'ites inside Iraq have roundly denied such claims; Sistani
denied any Iranian influence on his movement. “We don’t
haveany contact with any foreign sidewhenitscomesto Iraqgi
affairs,” he said. “All governments should respect Irag’s
sovereignty, the will of the Iraqi people, and not interferein
their affairs.” Al-Hakim, though a guest of Iran during his
long years in exile, also denied Iran could steer his large
movement.

The irony of thisis, as Iranian sources emphasize, that
itislessamatter of Iran’ sinfluencing Iraqg, than the contrary:
The constitution for the 1979 Iranian revolution was written
in Nagjaf, where Ayatollah Khomeini was then based; and
Ayatollah Sistani wields maximum authority among Iranian
Shi'ites, as he is considered the highest-ranking scholar in
the Islamic world, especialy in the hawzah (theological
schools).

In an interview with the Iranian Student News Agency
(ISNA), reported July 3, Sistani warned of plans by “other
countries” against Iran, similar to what had happened to Iraq.
His message contained several guidelines: Iranians must be
vigilant; all forcesin the country—intellectuals, government
representatives and students—must work together, in unity,
to solve the country’ s problems, without recourse to outside
forces, freedom must be protected, and this means taking
into consideration the ideas of others; religion must be re-
spected, and so forth.

The eventsin Iragq during June, culminating in Ayatollah
Sistani’ sfatwa, begin to movetoward a dual-power situation
in Irag. If the occupying powers were seriously committed
to introducing democracy to Iraq, they would respect the
guidelines set by these, as well as other, non-Shi’ite Iraqi
leaders. If not, as SCIRI leader a-Hakim threatened, in
remarks to the Times of London July 3, they will rethink
their actions. “We call for using legal and peaceful methods
in order to put an end to this invasion and occupation, by
using at first the peaceful methods and ways,” he said. “If
this will not give success, then we will think about other
methods.”
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Commons Select Committee on Foreign Affairs, to answer
charges that he had presided over the fraudulent February
R R 2003 dossier on Iragi WMD (widely known as the “dodgy
Bla]r Flghts One V\/ ar dossier”), and that he had been responsible for inserting the
absurd contention, in a September 2002 British government
TOO Far—At Home dossier, that Iraq could assemble WMD “in 45 minutes,” and
immediately threaten the British Isles. That latter claim was
repeated, more than once, by Blair himself.
Campbell, in response, essentially dichea culpaon the
first charge, admitting that 10 Downing Street had utilized an
The strains at the highest levels of the British political estab-  old academic paper on Iraq, and had wrongly claimed that the
lishment reached such intensity during the last week of Junénformation came from the British secret services. But on the
that two of the U.K.’s most powerful institutions, the Prime  “45 minutes” charge, he went into the first of many tirades
Minister's 10 Downing Street and the government-ownedagainst BBC, whose defense correspondent, Andrew Gilli-
British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC), engaged in open gan, had reported, based on an unnamed intelligence source
political warfare. The immediate issue behind this brawl, isthat Campbell had “sexed up” the September 2002 dossier, to
the anger in leading British circles, that Prime Minister Tony ~ make the threat from Iraq seem much more menacing than it
Blair and his entourage falsified information on alleged Iragireally was.
weapons of mass destruction (WMD), in order to bring Britain After his House of Commons appearance, Campbellraced
into war against Irag. The anger is becoming all the greaterynannounced, on June 27, into the Channel 4 news studio,
as each day presents new and alarming evidence, that the  and confronted the startled news presenter Jon Snow, insi:
Anglo-American occupation of Iraq is a fiasco, with British ing that he, Campbell, was the victim of vicious misinforma-
and American soldiers regularly coming under attack. tion, and challenging Snow on a number of points. As the
Butthere is a deeperissue involved, in the “war of institu-week ended, he peremptorily demanded a retraction and apol-
tions.” This is a time of global systemic financial disintegra-  ogy from BBC, on Gilligan’s “sexed up” story, and began a
tion, and certain British insiders are alarmed, that Blair hagampaign to discredit Gilligan.
thrown in his lot with U.S. Vice President Dick Cheney’s In British terms, this is quite strong stuff. BBC, in what
“Straussian” fascist junta, which aims to use the deepeningnany Britons like to refer to as the U.K.’s “post-imperial”
crisis, to establish a fascist-imperial world order. For such era, is one of the mainstays of global British influence. Its
concerned Britons, the dilemma is exactly that faced by WinWorld Service beams news and other programs to tens of
ston Churchill, in the late 1930s-early 1940s, when he was millions of people daily, across the world. Blair himself has
fighting that pro-Hitler clique in the U.K., centered around often referred to BBC proudly as a key arm of British influ-

by Mark Burdman

Lords Beaverbrook and Halifax. Tofight this threat, Churchill ence around the world. Even more ironic, is that BBC Chair-
approached U.S. President Franklin D. Roosevelt, imploringnan Greg Dyke gained his job after contributing a substantial
his aid for a global fight against the Nazi threat. sum of money to Blair's Labour Party, and has often been

In view of this perception today, it is likely no accident denounced as a “Blair lackey.” But in the current episode,
that, in recent weeks, Lyndon LaRouche, the man who has Dyke and senior BBC officials have fully backed Gilligan,
declared political war against the neo-conservative followersand have stood up to Campbell’s blackmail.

ofthe late Leo Strauss in the Bush Administration, has gained On June 28, BBC News director Richard Sambrook ac-
greater prominence on the British scene. On June &lthe  cused Campbell of waging a “personal vendetta” against Gil-
gow Herald favorably reported on LaRouche’s role in cata-  ligan, “a journalist whose reports on a number of occasions

lyzing resistance to the Straussians. Soon thereaftehave causedyoudiscomfort.” He refused Campbell’s demand
LaRouche was able to present his ideas on the subject,ina  for an apology. Campbell immediately responded, by accus

late-night interview on BBC. ing BBC of “weasely words” and “sophistry,” of circulating
“their lie, broadcast many times on many outlets, that we
Campbell Goes Ber serk deliberately exaggerated and abused British intelligence, and

The last week of June witnessed astonishing perfor-  so misled Parliament and the public.”
mances by Alastair Campbell, the 10 Downing Street Director  Beyond the personalities, a key factor in the brawl is this:
of Communications, widely known as Blair’s “spin doctor.” BBC has been a vehicle, whereby certain British secret ser-
Extremely close to Blair, Campbell is arguably the most pow-vice and military figures opposed to Blair's course of action
erful figure in the British government, often exceeding Blair  in Irag, have been able to get out their point of view. In what
himself, in his murky manipulations. appears to be a Blair-Campbell move to strengthen their posi-

In midweek, Campbell appeared before the House of  tion, certain Armed Forces chiefs were dragged out, during
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the week of June 30, to criticize the BBC for
“too negative” coverage of the Irag military
campaign. But likely, thiswill only stiffen the
resolve of those influentials, in and around the
BBC, to keep up the pressure.

‘It WIllEndin Tears

There were hints, early in July, that there
would be efforts to smoothe over this political
war, and reach some kind of settlement. But
matters have gone so far, that it is more likely
that Campbell will soon beshowntheexit door.

In a July 2 discussion, a London insider
exclaimed, “I think Tony Blair has no choice,
but to dump Campbell, assoonaspossible. The
man is out of control! And the more this fight
festers, it will do irretrievable damage to the
political structure here.” He insisted that, de-
spite al public appearances to the contrary,
Blair has been looking for a pretext to get rid
of his spokesman.

On June 29, the leading Glasgow weekly, the Sunday
Herald, ran a brutal commentary about Campbell, which
could beread as a political obituary. Entitled, “ Spinning Out
of Control: Has Alastair Campbell Gone Mad?’ the piece
began: “Those whom the gods would destroy, they first
make mad.”

The paper wrote that his behavior “appeared to confirm
what has become the received wisdom in the higher echelons
of broadcasting and palitics: the Prime Minister’ sdirector of
communications, the sultan of spin, has flipped hislid.” The
Sunday Herald reported that on June 28, Sir Bernard Ingham,
who had been PrimeMinister Margaret Thatcher’ sPress Sec-
retary, told BBC Radio 4's Today program: “There are only
oneor two explanationsfor Alastair Campbell’ sbehavior. He
hasflipped hislid, completely gone crackers—or heisdemob
happy. And if he is not demob happy, someone should give
him causeto be.” “ Demaob” (demobilization) means stepping
down from office, resigning, or being fired.

The Sunday Herald surmised that Campbell’s recent
“alphamale’ blow-upswith BBC and with Channel 4 could
be explained by the motivation of going for broke, to defend
Blair, and to break the back of the opposition to Blair, on the
WMD issue. But thisisavery high-stakes game: “Thisis not
just aspat. It isaseries of hostile exchanges between two of
Britain’ smostimportant and powerful ingtitutions. Thisisthe
biggest fight of Campbell’ s career. He has taken on two ene-
mieswho may ultimately prove to have a stiffer resolve than
he has: the BBC and the country’s secret services. If heisto
prove himself, he will have to do so at the expense of some
pretty powerful forces. And victory would be pyrrhic because
eventually Blair will have to come on to the battlefield.”

Indeed, Blair will have to appear before the House of
Commons, during the week of July 7, for further discussions
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British Prime Minister Tony Blair’s* spin doctor,” Alaistar Campbell, iswildly
attacking the BBC for criticizing Blair’s Iraqg policy. Will Campbell be dumped, as
apolitical liability? Here, Blair with President Bush at a NATO meeting last year.

on Irag and related matters.

The Sunday Herald concluded, by endorsing the view of
Sir Bernard Ingham, on Campbell: “If he thinks he's done
OK, he's deluding himself. The media have their knife into
him now. It will end in tears. It always does.”

‘War Under a False Pretension’

The more seriousissue involved in thisfight, was under-
scored by theGuardian’ ssecurity/intelligenceexpert Richard
Norton-Taylor, in a June 28 commentary. “What is certain,”
he wrote, “is that, for months, the intelligence and security
services have been expressing deep concern about pressure
placed onthem by their political masters, and theusetowhich
their secret information would be put. . . .

“Thesecurity andintelligence servicesknew full well that
any dossier would be shamelessly used by the government to
promoteawar against I rag, awar they weregeneral ly opposed
to on the grounds that, far from making the world a safer
place, it would make it more dangerous. . . .

“Why awar, now?they asked. Iraq was being succesfully
contained. It was an argument which became even stronger
when UN inspectors returned to Iraq at the end of last year
only to be withdrawn for failing in afew weeks to find what
tens of thousands of invading Americans and Britons have
yet to discover.”

Norton-Taylor pointed to the “suspicion” in such circles,
“that we were all taken to war under afalse pretension.”

Asextremely serious asthat may be, itisevenworse, that
Blair hasengineered Britaininto an alliance, with awar party
inthe United States, whichrecalls, initspoliciesand motives,
the fascist species that Winston Churchill mobilized Britain
to fight, over 60 years ago. The old man is probably turning
inhisgrave.
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Mexico

Synarchists Flip
Over LaRouche Exposé

by Gretchen Small

One can imagine what kind of wild pressure, from very high
places, it would take to drive a Mexican political party, with
only six days to go before a magjor election, to shut off the
electricity and telephone serviceto itsown gubernatorial can-
didate’ s campaign office, lock the doors, and denounce the
candidate as a cultist at a well-attended press conference—
despite the candidate’s acknowledged success in grabbing
local attention on issues of vital interest to the electorate!

Welcome to the state of Nuevo Leon.

Months ago, local leaders of the small Social Alliance
Party (PAS) went to Benjamin Castro, thewell-known associ-
ate of Lyndon LaRouche in Nuevo Lebn, and requested that
he run for Governor on their slate. Castro accepted, provided
that there were no restrictions on what he could say, and
specifically, on his right to discuss LaRouche's ideas. The
PA Sleadership agreed. Ononly the PAS sshoestring budget,
Castro enlivened the otherwise boring gubernatorial cam-
paign with those ideas, while organizing aforce of 18 candi-
dates, mostly young people, torunfor officeonthe PASdlate,
with him.

Normal local politics blew apart, however, when candi-
date LaRouche opened fire, from Washington, D.C., on the
financiers' fascist Synarchist apparatus running the war-
hawks in Washington. As events would have it, LaRouche
launched his public war against the Synarchistsin a May 3
simultaneous telephone address to young people gathered in
Seattle, Washington; in Wiesbaden, Germany; and, in Mon-
terrey, Mexico—the capital of Nuevo Lebn.

The Synarchist apparatus was, and is, enraged at
LaRouche's drive to break their current grip over the U.S.
government through VicePresident Dick Cheney and theneo-
cons, and their effort to impose a fascist empire upon the
world. One place they reacted, wasin Nuevo Leon.

The week of May 16, the national and state leadership
of the PAS, under intense pressure from Cheney’s chicken-
hawks in Washington, decided to disavow Castro’s candi-
dacy, and cut off party funding. That didn't stop the Castro
campaign. Members of the international LaRouche Y outh
M ovement who make up his campaign committee headed out
to the streets and intersections of Monterrey, to raise funds
and organize around the campaign.

Castro then used a June 16 televised debate among the
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six candidates for Governor, to establish the fight between
LaRoucheand Cheney, asthekey question affecting the secu-
rity of Mexico. “The main problem of Nuevo Lebn and of
Mexico isthe war party within the U.S. government, headed
by Dick Cheney,” Castro stated. “We should back the efforts
of Democratic candidate Lyndon LaRouche, my personal
friend, and of other forcesin the United States, to oust Che-
ney.” So, when Castro arrived at hiscampaign officeson June
30, hefound the telephone and el ectricity service cut off, and
new locks on the doors. The state head of the PAS, José
Romero Quijano, told Castro that he was being evicted, along
with his associated candidates, because they were “just a
LaRouche sect, like Waco and Guyana.”

Castro called a press conference on the spot, and he and
Quijano faced off. Judging by the account published in Mi-
lenio the next day, the reporters were not impressed by Qui-
jano’ sravings. Milenio reported Castro’ s chargethat thiswas
a case of “ideological repression” because of his advocacy
of LaRouche's ideas, coming from the Synarchists. Castro,
Milenio added, is campaigning for “a revision of NAFTA,
putting an end to the foreign debt problem, and restructuring
the national banking system.”

The battle in Nuevo Leon is no local matter. Governors
for six of Mexico' s 31 states, and al 500 seats in the Federa
Chamber of Deputies, are up for grabsin the July 6 mid-term
elections, the first big test for President Vicente Fox and his
National Action Party (PAN), since he upset 71 years of rule
by the Revolutionary Institutional Party (PRI) with his elec-
tionin 2000. The Fox government has pleased no one—nei-
ther the voterswho placed their hopeson hispromiseto create
millions of jobs, nor his foreign financier sponsors, who ex-
pected him to secure them even-greater | ooting rights. On the
eve of the election, no one thinks that Fox’s PAN can win a
majority in the Congress, which Fox needsif heisto passthe
energy privatization and other free-market schemesthat Wall
Street demands, but which Congress has so far blocked.

NuevoL ebnisakey statein Mexican nationa politics, not
the least because Monterrey is the headquarters of Mexico's
once-leadingindustrial interests, theMonterrey Group. It bor-
ders Texas, and politics here are not without impact upon the
United States. Nuevo Ledn has been a PAN bastion since
the party was founded, as an extension of the international
Synarchist apparatus in the early 20th Century. In this elec-
tion, however, the PRI candidate for governor is expected to
beat out the PAN candidate, who, among other things, came
out for drug legalization—as Castro emphasized in his cam-
paign.

Hence, the desperate move to silence LaRouche’ s voice
inthisstate. LaRouche’ s Synarchist enemies have not forget-
tenthe Demacratic Party Presidential candidate’ s highly suc-
cessful visit to the neighboring state of Coahuilain November
2002—his first visit to Mexico in two decades—nor have
they ignored the recruitment drive by the Mexican branch of
the LaRouche Y outh M ovement.
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LaRouche Takes on Cheney and
DLC in Big Campaign Events

by Paul Gallagher

“Aturning-pointinthe Presidential election” saw Democratic ~ against Cheney. The other Democratic candidates have belat-
candidate Lyndon LaRouche address 1,200 people directlgdly and opportunistically attacked Bush instead, for intelli-

and many thousands more by Internetin four campaign events gence frauds and impeachable offenses for which Cheney ar
in the New York-Washington corridor at the beginning of his chicken-hawks are clearly culpable.

July, escalating his drive to impeach Vice President Dick Because “Dick Cheney represents the same kind of threat
Cheney and purge the neo-conservative gang from Georgbat Adolf Hitler represented in Germany in early 1933,”
Bush’s Administration. LaRouche spoke to 350 Pakistani- LaRouche told the webcast audience, “the issue is not who

Americans at a New York City event on June 28 and to 400wins a prize in 18 months—but do we get the Cheney gang
New York campaign supporters at an event at LaGuardia  out now?” which means, he said, taking the Democratic Party
Airport on June 29 (see highlights immediately following); away from the DLC. If LaRouche’s mobilization succeeds in

and also addressed a “cadre school” of over 100 organizers  getting Cheney out, the whole U.S. political situation will be
of his LaRouche Youth Movement in Philadelphia that week-changed, and real progress in foreign policy for economic

end, before giving an internationally-watched Internet web- recovery—where LaRouche’s leadership has been clearly
cast on July 2 in Washington. manifest—can take place.
From Capitol Hill to California and in all the other candi- His Washington and New York audiences—especially

dates’ Presidential campaigns, LaRouche’s mass mobilizahe college-age youth who made up one-third or more of the
tionto get Cheney and his flock of neo-con fascistsimpeached  crowds—were as enthusiastic and passionate as the canc
or fired now—so that the United States can join other coundate, about turning Americans to his campaign and leader-
triesin “New Deal” measuresto stop the economic collapse—  ship, fast, in this deepening economic and strategic crisis in
is being closely followed and discussed. which the country is being misled into perpetual imperial war.
“Our purpose in this election campaign is not to win a  One young student took the microphone to tell LaRouche that
game in 2004,” LaRouche told his live audience of 300 athe had changed his life in just a few days, by making clear to
the Washington webcast, which overflowed into athree-hour ~ him the “mission” before the younger generation now. Be-
guestion-and-answer session after the candidate’s speech. ‘ddes the youth, the audience was notable for Democratic
great deal of my ‘first 30 days’ has to be accomplished right  activists and state and local elected officials from around the
now.” He emphasized that people or governments around theountry, as well as a group of diplomats representing other
world are counting on him to “be the lever” to boot out the nations in Washington. The presence and vocal participation
imperial fascists—he had just returned from crucial visits toof the regional and local leaders, who are seeing depression
Italy, India, and Turkey, and his campaign is being widely ~ and unemployment devastate their states, made clear that
covered in the Arabic media. Americans more broadly are turning to LaRouche as the eco-
LaRouche warned that the United States’ quagmire of nomic and strategic danger gets rapidly worse.
perpetual war and economic collapse was worsening because
the Democratic Party, under the corrupt grip of the right-wing T he Relevance of FDR’ s Policy
Democratic Leadership Council (DLC) cabal, has not moved The July 2 webcast had been offered by LaRouche as
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A Washington, D.C. audience of more than 300 attended Presidential candidate LaRouche’ s July
2 Internet webcast, on the subject of the relevance of FDR' s policiesfor today’ scrisis. College-
age youth were one-third or more of the crowd, as at previous days' campaign meetingsin New

York City.

a debate among all the Democratic Presidential candidates,
invited to discuss, “What is the relevance of the policies of
Franklin D. Roosevelt for today’ scrisis?’ Under intensepres-
sure from the DLC faction which has seized the party and
demands that LaRouche be barred from its leadership, none
of the“ning” waswilling to debate.

But international developments helped LaRouche make
theessential importanceof FDR’ spolicy clear. Heannounced
that a “historic change in the economic policy of Europe”
had been put forward hours before his webcast, when Italy’s
Prime Minister Berlusconi proposed a “New Deal” public
infrastructure investment policy to pull Europe from depres-
sion collapse. Italy’s policy has been shaped toward this by
LaRouche spersonal interventionsinthat country, asthecan-
didate explained; and his leadership in the Presidential cam-
paign can move and expand similar proposals now stalled in
the U.S. Congress.

The stateleaders and other present or former government
officialsfilled anhour of webcast di scussionwith urgent ques-
tions about how an “FDR recovery” could possibly be
launched here. A banker and former government figure, and
then an Alabama state |egislator, asked LaRouche about “an
economic 9/11"—-could the present hopeless economic
floundering of the Bush White House be mereincompetence,
or were financial circles seeking areal economic disaster, in
order to get emergency powers? The candidate explained:
Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Greenspan’s “ zero-interest-
rate” policy can build a huge new debt bubble and then turn,
overnight, into a 7-10% discount rate, to cause adeflationary
breakdown where international Synarchist-fascist banking
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circleswould step in and dictate,
as they did in the 1930s—except
in Roosevelt’s United States. He
named L azard Freresbank, andits
long-time operative (and DLC
string-puller) Felix Rohatyn, as
key to such an intended “eco-
nomic 9/11.”

Other state and city leaders
asked about the crisis of implod-

‘ ' imw ing state budget revenues, and

119 i  were told by LaRouche that the
states absolutely cannot tax their
#’ way out of the breakdown; nor
canthey, ontheir own, build their
way out of it with local infrastruc-
ture initiatives they now can't
fund. Only rapid Federal action,
likethat which LaRouchehasgot-
ten launched in Italy and Europe,
can drivethese programsforward
and save the states from looming
further mass layoffs, school and
hospital closings, etc. The candi-
datetold them they haveto “taketherisks’ involved in back-
ing him in their states, against the DLC and Democratic Na-
tional Committee blackmail, or they could win nothing—and
it was clear his point was getting through.

i

‘GiveMe 1,000 MoreYouth’

The entire final 75 minutes of a four-hour webcast was
dominated by activists of the LaRouche Y outh Movement,
on-siteand over thel nternet, who coordinated their own ques-
tion-and-answers with the candidate. The LaRouche Y outh
maintaintheir ownwebsitesfor teaching and recruitment, and
coordinate their own activity; their recent interventions are
forcing the Congressional Black Caucus to choose between
inviting LaRoucheto their Presidential debates, or cancelling
them. Their questions were fundamental ones: how to break
their parents’ generation fromits engrained habit of avoiding
risks and “going along to get along,” in anation sliding into
deep depression and under a live threat of fascist takeover;
how to recruit more college-age youth into the campaign
more rapidly.

LaRouche said that his Y outh Movement—there are al-
ready hundreds working full-time on his campaign, across
the nation—was the key to the whole battle to remake the
Democratic Party, and win the Cheney impeachment fight.
“Giveme1,000 moreyouth” leaderslikethese, saysthecandi-
date, “and |’ Il take over thecountry.” That could happen over-
night, as the candidate’' s regional “cadre schools,” at which
universal history and physical geometry alike are to be mas-
tered, and new campaign organizers are steadily recruited,
now take place virtually every weekend.
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Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Fight Fascism, the Way
Franklin Roosevelt Did

HereareMr. LaRouche' sopening remarksto a LaRouchein
2004 campaign event, in Queens, New York on June 29, 2003.

| am going to address you today, on the subject—before you
start addressing me, which will happen afterward—on the
subject of World War 11, Roosevelt's World War, and ours
today. The similarity is twofold: First of al, Roosevelt was
fighting a war against fascism, and I'll explain that to you.
We are fighting a war, today, against fascism. In fact, it's
exactly the same fascism, that Roosevelt fought against dur-
ing World War Il and before. I'll explainthat toyou. Itisalso
a period like that of World War 11, in which the danger of
dictatorship, and world empires of that type, was threatened
by thereaction of certaininternational financier circles, which
| shall identify, to the fact of a general breakdown in the
Versaillesmonetary-financial system. Today’ sdanger of fas-
cism, comes from the same people behind Hitler, some of
whom areinthe United States—not asliving individuals, but
as their descendants and heirs of the same nasty persuasion,
gathered around people, inasense, like Dick Cheney; theman
whom | am proposing to have impeached promptly.

Now, thisinvolvesthe question of what isthe crucial role
of the United States, today, asthen? Therolein the respect to
preventing Hitler, or his equivalent from coming to power
today, and for solving the international systemic monetary-
financial crisis, which threatens the world as awhole, immi-
nently, today. And believeme: Y es, Mayor Bloombergispart
of the problem, but he is only typical of the problem; heis
not the extent of the problem, of thisinternational monetary-
financia crisis. (You can be fined for breathing deeply in
Manhattan, et alone smoking.)

‘Synar chism/Nazi-Communist’

All right, let’s go back to alittle bit of history. Now, |
knew a great deal about these matters, both of economy, and
so forth, and the nature of the enemies of mankind in modern
history, going back to Greek times, or so. | knew that. But,
therewas somedeficiency, inthe precision of my knowledge,
as to who exactly was who. Now, in about 1983-84, some
government documents, from secret intelligence, were re-
leased to the National Archive, with the specific intention,
that by declassifying and releasing them, | would have access
to them. And, | was then told, “Go to the National Archive.
There are some documents you want, waiting for you.” They
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covered the period from the 1920s through 1945. The docu-
ments are primarily, first of all, U.S. military intelligence.
They are secondly, OSS documents from World War 1. And
thirdly, there are French intelligence documents, investigat-
ing the same matter. The subject or the title of these docu-
ments, as a collection, was “ Synarchism/Nazi-Communist.”

Now, what thisinvolved at thetime, wasagroup of finan-
cial interests, which are called in Italian “fondi.” These are
equivaent to the fondi or the financial interests, which are
behind the Lombard bankerswho orchestrated the great New
Dark Ageof the13th-Century Europecrisis. Thesamepeople,
or the same families; same type of families. These people,
faced with the danger of afinancial collapse, and faced with
the fear that, in Germany, as in the United States, that the
response to the financial collapse would be actions, such as
those which Roosevelt did take, in 1933 on, inside the
United States.

In order to prevent (they hoped), to prevent that from
occurring, they proposed to establish afascist dictatorship, in
Europe, which would then be used to create aworld empire.
Thesewerethe people called the* Synarchists/Nazi-Commu-
nists.” I'll explain why they were called that: These are the
same people behind what happened to New York City in
1975, under a Felix Rohatyn, who was then, and is today, a
representative of this group, which iscalled, in U.S. classifi-
cation from the 1920s through 1945, “ Synarchist/Nazi-Com-
munist.” That's what happened.

Today, as then, there are a group of financier interests,
who, as we speak, using their agent Alan Greenspan, have a
certain plan, for your financial future. What they’ve now
done, isthey’ve dropped the Federal discount rate toward as
close to zero as they can get; and they’re about to drop it
further. The reason for this dropping of the discount rate, is
totry to pump sucker-money into financia markets, by saying
“the markets are going up, therefore, please, suckers, come
invest your money in this wonderful future, which is being
created by Alan Greenspan.”

What will happen? In ashort period ahead, this financial
bubblewill collapse. Bankruptcy will spread. Alan Greenspan
will run thediscount rate up to, maybe, between 7% and 10%,
and all the suckerswill be wiped out. Mortgage owners will
be wiped out; businesses will be wiped out; pensions will be
wiped out; insurance plans will be wiped out, and so forth.

Thisisthe kind of people we are dealing with. These are
the kinds of people who want world war. And these are the
people who own and are using, a group of people, who are
Synarchists, who are called in this country, “neo-conserva
tives,” or something else.

“Neo-conservatives’ meansagroup of people, who often
were of Jewish and Trotskyist backgrounds, who are now
running our government, under Cheney, who went over to
Nazism. This includes the Socia Democrats of America,
which some of you know of. This includes a dead Senator,
Moynihan, who some of you know about, who was part of
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President Franklin D. Roosevelt in Sicily in 1943. In hiswartime
|eader ship, FDR was fighting the threat of a Synarchist/Naz/
Fascist world empire—the same kind of threat that now exists
today, under a new, and even wor se, economic-financial
breakdown crisis.

this. Moynihan wasthe guy who gave you the replacement of
the Bretton Woods heal th-care system, which worked, by the
present health maintenance organization system, in 1973. He
istheman, who, fromhisgrave, isreaching out tokill you, too.

These are the kinds of people you are dealing with. Che-
ney ispart of it. | think Cheney actually isadummy; hiswife
istheventriloquist, because she’ stheonewho’ sontheinside,
hmm. And, you see this scowl on hisface, and you think, “Is
that thethird Edgar Bergen dummy, to go along with Charley
McCarthy and Mortimer Snerd? Is Cheney the third one?
What isreally behind him?”’

All right, but the samething istrue today.

Fascist Drivefor World Empire

Now, what | got was this: Go back to Roosevelt’s time.
During the late 1930s/early 1940s, Winston Churchill, who
then becamethewartimeleader in the United Kingdom, com-
municated to Franklin Roosevelt, then President of the United
States, hisfear that acertain organization, including key peo-
plelike Lord Halifax in Britain and other traitorsinside Brit-
ain, had adeal with Adolf Hitler’ scircles, especially Goering
and others, and certain people in France, including a Lazard
Brothers-related organization, called Banque Worms. These
peoplewereplanning to set up afascist dictatorshipin Europe,
to become aworld empire. And Churchill said to Roosevelt,
after laying out thesefacts, of what he wasdealing withinthe
United Kingdom and on the continent: “Y ou must help me.
Y ou must helpus.” And, that’ swhat World War 11 was about.
It was that Roosevelt was leading, and organizing the power
of the United States which he was building up, at least under
hisleadership, to prepareto eliminate the danger of Synarch-
ists, of thiskind of dictatorship, thisfascist world dictatorship,
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led by the Nazis.

This dictatorship involved Mussolini, in Italy. The word
“fascism” came when Synarchism was introduced to Italy,
they called it Fascism, in order to “Italianize” a French dis-
ease, called” Synarchism.” Thatis, they referred totheRoman
fasces, which had been the symbol of the Roman legions,
marching out to war, and called this “Fascism”; but it was
actually Synarchism from France.

Exactly the same people, created Adolf Hitler in Ger-
many. These are the same people who created Francisco
Franco, in Spain. And that wasn’t the limit of it. The German
Nazi organization set up a Spanish division, based in Spain.
This Spanish division operated in the Western Hemisphere,
largely through an organization in Mexico, which later be-
came known asthe PAN, the political party called the PAN.
From this base in Mexico, these Nazis operated throughout
the Western Hemisphere.

An example of the connections: You had a woman in
Texas, one of the Schlumberger sisters, who is associated
with the Schlumberger oil tool interests; who is also associ-
ated with the Synarchists in France. She had a husband of
Russian extraction, from France, Jean de Menil. They had an
aly in Mexico—aFrenchman—Jacques Soustelle. They had
amanin Peru, called Paul Rivet. These peoplewere deployed
from the United States, together with . .. guess who? The
family of Buckley: William F. Buckley, Sr., William F. Buck-
ley, Jr. and so forth. And this involved, things like in the
1920s, the Cristero War, which was organized and started,
essentially, by the Buckley family and its friends, in order
to grab Mexico’s oil interests. And, that was the basis for
thiswar.

And this spread, asaform of Nazism, asaNazi network,
Spanish-speaking, throughout the Americas.

Jean de Menil, for example, later bought the boat, the
Granma, to send Castro into Cuba. He funded Castro. This
fascist, this Nazi, funded Castro.

Jacques Soustelle went to France, was appointed by a
section of British intelligence, to head the de Gaulle intelli-
gence service, together with Paul Rivet and de Menil. They
werelater exposed by the French as being fascists. But, none-
theless, Jacques Soustelle got to be the head of de Gaulle's
political party, and then, wasthe man who was organizing the
attempted assassination of President Charles de Gaulle, at a
later point. And a dear friend of mine (now deceased), who
wastheleading general for de Gaulleat thetime, Jean-Gabriel
Revault d’ Allonnes, was out to kill him [Soustelle]. He said
to me one day, “You don’t know what | was going to do to
him, if | ever caught him—and | had ordersfrom de Gaulle.”

All right, thisisthe kind of thing we' re dealing with. The
same people behind this, this operation, are the peoplein the
United States, who are known as those behind the chicken-
hawks. In other words, there’ sno difference between the neo-
conservatives and the Nazis—none. They're simply adiffer-
entvariety of thesamething. They donot control thesituation:
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Felix Rohatyn, of the Synarchist-linked Lazard Brothers
investment bank, oversaw New York City' s 1975 crushing austerity
regime known as Big MAC. Today' s national collapse has left the
cities bankrupt again, and Royatyn is not only reviving Big MAC,
but backing a new global bank to impose such austerity
worldwide.

Theyareinstrumentsof control, astheNaziswereinstruments
of control, for the bankers behind Hitler, internationally.

So, we fought the war, from the United States, to free
Europe and the world, from a Nazi empire, taking over the
world. A Nazi empire, created and run by thesekinds of bank-
ing interests, typified by Banque Worms, an associate of La-
zard Brothers.

Lazard, of course, as you know, isafirmin New York,
which is associated with Felix Rohatyn, who gave you Big
MAC. And, in asense, has given you Bloomberg.

The same kind of thing! Why would somebody do what
Bloombergisdoing? Thisisnot aprogram for building acity;
thisis not aprogram for solving the city’s problems. Thisis
aprogram for destroying the city! Thisischaos! Thisiswhat
Rohatyn did! Try to rent an apartment in New York City.
Compare the cost of renting an apartment, in terms of the
equivalent of incomes of 1974-75 with today. Y ou can’t get
it; you can't eventouchit. The servicesarecollapsing. Every-
thing is collapsing. The city is being destroyed. What you're
seeing is a force of destruction. It's turned loose. Why? I'll
get to that, when we make the comparison.

So, that’ sthe situation we have.

Now, you say, “Why would they do that in the United
States?’ If you wish to set up a world empire, today, what
country would you take over, to set up aworld empire? If you
were abunch of financiers, like those behind the Synarchists
then, and today, what country would you try to capture, as
your instrument for world empire? The United States.

That iswhat has happened to us.

Then, back in the times of Roosevelt’s concern, the idea
was that if the Nazis could take over a combination, of all of
Western Europe, including the United Kingdom—and they
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came close to it. They came close to it, through the backing
of people, who are descendants of those Nazis then from
England, such asthe Australian Rupert Murdoch and Conrad
Black, two spawn of Beaverbrook, who went over from the
pro-Hitler side to Churchill, because his butt was caught in
the wringer. Same thing.

So then, these peopl e represented the potential from Eu-
ropeof having apreponderanceof world power, under depres-
sion conditions, to set up aworld empire. And World War 11
was fought, essentially, because it had to be fought, on the
onehand—therewasnoway of getting out of it; and secondly,
becausethe objectiveof thewar, wasto destroy world empire,
to destroy the possibility of a Nazi world empire, which was
being set upinthe Americas, in Mexico, andin South America,
asin Europe.

Roosevelt stopped them.

Roosevelt surprisedthem, inasense, becausetherecovery
inthe United Stateswasamodel for economic recovery, then
and now. And I'll get to that.

High Crimesand Treason

Today, the purpose of the policy of the people behind
Cheney—and he’ s only adummy, but he’ satalking dummy
(or else hiswife is avery good ventriloquist); but, this guy,
the purpose behind this, isto destroy the United Sates!

What is the military policy of Donald Rumsfeld? Ask
leading generals, other flag officers, in the Army and Marine
Corps, retired and serving. What is the function, that we are
seeing exhibited, as what is being done to the U.S. military,
as we see in Afghanistan, as we see in Irag, and elsewhere?
We're seeing the U.S. military being destroyed. Isthis patri-
otic, this kind of war? Of course not! It's virtually treason
against the United States. And, what Cheney has done, in
lying, and being caught red-handed lying, to force the United
States government into a war, or to induce the Congress to
allow it to happen, is under U.S. law a crime tantamount to
treason: which not only requires impeachment, but implies
subsequent prosecution, five years for each count, for every
act he perpetrated in support of thoselies. What was commit-
ted was atreasonabl e type of offense—it’ snot called treason
under our law; it'scalled “high crimes’; ahigh crime, which
screams for the impeachment of the Vice President of the
United States, who isthe chief perpetrator in running another
dummy, called the President of the United States.

That’ sthe situation we'rein.

Sotherefore, what we' retrying to dotoday, again, issimi-
lar. Today, the United States is the leading power—mostly
with air power. And thetheory of these guys, isto use nuclear
weapons preventively! Y ou don't wait for thewar; don’t wait
for the attack; don’t wait for the threat. Y ou say, “Well, they
might in the future, become an opponent. Therefore, today,
we're going to hit them with nuclear weapons!” That is the
policy of Cheney and Company. That’ sthe stated policy, and
hasbeen since 1991. Andthispolicy of Cheney and Company
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was put into effect since Sept. 11, 2001:
This policy: nuclear weapons against the
world. Nuclear war, nuclear attack against
Iran threatened. Nuclear attacks against
other countries. With nuclear weapons—
countries which have no nuclear weapons.

And, this is the way they're trying to
start a world empire: by creating chaos,
economic collapse worldwide, and de-
stroying the world by dissension, wars, so
forth.

That’ swhat we have to stop.

But, we have to stop thiskind of thing,
not by simply protesting against it. Roose-
velt didn’t stop it by protesting. Yes, Roo- | T
sevelt allied with Churchill, in order to pre- T o
vent, first of all, the takeover of theUnited  ©
Kingdom, which was then threatened, by &
the Nazis—Iled by Lord Halifax, and sup-
ported by the circles of Beaverbrook, the
presslord, who was sort of the den mother
of Conrad Black and Rubert Murdoch to-
day—Fox TV, the New York Post, today.

1S peonomist predicts dollar collapse L e i =

~n'

“ Some peopl e criticize mefor travelling all over theworld, asa Presidential

candidate,” said LaRouche. “ And | say, ‘| have to educate you peoplein the ABCs of

TheTrueMission of the
United States

But he had to do something else. He
had to organize the world around a U.S.
economicrecovery, and buildup ourindus-
trial might, which surprised everybody in
the world, except afew of us here, in the United States. We
had a policy—had Roosevelt lived, and not been replaced by
that fool Truman—under which the nations of the so-called
“developingworld,” today, would have been decolonized im-
mediately at theend of thewar, under U.S. power. They would
have been given independent status, and the United States
would cooperate, under the new Bretton Woods system at that
time, to build up these countries as nations.

Because the long-term abjective of the United States, as
anation, isnot world power: Our objective, historically, from
the beginning, wasto become, first of all, asovereign nation-
state ourselves. Andto hopethat we could find aworld, where
our success as a nation-state would inspire other countriesto
set up sovereign nation-states like our own. Our aspiration
hasbeenacommunity of sovereign nation-states, intheworld,
with which we cooperate, but in which each are sovereign
themselves. That isour long-term U.S. interest, and has been
our policy, under al informed Presidents.

Wehavenever beenanimperial nation. Wearenot aracist
nation. We have a lot of racists among us; but we are not a
racist nation. We are a melting pot nation. We've been a
melting pot nation fromthebeginning. Y es, we' ve been based
largely upon the acceptance of an English-language culture,
which has been trying to distance itself from British culture
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the U.S. Constitution, the functions of the President, and what makes a good
President.” The crucial function of the President of the United States, astheworld's
leading power, isforeign policy!” Here, local press coverage of LaRouche' svisit to
Bangalore, Indiain May 2003, where he addressed an international conference on
“ The World After the Irag War.”

for along time. But, the idea of having a common language
as a lingua franca among our people, is simply a way of
creating arepublic. It has no racist implication, whatsoever.
We are amelting pot nation.

Look around at us! Look at the composition of the popul a-
tion of the United States today. We're not an Anglo-Saxon
people! We' reamelting pot nation. And the melting goeson.
As time passes, you can't tell whose ancestors are whose.
They're al mixed up, everybody, from al over the world.
People from the Orient; people from the Middle East. | was
justin Turkey; | wasjust in India. Guess how many Indians
there arein the United States, especially those who migrated
recently? How many Turks are there in the United States?
How many Arabsarethereinthe United States? What propor-
tion of the population do they represent, cumulatively? How
many Hispanic Americans are in the United States? How
many people called African-Americans, are in the United
States?

We are amelting pot nation, who come from all parts of
the world. We need our sovereignty! Because that’ sthe only
way you can have anation-state, which is capabl e of offering
participation, to its citizens, to participate in their own na-
tional affairs. It's the only kind of nation that works, is a
sovereign nation-state.
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But, our objectiveisto haveacommunity of nation-states,
around the world, with which we cooperate, on the basis of
common interests for common ends.

Great Projectsfor All theWorld

For example, today: Look what's going on in the Far
East. Wehavetheemergence, recently, fromIran, to Pakistan,
through India, China, Southeast Asia, South Korea, to Russia,
to Kazakstan, to Turkey, to large factions of Japan, who are
committed, now, to the greatest mass of infrastructure proj-
ectstheworld has ever seen. Chinahas presently in progress,
and about to beadded, thegreatest water projectsinall history.
TheThreeGorgesDam, whichisnow functional asatransport
system, and otherwise, in apreliminary way, is one of these.
The movement of large masses of water into Xinjiang, into
the Yellow River area, and el sewhere, to open up theinterior
of Chinafor actual development of its people, as opposed to
being semi-desert.

This, plus the greatest railroad-building in any nation in
theworld, isnow in progress under way, in China.

In addition, on the borders of India, the Brahmaputra
River, which comes down with agreat crashing descent, near
the border of India, near Assam, the greatest hydroelectric
project in the world is now under discussion between India
and China. This project would benefit the whole area, open it
up for development, would solve many of the problemsin a
downstream nation, Bangladesh, and would sort of prevent
the mountains of Tibet from running off into the Bay of
Bengal—where they’ ve been going for along time.

Great projects: India has great project needs, in water
management. Southeast Asia. Chinaand the nationsof South-
east Asiahave agreed on agreat Mekong water-devel opment
project, which includeslarge parts of southern China, and all
of Southeast Asia. To transform this areainto arich area of
development. Cooperation with this project is coming from
Europe—it's slow, but it's moving. France and Germany,
together with Russia, are moving in the direction of thiskind
of long-term cooperation, with Asia.

A transformation of the world. We should be doing the
same thing with South and Central America. We should have
an orientation, as |’ veindicated, in that direction.

We, each, together, Eurasiaand the Americas, should col-
laborate, to end the genocide in Africa, and bring about the
development, which has been long awaited there, by helping
them to develop large-scale infrastructure projects, which
they need in order to have the ability to develop and control
their own countries.

So, beforeus, isthegreatest opportunity in humanity: This
requires 25-year to 50-year long-term agreements—contract
agreements, trade agreements, regulation, requires a new fi-
nancia and monetary system. All of the things we can do.
And therefore, we looking not at an abstract conception of a
partnership among sovereign nations, we're looking at na-
tionswhose peoplesarestruggling for decency, intheir condi-
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tions of life. The solutions to these problems, are in large
degree, common solutions, which involve several or more
nations together. These are projects of 25 to 50 years' dura-
tion, in terms of agreement. That is, for example: To build a
major water system, asin Asia, we' retalking about a 50-year
agreement on development, of alarge area of theworld. The
minimal, for atransportation system, like rail systems or the
equivalent, we' retalking about aminimum of about 25 years.
The development of the interior of China: One generation
to develop the interior for its infrastructure, and the second
generationto harvest thebenefitsof that devel opment of infra-
structure.

So, we havetheideaof acommunity of sovereign nation-
states; it’ snot an abstract conception, not aformal conception,
it'saliving conception: of how we, on this planet, asagroup
of sovereign nation-states, can cooperate around common
projectsof common interest, as partners, while preserving the
sovereignty of each of us.

Thiswasthe direction, in which Roosevelt wasthinking,
explicitly, as he approached the end of the war, and the end
of hislife. Thisisthe solution today.

What is happening, essentially, is the Synarchists—the
same group of fondi and banking interests, who are behind
the Vichy/Franco/Mussolini/Hitler/Lord Halifax scheme, of
Hitler’ stime, and Roosevelt’ stime—the same group of peo-
ple, their grandchildren, today, are at the same game. This
time, however, they have planned to move to take over the
leading power of theworld, the United States, to becomethe
instrument of their policy, rather than Western Europe, as
they did in Hitler’ stime. That’ sthe difference.

WeNeed To Act, Now!

So, we're at an end point. We're already in the process of
going into this kind of war. We're aready at the edge of the
greatest financial collapsein al history, right now. We don’t
know what day it’ s going to happen, or even what week. But,
weknow the conditionsthat now exist meanthat that collapse
isinevitable, unlesswe stopit.

So, we're not about the election of November of 2004,
we' re not talking about the inauguration of 2005: We' retalk-
ing about now! We' retalking about action, now. AsRoosevelt
and Churchill agreed—they didn’t like each other, at all, but
they both recognized that they had a common problem, and
they had to find acommon solution. And that saved theworld,
from hell.

Now, againimmediately before us, as then, we must find
that common solution. We must enter into cooperation with
groups of nations around the world.

Now, for example, some peoplewho criticize mefor trav-
elling all over the world, as a Presidential candidate. And |
say, “I have to educate you people in the ABCs of the U.S.
Congtitution, the functions of the President, and what makes
agood President.” The crucial function of the President of the
United States, astheworld’ sleading power, isforeign policy!
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Not the Secretary of State—the President of theUnited States.
What doesthat mean? The President of the United States
is not trying to engage in diplomatic discussions with other
nations, as mere diplomacy. The President of United States
must be committed to forming long-term agreements, of a
Congtitutional character, among states. The function of the
President of the United States, especially under these condi-
tions, isto bring nations together, with us, to make long-term
agreements, which rebuild this planet. And most nations are
willing to do that, they’re for it. | saw that in Turkey. | know
that in India. | seethat in China. | seethat in other countries:
They are waiting for the United States to make the offer.
And | propose to deliver the offer; That we will enter
into long-term agreements, to rebuild this planet, in order to
realizethekind of world that Franklin Roosevelt foresaw, had
he lived, for the post-war period. Let us eliminate from this
planet, the conditions among peoples and nationswhich lend
themselves to the recurrence of things like this Synarchist
phenomenon, which we're facing for asecond time, today.

Historical Roots of Synarchism

Now, let me just go back abit, and say, what is this Sy-
narchist phenomenon?1t hasagreat deal to dowiththehistory
of the United States. As aresult of the religious wars which
were organized by Venetian interests, between 1511 and
1648, religious wars culminating in the Treaty of Westphalia
of 1648, the possibility of developing true nation-states in
Europe, was aborted. There had been agreat effort inthe 15th
Century, with the founding of France under Louis XI, and
Henry VI of England, to develop modern nation-states, true
nation-states, in which the principle of the general welfare,
the common good, was the fundamental law of government.
That wasthefirst time, in all known history, that the principle
of the common good, was actually an obligation of the head
of state and government, and of the nation. That's constitu-
tional government.

The enemiesof thisprocess, in the 16th and 17th Century,
plunged Europe into a great series of religious and related
wars, from 1511 to 1648, culminating in the Thirty Years
War, based in Germany. Theending of that war, by the Treaty
of Westphalia, in 1648, became, then, the moral standard for
modern European civilization: Wedo not kill each other over
religious differences. We do not conduct religious wars, or
similar kinds of wars among ourselves; nor do we alow them
on this planet; we do not allow religious persecution, on this
planet. That’ sthe principle of the thing.

Because, if wedon’t prevent that, and we start to cut each
other’ sthroat again, then the predators will take us over. We
must, for positive reasons as well as negative ones, ensure
that that never happens.

But, unfortunately, because of thingslike Louis X1V, and
other thingsin Europe, it becameimpossibleto reviveamod-
ern nation-state in Europe, in the 18th Century. Asaresult of
that, you had circles gathered around the tradition and legacy
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of Gottfried Leibniz, who picked as“their man” inthe United
States, Benjamin Franklin. And Benjamin Franklin organi zed
agroup of younger people—sort of like ayouth movement—
around him. And these people he organized around him, be-
camethe core of the struggle to found the first modern sover-
eign nation-state republicinthe United States. And, that’ sthe
United States.

Atthispoint, in 1789, at the sametimethat we had agreed
upon our Federal Constitution, with its famous Preamble,
forces in Britain and on the continent of Europe, moved to
prevent the spread of theideaof atruerepublic, into Europe—
in this case, France. That Bailly and Lafayette had, together,
drafted a constitution for the French monarchy, which would
have put French society on the basis of the kind of nation-
state—although under a monarch, otherwise a copy of the
United States Constitution. At that point, the British agents,
directed by Jeremy Bentham from London, organized two
Britishagentsin France, the Dukeof Orlé&ans, called“ Philippe
Egalite,” and Jacques Necker, a Swiss banker and apig, who
was a so a British agent, to organize the storming of the Bas-
tille, as part of an election campaign for Necker, for his ap-
pointment as Prime Minister of France. The whole thing
was staged.

From that point on, France became torn apart by an in-
creasing internal violence, and slaughter of people who had
been of republican persuasion, inside France. The result of
this process of destruction, the Jacobin Terror and so forth,
became Napoleon Bonaparte. Napoleon Bonaparte was the
first modern fascist. There were certain resemblances be-
tween Napoleon Bonaparteand Louis X1V, theearlier French
King—the so-called “ Sun King,” or “ Son-of-a-Bitch King.”

But, Napoleon was new. Napoleon was the first
Nietzschean head of state. The first man, who was the image
of destruction, for destruction’s sake. Synarchism is nothing
but a continuation of the tradition of Napoleon Bonaparte.
Theideais, which isthe ideawhich came out of Hegel, who
wassort of anadmirer of Napol eon, whomadeatheory around
this idea the theory of the state, the philosophy of history.
It's the idea which Napoleon |11 represented. Napoleon 111,
who kept trying to conquer South America; Napoleon 111 who
played a key part in various troubles we had here, in this
hemisphere. He was actually the image of the man, behind
what developed asthe PAN, in Mexico: The basisfor Nazism
in Mexico, the PAN organization, was Napoleon I11.

During the middle of the 19th Century, this group of peo-
ple, mainly agroup of bankers, fondi so-called, formed what
they called the “ Synarchist movement,” or “anarcho-syndi-
calist movement,” theideathat in any crisis, to create chaos,
and then to have a man so terrifying asthe leader against the
chaos, that the people would submit to this terrifying man,
who would commit any kind of crimeimaginable. Thisidea,
of this kind of leader, became the doctrine of Friedrich
Nietzsche: theideaof thedoctrine of the Superman, the Beast-
man. Thepure beast, who would commit acts so horrible, that
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Synarchist product Benito Mussolini. “ Theword ‘fascism’ came
when Synarchismwasintroduced to Italy; they called it Fascism,
inorder to ‘Italianize’ a French disease, called ‘ Synarchism.” ”

people would fear him, simply because of hiswillingness to
commit horrible deeds, that no human being would think of
doing, even abad one.

That was Hitler. What Hitler did with the Jews in Ger-
many, was simply Nietzsche, the Nietzsche, who was fol-
lowed, by whom? In philosophy? Followed by Martin Hei-
degger; followed by Leo Strauss, who is the teacher of most
of these people, who are working with Cheney—including
Cheney’ swife, Lynne Cheney, who isa Straussian! His doc-
trine is the Hitler doctrine! His doctrine is that of terror; or
what Goebbels called Schrecklichkeit. That’ sthe policy.

It came along at the end of World War 1. This group
of people, who were aready calling themselves Synarchists.
That is, the bankers and the types of people who worked
withthemasagents, formedthe Synarchist International. This
became the basis for launching, in Italy, Mussolini, through
aFrenchman named Sorel, in France. Through the organiza-
tion of Germany, under Hitler: Hitler was a product of this.
Francisco Francowasaproduct of this. TheCarlists, theright-
wing Catholicsof Central and South America, arepart of this!
The right-wing Protestants in the United States, are part of
this! The anti-Semitic Zionists of the United States, are part
of this. Same thing: Synarchists. Nazi-Communists. Right-
Left. Destroy society. Create a man on horseback, a man of
terror; intimidate the population into submission to a man
whoisso terrifying, they’ll do anything to get out of hisway,
not to be killed—even obey him, or commit crimes, on his
order! So, that was Hitler.

That was Vichy France. Vichy France was organized.
Also, the French opposition to Vichy, was aso organized
by the same people! That's why de Gaulle had problemsin
France, after thewar.

Synar chistsand Project Democr acy

So, we have this, in the United States, in the form of the
kind of people, who are behind this process. What we did, is,
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we brought Naz thinkers—I mean, Leo Strauss was a Jew.
But, he was aNazi Jew! And since he was a Jew, he was not
qualified for Nazi Party membership! So, he got the head of
theNazi law doctrine, of Nazi Germany, Carl Schmitt, funded
him, and sent him to study Hobbes, in London! After being
infected with thedisease called Hobbes, hewentto New Y ork,
and taught at the New School for Social Research. He then
was appointed, personally, by the collaborator of Bertrand
Russell, who himself was a Synarchist in thinking, Hutchins
of Chicago University, and made a super-professor out there.
And he was used to create akind of cult, of students of his,
whom he divided into two groups. One group was the inner
group. The inner group of the followers of Leo Strauss, re-
cruited largely from Social Democratic organizations in the
United States, gathered around the followers of Moynihan,
who was an interchangeable part himself.

And this group of Synarchists succeeded in doing some-
thing else: They succeeded in setting up in the United States,
from 1975 on, a new kind of organization, called “Project
Democracy.” Typical of Nazi ideology, it's called “democ-
racy.” It's fascism. What they did, they had a meeting in
Kyoto, Japan. It was ameeting called for the Trilateral Com-
mission. It was called by Zbigniew Brzezinski, who was the
creator of the Trilateral Comission. And Brzezinski’s man,
Samuel Huntington, the man of the “Clash of Civilizations,”
thewar against |slam, wrote a paper for that called The Crisis
of Democracy. This doctrine was then introduced, by Brze-
zinski, as National Security Advisor, into the Congress as a
proposed new law, and then was implemented shortly after
the inauguration of Reagan.

Under thisarrangement, Synarchistscontrol both political
parties, fromthetop down, under the name of Project Democ-
racy. That is, both partiesare controlled top down, and coordi-
nated from the top down, in organization, by Project Demaoc-
racy—whichwasmadealaw. Andthus, by that law, you have
no rightsin any political party in the United States.

Except therightsyou’ re capable of taking by appropriate
means: such asthe ones |’ m taking.

Running the Democratic Party, from the top—and the top
is the Democratic Leadership Council; it's organized crime,
it's every kind of filth you can imagine. Donna Brazile, for
example, the one who elected George Bush: Donna Brazile
wasacampaign manager for Goreand Lieberman. Sherigged
it, sothat damned fool Gore, who didn’t understand anything,
instead of taking a clear victory in Arkansas, which would
havegivenhimaclear electoral votemajority, went toFlorida
and wasted his time, trying to get support from Joe Lieber-
man’s Cuban fascist supporters.

And guess what happened? Who did it? Donna Brazile!
Typical of thesetypes.

S0, that’ sthe problem.

Now therefore, for us, what does this mean? We have
certain Constitutional rightsin our system of government. We
havetherightstoformand control political parties, aspolitical
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parties—otherwise, we have no freedom. We have some
clowns, whoareworkingfor thesefascists, suchasJoeLieber-
man and John McCain. McCain is certifiably psychotic, and
Lieberman is certifiably immoral. They're run by the same
group, the Hudson Institute; both of them: the same people.
They’ re both fascists. They’ re the ones who launched, if you
remember in Germany, at a Wehrkunde meeting, they’ re the
ones who launched the attack for World War |1l—nuclear
World War 11, at a Wehrkunde meeting. The pair of them,
alongwith Richard Perle, and others! Theseguysare Synarch-
ists, out for war.

Who Hasthe Guts To Take L eader ship?

So therefore, we' ve cometo the point, that we say, what?
Arewegoingtosit back and“ see how the electionturnsout”?
Or, are we going to show guts, and take over the Democratic
Party? And find among Republicans, those allies, who don’t
want fascism in America? And others, who don’'t want fas-
cism in America? Are we going to do what is necessary, to
get these guys, like Cheney and Company, who are agents of
these fascists—get them out of government, now! Don’t wait
for the next election! Y ou must get them out of government,
now!

Now, either Cheney isimpeached, which he should be; or
he resigns, complaining of heart fibrillations, or something;
and, the desperate need to grow potatoesin Wyoming. But, if
we get him out, either way—either by impeaching him, or by
causing him to resign, the whole pack of chicken-hawks, of
neo-conservatives in government, will be out! Because the
anger that has been building up against them, as a crew,
among all respectable people in the United States, including
political parties as such, that they will push them out—if we
get them out, now!

Then, wehavea“new deal” asthey say. Not Roosevelt’s
New Deal, but a short-term new deal, we desperately need.
And, that isto make the political process of the United States
real. What does that mean? That means that the President of
the United States, who, admittedly, is a dummy—hmm?—
the man doesn’t understand anything. | mean, it’'s a pitiful
case. But, we' vehad pitiful casesasheadsof state before. We
have a pitiful mental case, herein New Y ork City as Mayor.
If we catch him smoking, we' re going to fine him to death!

Inany case, sowe' vegot to get these guysout. We' ve got
to mobilize peoplein both sides of the parties, work together;
we've got to call back, into the political process, that large
proportion of the people in the lower 80% of family-income
brackets, who have been out of politics, and pushed out of
politics, since the Brzezinski Administration of 1977-1981.
Most Americansare out of politics. They may vote alittlebit.
They say, “Which dummy am | supposed to votefor?’ They
say, “Well, I'll votefor thisguy, because he promises methis
deal. He promises me a sewer in my neighbor’s backyard.
Okay, I'll votefor that.” But, they arenot involved in palitics
in a pro-active way. They’re not concerned with what the
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policy of thenationis. We'rein adepression! They'relosing
their employment! They’relosing their cities! They’relosing
their basic economic infrastructure. They're dying! They’ve
lost their health care! Their children areidiots, with no educa-
tion; but it’scalled * education.” These arethekinds of things,
which citizens can readily understand, and will fight to say,
“1 want agovernment that takes care of this, the way it used
tobedone!” We' vegot to bring them back into politics. Don’t
let them be excluded from the parties. They've got to be
brought back into the parties.

WEe've got to organize aforce, with its influence, which
with its very existence—as I’ ve been doing with the youth
movement—its very existence, has got to send a message to
government in Washington, which tells government, that it
must make changes. “We must have immediate Middle East
peace, and we expect George Bush to deliver it. We expect
himto deliver it! Period.”

Wewish to stop this nightmare. We wish an admission of
what happenedin Irag, whichtheU.S. military, groundforces
and Marine Corps, are perfectly willing to admit; as a matter
of fact, they’ re already complaining about it.

We wish to have an admission that Afghanistan was a
farce. Afghanistan was done to set the stage for the attack on
Irag. That wasthe only reason it was done! They had to acti-
vate NATO and related agreements in Europe, to use U.S.
basing rights, through Europe, to get the U.S. forcesin place,
and supported in the Middle East, for launching a war
against Irag.

The only reason for attacking, at the beginning, was the
purpose of going after Irag. The purpose of going after Iraq,
istogoafter Iran, and Syria, next! Thepurposeistogoagainst
North Korea—next! The ultimate purpose, is to destroy
China. And to crush every country in between. That's their
purpose. They must be stopped. We must stop them first in
the Middle East. We must stop them in the case of Israel
and Palestine.

That must be stopped. The President said he' s committed
toit; if the American people are mobilized, with enough pres-
sure on him, he will do it, particularly if we get the chicken-
hawks out, the neo-cons out, and Cheney out. He'll doit!

Because he's interested in one thing: What his Mummy
tellshim, and that is. “ Get re-elected!” When in doubt, “get
re-elected.”

Somebody saysto him, “Yes, | may be afailure. But my
Mummy’s behind me! She says, ‘ Get re-elected.” I’'m gonna
get re-elected!”

So, under those conditions, with the normal institutions
of government, with the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, scared into some kind of decency—and there are some
decent peoplethere, but they’ re cowardly; they have no guts,
theproblemwith my manKerry. Kerry’ stheonly Demacratic
rival | have, who's worth mentioning. All of the others, are
either people who are losers to begin with, they have no
chance, they would never have any chance— not because
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they don’'t have popularity, but because they have no reason
to get popularity. Dennis Kucinich has a nice constituency,
but he hasno guts. So, you' re not going to votefor amanwith
no guts, for President, under these kinds of conditions, where
gutsareneeded. Y ou’ renot going to votefor another Haml et:
We had one of those, and Shakespeare gave us one of those
before. We don’t need another one!

Al SharptonisAl Sharpton. Lethimrun! Hehasno chance
of winning. All he wants is money. He wants money to con-
tinue his political influence in the United States, to do what
he's working for. All right, if he wants to do that, that’s al-
lowed. But, it's not a serious proposition, when it comes to
the Presidency.

The only one is Kerry. And Kerry, unfortunately, is a
Hamlet. Now, you say, “IsKerry acoward?’ Well, ask your-
self: Was Shakespeare’ s Haml et acoward? What was Shake-
speare’ s Hamlet? He was a swordsman! He wasn’'t at home,
when hisfather waskilled, because hewas out killing peopl el
Hewasfightingwars! Therewasarustling behind thecurtain:
He threw his sword through the curtain and killed Polonius!
Without even knowing who was therel The man is akiller!
Heisnot what you would call awimp. What waswrong with
him? He said, as a character, in the Third Act soliloquy: The
fear of immortality was so frightening, that he would rather
destroy himself, and kill the pain of doubt, by destroying
himself inwar, than think about what the concerns of immor-
tality might be: “Thus doth conscience make cowards of us
al.”

That' s the kind of coward that Kerry is. Not acoward of
a man who wouldn’t go to war, wouldn't fight his battles,
wouldn’t show courage on the battlefield. But a man, who,
faced with the questions of immortality, faced with putting
hislife on the line, for a clear purpose—not that he intends
to die, but he's putting his life at risk for a clear purpose, a
good purpose; a good purpose, which does not make him
afraid of hisimmortality. He's not afraid of what'll happen
after he dies. He' s going to do a good thing. Therefore, if he
diesin the process, he has nothing to fear, after death.

That' swhat helacks. Hevacillates. Hevacillated on deal -
ing with Iran-Contra. He was at the point he could go to the
knife, on Iran-Contra—he didn’t. He flinched.

On thisissue, where he had the chance to attack Cheney,
as he should have, he diverted his attention to the poor fool,
Bush. What did he want to impeach Bush for? You can't
impeach Bush, not an honest impeachment; for anything but
incompetence. Y ou can't. But the problemis, if you go after
Bush for incompetence, and succeed, what do you get? Y ou
get Cheney as President.

That'snot avery smart move.

Besides, you can’t go against Bush, because you can’t
convict him of knowledgeable intent. He' |l get off! The psy-
chiatrist will come in, and give his speech, and the judge’ll
say, “Okay! Case dismissed!” You may transfer him to an
asylum, but you’ re not going to impeach him.
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So, Kerry, at the point of getting Cheney, whom he knew
wastheguilty party, and pushing for Cheney’ simpeachment,
which would have saved the nation, and solved this whole
problem—didn’t doit.

Wedon't need aman as President, who hasthat fault, that
weakness. It’'s like a war-time President: We don’t want a
war-time President, who' s not up to thejob. And, thisislike
a war-time Presidency; that’'s what | represent. And that’s
why I’'m unique: I'm qualified to be a war-time President.
But, you haveto havethat kind of war-time President, not just
to make war, but also to, in this case, to prevent it.

Worldwide Support

There's no problem on this planet, which, if the United
States would behave itself, and provide the right leadership,
we couldn’t solve. | can tell you that, from my international
travelsand discussions. Thereisnoclosed door tous, virtually
on this planet—any major nation. | go into any major nation,
or secondary major nation: There' s no closed door for us, no
closed door for me. They're afraid of what the United States
will doto them, if they meet with me, sometimes. But, there's
no closed door.

If you put theworld to vote on my Presidency, most of the
present governments of theworld would €l ect me President of
the United States. Because they know, they need that role
from the United States, the role that I’ ve promised, the role
I’ve explained. And that’ swhat we' re out to do.

WE' re not worrying about what’ s going to happenin No-
vember of 2004, or January of 2005. Yes, we're concerned
about that. I'm already in the process of trying to begin to
build what | intend to be my government! And, looking for
some good talent, of the right type, which is needed for the
composition of a government—the same way Franklin Roo-
sevelt did, when he was running for President. Y ou have to
pick the people; who you're going to work with; what their
assignment is going to be; what kind of role they can play,
because, on the day you' reinaugurated, you’ re going to have
to do what Roosevelt did. Y ou’re going to have to unleash a
whole set of measures immediately, set them into motion
withinthefamous*first 30days.” Andthefutureof theUnited
States will depend upon that decision. I'm trying to work to
put together a team, or select a team, or pre-select a team,
that' Il play that role. So, that’ s serious.

But: In the meantime, what we have to do, is establish a
dynamic of leadership in the United States. Focus on getting
this neo-con problem out, over with; getting the Synarchists
out of power inthe United States: identifying them, exposing
them, destroying them politically!

And, in that process, what we have to do, is we have to
clean up the party system, especially the Democratic Party.
We have to make the Democratic Party, once again, a real
party. A party of Franklin Roosevelt, again. And, if we do
that, we will have in the Democratic Party, an instrument,
which is not going to be a dictatorship in the United States,
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but an instrument through which we can work, asapeople, to
force into deliberation, in the Congress and elsewhere, the
kind of measures, thekind of discussions, which areessential.
And to get the projects going, that have to be under way.
That’ sthe situation.

So again, history doesn’t repeat itself, but it sometimes
burps. And, we'rein that situation now.

Dialogue With LaRouche

Hereisa selection of the questions and answer s that fol-
lowed Mr. LaRouche’ s address.

The Future: Securing Immortality

Q: I want youto talk about thefuture. When wewin, what
will our society look like?What isthe potential that humanity
has? And, if you could talk about maybe the latest in science
and technology that we could devel op; and where our world
can go; and what' s the prospect for things like space travel ?
I’d like to hear some optimism.

LaRouche: But, you'll also get a lot of assignment to
work, from me! Because, you know, I’'m running a youth
movement; you may have heard about it. And, the task there,
istoset astandard for knowledge, immediately, among people
in the 18-25 age-bracket, that does not exist in most universi-
tiestoday.

The key toit, isthe issue of immortality. Now, the most
important part, the most important thing about ahuman being,
isthe human individual personality isthe only immortality in
theuniverse—apart from God. Now therefore, thefundamen-
tal requirement of educationis, whatisimmortality? And how
do | defend my own? How do | accomplish my own?

Look at the case of Senator Kerry: Kerry, like Hamlet, is
not an uncourageous man, by ordinary standards—quite the
contrary. But—I think hiswifeiseven more courageous. But:
The problem is, he has a Hamlet problem, and you should
study, very carefully, Hamlet, one of the most important les-
sonsinhistory and politics, availableto anybody today. If you
do not really understand Haml et, you really don’t understand
politics. Becausethisquestion, of theleader inatimeof crisis,
faced with the threatened destruction of anation, who is not
capable of meeting the challenge of the definition of immor-
tality, will flinch, will fail. And, the nation will fail, because
theleader fails.

Now, in the case of the individual in society, the same
lesson applies. How do you get great |eadersin society? Just
as you require a sense of immortality—a valid one, for the
leader of a nation—you also require the same thing, implic-
itly, of every member of the nation. What is our problem?
Our problem is, that our people are, in a sense, immorally
and intellectually immature. They do not have a sense of
immortality. They may have a sense—an arbitrary sense:
“Oh, | got—you know, Falwell promised me immortality.”
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Now, you want to call fraud, that isreally afraud!

Immortality isasense of the difference between man and
the beast. This problem comes up in society, why? Because
heretoforein civilization, and before civilization, as far back
as we know, society has been composed of three classes of
people: thosewho rule, or prey—not in church, but prey any-
place, upon somebody else. What they prey upon are either
peoplethey hunt down, and kill, and maybeeat, likecannibals;
or they herd them, like cattle. They send them out to thefields
to eat; they send them back to the barn to work, making milk
and meat; they milk them. They say, “Hi, Bossie.” They stroke
them, al these kinds of things. But, they treat them (if they
treat them well) as cattle, ascattle.

Now, in most societies, today, as in the United States,
most people are educated to be, conditioned to be, human
cattle!

What' sthe difference?Man, theindividual, hasthe power
of discovering what we call “universal laws of the universe.”
No other living creaturecandothat! Theselawstaketheform
of discoveries of principle; they take the form of Classical
artistic principles, and things of that sort. Only human beings
can discover these. By discovering these things, or redis-
covering them, and transmitting themto thefuture, and perpe-
tuating them from the past, we achieve, in fact, a tangible
form of immortality.

We know we're all going to die. We're born and we die.
So therefore, what do we do with thislife, which we know is
limited? What purposeisit? Are we a beast? To go into the
field, and eat hay? Come back to the barn to be milked? To
be sdaughtered when our time is come? The way the present
HMO policy works? Or, are we human beings? And, if we
are human beings, what is our real interest? Since we're all
going to die anyway, what is our permanent interest?

Our permanent interest isin doing something, which aids
in the process of transmitting the discoveries of the past, to
the present and to thefuture, and adding to the stock of know!-
edge. Not in the sense of learning this, or learning that! A
cow, acat, can learn thisor that! They may scratch you inthe
process, but they’ll learn it, sooner or later. But they’ re not
human. They have no sense of immortality. I1t's when you
haveasensethat your lifeisimportant, becauseyou aredoing
something, in terms of defense of aprinciple, promotion of a
principle, discovery of a principle, which is useful for the
future of humanity; you used to get that. People would build
bridges, or build buildings, and they would take their grand-
childrenout, “1 built that!” “ Grandpa, you built that?” *Y eah.
| built that.”

That is manifesting an approximate sense of immortality,
that my life was devoted to some purpose. Most of us, up to
recently, until the Baby Boomers came along, we used to be
afuture-oriented people. We would think of our past, where
we came from. We would think of what we learned from the
past, what we acquired from the past. We woul d think of what
wewould giveto the future of humanity. Wewould be proud
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Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon
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LaGuardia Airport in Queens, New
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people, if wethought wewere doing theright thing. And, this
wasthe basis of our morality.

What happened after 1964, withthe Baby Boomer genera-
tion, with the rock-drug-sex counterculture, a change occur-
red. A fascist change. Induced by the Synarchists; this was
fascism. The rock-drug-sex counterculture was fascism, or
the leading edge of fascism. Why? What was the difference?
The point is, you said, “No longer is the past important. No
longer isthe future important. History has ended!” What you
get now, is your “life-style.” You get your kicks. “You fix
your head!” Like Janis Joplin did: Fixed it permanently.

And you have people today, 50, 60; they're running the
country, in most positions. They’ re having post-mid-life cri-
ses. They're trying to discover a newly invented life-style,
becausetheold oneshaveall becomeboring. They’ relooking
for the fifth sex, hmm? They are frightened, and hateful,
against their ownchildren! They don’tliketheir own children,
because their children are a nuisance: “They interfere with
the way | want to live. | don't like this. | got alife-style to
take care of! | have my own lifestyle to take of!” And, when
people are approaching their senior years, and they have that
attitude, what’s going to happen to them? What is going to
become of them?

So that, in youth, you have to do two things: Become the
masters of the discovery of science—not “learn” thingsfrom
textbooks. The youth also have to do some other things: The
youth have to look at their parents generation, which is
mostly a disaster, amoral disaster; a collection of futilelife-
styles, wandering in search of a purpose—or non-purpose.
And, you have to give your older generation, your parents
generation, back some morality. A sense that this nation was
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not afailure. That Franklin Roosevelt wasright, what webuilt
out of thisnationinthe post-war period under Roosevelt, was
right. Maybethere were mistakes, there were thingswrong—
but, we built the nation. We saved the world from Hitler. It
wasright!

So therefore, we should be proud of the fact that we did
something right. And dissatisfied, that we didn’t do better.
But, you' ve got to get the parents’ generation—who, by and
large, with few exceptions, are off searching for a new life-
style—to compensate for the pure boredom of being them-
selves. And, by seeing you doing something, about thefuture,
you' ve got to get them back, to thinking about their role in
the future. Because you are their future! They, like me, are
going to die soon. You aretheir future. And what comes after
you, isthefuture.

Thisis not the secret of our immortality, initself; but, is
anexpressionof it; isaway of thinking about life, inapractical
way, whichisconsistent with asenseof immortality. If you're
going to fight the kind of issues we have to fight around the
world today, you' ve got to inspire people with atrue sense of
immortality. The kind that Shakespeare’ s Haml et lacked.

And everything else you learn, everything el se you mas-
ter, should be governed by that.

Confidencefor Leadership

Q: Lyn, it's a great surprise to see you here. It's pretty
cool to seeyou. | didn’t expect that. On my way, | stopped at
aDennis Kucinich fundraiser, thinking that | could give him
anintervention. So, tonight ontheairplaneback, hiscampaign
fundraiser promised that he would be reading the material,
and it's al about how you're launching the impeachment
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effort. And, she said she's hearing about you, and about the
effort to impeach Cheney, as opposed to Bush, so | think it's
working. So, that’s pretty cool.

My question is—there are all sorts of strategic interven-
tions, that seem to be useful and effective. My question is,
when do you give up hope? Y ou know, God says, hever give
up hope. People are never beyond hope and redemption; but,
you'rein ahorse-race, and it’satemporal world, and immor-
tality will always exist. But, when we' re trying to get you to
be elected, it’ simportant to be strategic and effective. And, it
seems that there are some people—I was at awedding and |
saw [Cdlifornia Gov.] Gray Davis there. And | thought,
“Wow, there this opportunity!” But, there’'s an undeniable
level of corruption in people, and you can smell it and feel it.

And, I'm susceptible inside myself, so it's always a cat-
fight. But, | guess|’ masking, how doyou stay effective? How
do we do this in time? And, how do we know when we're
wasting our time?

LaRouche: Oh, we're doing just fine, actudly. It's a
tough fight. It's a grinding fight, and you run into a lot of
stupidity, from alot of people who shouldn’t be stupid. But,
nonetheless, they do it. | don’t worry about it. I’ ve seen so
much stupidity in my life, and here | am. Having agrand ol’
time. I’m running for President, and there’s not a qudlified
rival in sight!

If the American people are going to survive, the obvious
conclusionis, I’mgoingto bethe next President. It sobvious.
It's that smple. Don’t worry about what people think! Or,
what they say!

Y ouknow, thisisaproblem of leadership: It’ slikeleader-
ship in combat, in military affairs. Leadership is simply hav-
ing the guts to use reason, rather than fear, to control your
behavior. You haveto say, “What should | do?’ Y ou haveto
be critical, self-critical: “What should | do?’ But, once you
know, what you should do, and you're clear on that, you
don't allow anything to get in your way. You must do it!
Particularly, if you do it for humanity.

Y ou know, | see the world. I’ve been in many countries
recently, directly and indirectly; or in touch with people in
these countries, at high levelson policy questions. | know the
world—not every part of it, not every detail, but enough of it.
| know the world. Thisworld is aching for what we must do
here in this country. And, if we don’t succeed, there isn’t
going to be this country. There is no alternative. It doesn’t
exist! Look at this crazy Mayor of New York, just for an
example—the Blooming Idiot, huh? Thisis going nowhere!
Absolutely nowhere. This is chaos! Mayor of Chaos! So,
against this, who' sright? Against this, what do you do? Well:
Y ou can not solve the problem of this Mayor, in New Y ork
City. There are things that can be done, to get him out. He
will probably be run out of town, because he doesn’t like the
jokesthat are being made about him.

But: Theproblem of theUnited Statesliesat ahigher level
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than the Mayor of New York. It lies at the highest level: We
have to have, from the head of the state, from the President
and from the people around him or those circles, we have to
have the kind of leadership which changes the rules of the
game; which enables us to fix these problems, in areas like
New York City. You can't doitinside New Y ork City.

And, don't worry about the dummies, like Kucinich. |
mean, he's got his own problems. But, think of under his
leadership, what will happen to the United States? There will
not beaUnited States. Under theleadership of theother candi-
dates, what will happen to the United States? Therewon’t be
a United States. If you alow this Cheney and Company to
continue to control the country, what will there be? There
will be Hell on this planet. There will be a destruction of
civilization. Y ou can not go around launching nuclear wars
against one nation after the other, and not unleash acondition
on this planet which is impossible. Plunge the whole planet
intoaNew Dark Age, inwhichyou’ relucky if abillion people
survive that process! Not just the war itself, but the after-
effects of it.

So, you get to a time, as now, when your conviction is
less questioning, because you know you must do it, because
you know what theconsequencesare, if youdon't. And, that's
what | face. And, I’ m happy, that I’ m sureit’ sapossiblething.
Wecan doit. Therefore, I'm determined to doit.

I’ ve nothing elseto do!

How To Deal With Terrorism

Q: Hi Mr. LaRouche, it's a pleasure to speak with you.
When I'm talking with people about what our country’s do-
ing, specifically overseas, and thedrivefor war, thething that
| hear the most from people, isthat we're defending against
theterrorist networksthat areall aroundtheglobe, specifically
al-Qaeda. Now, I'm familiar with the way with our govern-
ment ai ded the establishment of theseterror groups. But, even
in EIR, afew weeksago, inthe Editorial, in the back, it stated
that al-Qaeda was thought to be behind these bombings in
Saudi Arabia. But, the question was, who was controlling
a-Qaeda?

So, my question is: It seems as though, although we had
apart in forming these networks, that some of these networks
have gotten, say out of our control, and may be—or, has that
happened? Do we actually control them? Or, if not, to what
extent have these networks gotten out of our control? And, if
that’ s the case, to what extent are they alegitimate threat, to
the citizens of the world? And, in light of that, what should
be—I don’t think we should go on awhole Mideast takeover,
that’s obvious—but, if they have gotten out of our control,
and areableto commit actsof terrorism, to what extent should
we react to that?

LaRouche: You have to look at what our policy is; our
international policy now is desperate. What you have for ex-
ample: Let’stake the Arab world. | talked to some leaders of
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the Arab League, oh a couple months ago, on just this ques-
tion. They're not completely realistic; in fact, they're rather
passionate on this question, because their ox has been gored.
And they will tend to defend Osama bin Laden more than
they should.

Thisthing wascreated, largely originally from London—
thiswhole problem, intermsof the Arabworld. It wascreated
inLondon. It wascreated largely, first, out of the India office,
of the British intelligence service. And then, after World War
I, thiswasvaried, andthey set upthe Arab Bureaufrom British
intelligence, and they ran operations out of there.

Since that time, you have two other major groups—the
Sovietsused to play their gamesin thisarea—two other major
groups, that are involved in these kinds of operations. Oneis
the U.S.: Iran-Contra is an example of that. Who created
Osama bin Laden? Well, essentially, the initiative for that
came from George Bush’s network. And | can give you the
documentation on that, as to who did it. And, they’re all the
people we call “chicken-hawks’ or “neo-cons’ today.

| was consulting the National Security Council, on the
question of my project, which was this SDI. | was meeting
with representatives of the head of the National Security
Council onafairly regular basis, because of these discussions
that were going on. At the other end of the offices, at the
National Security Council, where | was going in, was this
whole crowd around Ollie North: Thisincluded Roy Godson,
de Graffenreid, the whole crowd in there. They were running
it. Together with people on the British side, who wererunning
the operation.

So, George Bush, theformer President, thenasVicePresi-
dent, and the heads of British intelligence who were running
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A sizeable part of the Queens
audience were leaders and
organizers of the candidate’s
LaRouche Youth Movement,
whose growth isa major force
for fundamentally changing the
Democratic Party.

the operation in Pakistan and other countries: Their idea,
which Brzezinski set into motion in the first place, was to
engagethe Arab world, through Pakistanintelligence, thel S,
in Afghanistan, in awar against the Soviet Union. And, they
said, “Muslim brothers must go out and fight against these
heathen Soviets.” They created an operation, which was
funded largely by drug operations, the same operation that set
up the Iran-Irag War, for their purposes, the same kind of
purposes, and this stuff wasleft to run.

Theother oneislsrael: Now, theworst terrorist organiza-
tioninthe Middle East, islsrael! To my knowledge, my per-
sonal knowledge, Ariel Sharonand Henry Kissinger, in 1982,
wereinvolved in setting up Hamas. Hamas subsequently split
into variousparts, thefactional parts. Thelsraglisplayit. And,
theway it works, is, there aretwo waysof runningit: Yourun
it directly; or, you know something’ sout there, you haveyour
influence on it, and you play it.

If you look at the history since Ariel Sharon came back
into power—even before he came back into power, including
that storming of the Temple Mount—every bit of terrorism,
centered on Israel, in the Arab world, has been orchestrated
by Ariel Sharon and his crowd personally. . . . Arewe going
to haveterrorism?If | were President of the United States, we
probably wouldn’t. Because | would have a certain relation-
shipwiththe Saudi government, and other Arab governments,
which | think I've earned. And, with me as President, or
representing the Presidency of the United States, asaprivate
citizen, | think we could deal withthe problem. Not by killing.
We might have afew police, law-enforcement problemsrun-
ning around loose. But we would come to an agreement.

The basis for peace, is not simply law enforcement. The
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basisfor peace, iswhat makeslaw enforcement unnecessary.
And, if we can get agreements with governments and people,
which makethem optimisticabout their futures, they will help
us. They will help us control the problem, and reduceiit to a
minor law-enforcement problem.

My objective with terrorism—and | understand a great
deal about it; I’ ve been studying this thing for along time—
but my objective with terrorism, is to reduce it to a law-
enforcement problem, by policies, shared among govern-
ments and peoples, which create the conditions under which
it can be managed as alaw-enforcement problem.

Most terrorist operations | know of, are protected in one
way or another. They're protected by governments. From a
government standpoint, apart from my responsibilitieson the
law-enforcement side, my major concern isto make sure the
governments do the thing, putting these things under control.

What hasto be punished, isagovernment which engages
inthiskind of practice. We haveto agreeto this, and govern-
ments haveto agree, together: “Weare going to stop thisnon-
sense!”

“Terrorism” is a bad word. It's a word which describes
an effect, and everybody can use it for what they perceive
to be the effect they don't like. But, actually, terrorism
belongs to a category I've called “irregular warfare.” It's a
level of warfare which goes from strikes, strike actions, civil
disobedience, al kinds of things. These are all forms of
irregular warfare. They're forms of conflict in society,
whether orchestrated or otherwise, which may or may not
become serious problems. The way to deal with this, isto
deal with the roots of the problem, the roots of the conflict.
Which government can do.

The problem is, we have a very cruel society. We abuse
people, horribly. Peopledo not consider attackson us, shame-
ful. They consider them honorable. Why? Because we' ve put
them in adesperate position, where they have no option! No
peaceful option is offered to them. No alternative is offered
to them. They go crazy. And, they kill, and they hate. And,
that is—some people call it terrorism. | don’'t use the term
terrorism, as such. Sometimes, I'll say, or use theword, “ter-
rorism”—nbut rarely; only if I’ m defining the context I’'m us-
ingitin.

We have a problem with this around the world. We have
an evil world! We are cruel to people! We are doing things
that arecruel. And, if wehavepolicieswhicharebetter, partic-
ularly with the power of the United States to influence the
world—I know personally! That most of these kinds of prob-
lemswe' re concerned about, could be solved. Most Palestin-
ian-Israeli conflicts could be stopped—how? Very simply:
Step on Ariel Sharon! Step on these guys, these fascist mass-
murderers, who arein the right wing in Israel. Step on them!
The United States says: “ You are not allowed to do this, any
more!” They say, “We got aright to”—"No, you haven't got
aright!”

So, shortly—becauseit’ s along question you’ ve opened
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up—there are two aspects to it: There's a law enforcement
aspect; there’'s a countermeasures aspect, which has to be
dealtwith. All right. That’ slaw enforcement, or extended law
enforcement, or military in some cases. But, the other thing
is, the main thing is policy: We have insane foreign policies
in practice. We alow people from our government and other
governments, to do things that should not be allowed. They
should be brought to public attention, exposed, and held ac-
countable before the world, as to what they’ re doing. Under
those conditions, likethe case of |srael and Pal estine, we must
not tolerate any more of that! We now have a significant
population of Israel, who are for peace; others who are like
Yitzhak Rabin, who recognize that war is foolish; they have
to cometo peace. Some are actually for peace; othersredize
that peace, as arealistic proposition, must be solved.

If the United Statesintervenesin the right way, and if we
crush the gangstersin New York, who are supporting Sharon
in Israel, we can bring about peace. We have the power to
do so, with the countries, which would help us make that
effort agreeable.

If we destroy that problem; if we do something about the
mess we've made in Irag; if we give the Iragi people back
their country; if we takethethreat of war away from Iran, and
other countries, | assure you, that if | were President, we
would have peace. And, to the extent I'm influential in proj-
ecting the attitude of our government, we can win.
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an honest analyst wouldn’t feel pressure to twist intelligence.
The House intelligence committee (and possibly its Senate
counterpart, sources say) plans to question the CIA analysts

Cheney Under Fire for who briefed Cheney, and that could lead to calling Cheney’s

. hard-line aides and perhaps the Veep himself to testify.”
Inteulgence Frauds On June 25, Rep. Dennis Kucinich (D-Ohio) offered an
amendment to the Intelligence Authorization Bill, which

would have required the Inspector General of the CIA “to
conduct an audit of all telephone and electronic communica-
tions between the Central Intelligence Agency and the Office
In a June 26 radio interview, Democratic Presidential pre-  ofthe Vice President,”relating to Irag WMD. Citing President
candidate Lyndon LaRouche was was asked why he is callinBush'’s claim, in his State of the Union address, that Saddam
for the impeachment of Vice President Dick Cheney for foist- Hussein had sought significant quantities of uranium from
ing falsified intelligence upon the President justify the warAfrica, Kucinich asked: “Did the Vice President play a role
against Iraq, and whether he is thereby relieving President  in making false information become the public reason the
Bush of the burden of responsibility. President went to war in Iraq?”

“No,” LaRouche responded, “I'm looking at government
as a future President would. We have a President who ain’t
worth shucks, but he happens to be the President. Now, wh

if you go for the President? You haven’t got much on him,%:heney, FraUd, and CIA:

because the fact that he’s not too clever, shall we say, means
that that's a moderating consideration, in any errors he madN()t Busjness AS Usual
“The point is, he is essentially a puppet of the Vice Presi-
dent, and this gang we call the neo-cons. Now, my view is, i
we get this bunch out, . . . then | believe that the institutionst,by Ray McGovern
of the Executive, with a little more courage shown by the
Democrats, for example, in the Congress, we can get throughhiscolumnwasoriginally published intheHartford Courant
the next year and a half, or so, without terrible problem. of Connecticut onJune27. Ray McGovern,aClAanalyst from
“However, if you were to go for the President, against 1964-90, regularly reported to the Vice President and senior
whom you do not have a clear case, you can't prove that hpolicy-makers on the President’ s Daily Brief from 1981-85.
knew what he was doing, because his limitations are well
known. However, the Vice President, whois actually control- ~ As though this were normal! | mean the repeated visits Vice
ling the President’s mind, like a ventriloquist controlling a President Dick Cheney made to the CIA before the war in
dummy, he is the problem. You want to get rid of the Presi- Irag. The visits were, in fact, unprecedented. During my 27-
dent, and pubhim [Cheney] in as President?” year career at the Central Intelligence Agency, no vice presi-
dent ever came to us for a working visit. During the '80s, it
Cheney in the Spotlight was my privilege to brief Vice President George H.W. Bush
Others are pointing the finger at the Vice President as  and other very senior policy-makers every other morning. |
well. We reprint below a column by retired CIA analyst Ray went either to the Vice President’s office or (on weekends)
McGovern, who tears apart some of the excuses being pro-  to his home. | am sure it never occurred to him to come to
ferred by theWashington Post and others to cover up Che- CIA headquarters.
ney’s role in cooking the intelligence on alleged Iraqi weap- The morning briefings gave us an excellent window on
ons of mass destruction. what was uppermost in the minds of those senior officials and
Additionally, Time magazine, in its July 7 issue, asked  helped us refine our tasks of collection and analysis. Thus,
“Who Lost the WMD?” The article identifies key questions there was never any need for policy-makers to visit us. And
that Congress wants answered, and the firstquestionis: “What ~ the very thought of a Vice President dropping by to help us
was Cheney’s role?” with our analysis is extraordinary. We preferred to do that
Time reports that the Congressional committees investi-  work without the pressure that inevitably comes from policy-
gating the Administration’s pre-war claims about Iragi makers at the table.
WMD, want to know about Cheney’s repeated visits to the Cheney got into the operational side of intelligence as
CIA in the period before the war, to review intelligence as-well. Reports in late 2001 that Iraq had tried to acquire ura-
sessments with CIA analysts. “Some Democrats say Che- nium from Niger, stirred such intense interest that his office
ney’s visits may have amounted to pressure on the normalliet it be known he wanted them checked out. So, with the CIA
cautious agency,Timesays. “Cheney’s defendersinsistthat  as facilitator, a retired U.S. ambassador was dispatched to
his visits merely showed the importance of the issue and tha¥liger in February 2002 to investigate. He found nothing to

by Edward Spannaus
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substantiate the report and lots to call it into question. There
thematter rested—until 1ast Summer, after theBush Adminis-
tration made the decision for war in Irag.

Cheney, in aspeech on Aug. 26, 2002, claimed that Sad-
dam Husseinhad“ resumed hiseffort to acquire nuclear weap-
ons.” At the time, CIA anaysts were involved in a knock-
down, drag-out argument with the Pentagon on this very
point. Most of the nuclear engineersat the CIA, and virtually
al scientistsat U.S. government |aboratories and the Interna-
tional Atomic Energy Agency, found no reliable evidence
that Iraq had restarted its nuclear weapons program.

Estimates Changed for Cheney

But the Vice President had spoken. Sad to say, those in
charge of the draft National Intelligence Estimate took their
cueand stated, falsely, that “ most analystsassess|ragisrecon-
stituting its nuclear weapons program.” Smoke was blown
about aluminum tubes sought by Iraq that, it turns out, were
for conventional weapons programs. The rest amounted to
things like Hussein's frequent meetings with nuclear scien-
tists and Irag’s foot-dragging in providing information to
UN inspectors.

Not much heed was paid to the fact that Hussein' sson-in-
law, who supervised Iraq's nuclear program before he de-
fectedin 1995, had told interrogatorsthat Irag’ snuclear capa-
bility—save the blueprints—had been destroyed in 1991 at
his order. (Documents given to the United States this week
confirm that. The Iragi scientists who provided them added
that, even though the blueprintswould have given Irag ahead
start, no order was given to restart the program; and even had
such an order been given, Irag would till have been years
away from producing anuclear weapon.)

Insum, theevidence presented inlast September’ sintelli-
gence estimate fell far short of what was required to support
Cheney’ sclaimthat I raq was on theroad to anucl ear weapon.
Something scarier had to be produced, and quickly, if Con-
gress was to be persuaded to authorize war. And so the deci-
sion was made to dust off the uranium-from-Niger canard.

The White House calculated—correctly—that before
anyone would make an issue of the fact that this key piece of
“intelligence” was based on aforgery, Congress would vote
yes. Thewar could then be waged and won. In recent weeks,
Administration officials have begun spreading the word that
Cheney was never told the Irag-Niger story was based on a
forgery. | asked a senior official who recently served at the
National Security Council if he thought that was possible.
He pointed out that rigorous NSC procedures call for avery
specificresponsetoal Vice Presidential questionsand added
that “the fact that Cheney’s office had originally asked that
the Irag-Niger report be checked out makes it inconceivable
that his office would not have been informed of the results.”

Did the President himself know that the information used
to secure Congressional approval for war was based on a
forgery? We don’'t know. But which would be worse—that
he knew or that he didn’t?
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Profile: Aaron Friedberg

Cheney Adds China-Basher
To National Security Staff

by Mike Billington

Asof June 1, Professor Aaron Friedberg, who headsPrinceton
University’s Center of International Studies, moved to the
WhiteHouseonaone-year contract towork asVice President
Dick Cheney’s Deputy National Security Advisor with afo-
cuson China. AsEIRreported on June8, Friedbergisanotori-
ous China-basher, a founding member of the neo-conserva-
tive“Project for aNew American Century” (PNAC), and one
of Leo Strauss's “Ignoble Liars.” Friedberg will fit right in
among the stable of Strauss followersin Cheney’ s office—if
Cheney isnot first impeached or forced toresign for Iraq War
intelligence frauds.

A review of one of Friedberg's public documents on
Chinapolicy, “The Struggle for Mastery in Asia,” published
in the American Jewish Committee’'s Commentary for No-
vember 2000, provides evidencethat Friedberg’ s assignment
isto createthe conditions, during the coming election year, to
reversetherelatively good rel ationswhich have characterized
Bush Administration Chinapolicy since 9/11, and to prepare
afull-scaleconfrontation in the second term. The neo-conser-
vative cabal which seized power over the Bush Administra-
tion after 9/11 tolerated friendly relationswith China, guided
by Secretary of State Colin Powell, more out of necessity than
choice, whilethey orchestrated the lrag War and the adoption
of the pre-emptive war doctrine. Now, in keeping with the
McCarthyite assault on Powell and the State Department by
Newt Gingrich—who acts as a stalking horse for Cheney
and Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld—Friedbergisbeing
called on to bring China policy under full neo-conservative
control.

TheOnly Threat to the Only Super power ?

Friedberg, in his 2000 Commentary article, anticipated
Gingrich's accusation that the State Department is refusing
to implement the foreign policy of the President, and aso
breaching America's actual imperial mission. Friedberg
stated, as an assumption, that China “will seek ultimately to
displace the United States as the preponderant power in the
region,” and that “to permit a potentially hostile power to
dominate East Asiawould not only be out of linewith current
U.S. policy, it would also mark a deviation from the funda-
mental pattern of American grand strategy since at least the
latter part of the 19th Century.”
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Aaron Friedberg
has gone from
Princeton
University into Vice
President Cheney's
officeto preparea
U.S confrontation
with China during
2004.

EIR has shown (“Chicken-Hawks as China-Hawks,”
EIR, May 23) that the neo-conservatives, in keeping with the
Samue Huntington's “Clash of Civilizations,” have every
intention to target China as well as the Islamic world. A
series of RAND-centered studies in the 1990s, headed by
Zalmay Khalilzad and based on the Paul Wolfowitz/Dick
Cheney doctrine that U.S. foreign policy must preserve the
position of the United States as the one and only superpower,
identified China as the only potential long-term threat to the
American imperia vision. In keeping with that outlook,
Friedberg's Commentary article asserted, that as China be-
comes more developed, “the United States will be faced
with a challenge with which it has not had to cope in over
acentury: a strategic rival that is economically and techno-
logically dynamic, deeply engaged in the world economy,
and whose total output may come eventualy to approach
America’'s own.” The United States will of necessity “find
itself engaged in an open and intense geopolitical rivalry”
with China, which “in several important respects is already
under way.”

Even RAND’s Khalilzad, in a response to Friedberg's
Commentary article, thought Friedberg had gone overboard,
in insisting on a containment policy aimed against China's
economic development. But Friedberg does not shy away
from that position, declaring, “The bottom line is simple;
One way or another, China' s economic growth will provide
it with an increasing array of instruments with which to try
to exert influence on other countries and, if it chooses, to
carry forward a strategic competition with the United States.
... Tothisend, the Peopl€’ sRepublic of Chinawill useevery
instrument at its disposal, including especialy its growing
economic clout.”

Nor does Friedberg conceal his belief that the greatest
threat to his military/strategic road map to Hell comes from
those elites who believe that America' s self-interest lies in
fostering peace and development through expanded eco-
nomic relations. “Throughout the 1990s and down to the
present,” wrote Friedberg, about both the George H.W. Bush
and Clinton Administrations, “there was a strong politi-
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cal inhibition against considering China a future military
rival.”

To overcome this mentality of “engagement,” argues
Friedberg, will require extraordinary means, since “a suffi-
cient political consensus may not exist in the United States
to support even limited sanctions.” Just as 9/11 served the
neo-cons as a justification for implementing their imperial
designs, so Friedberginsiststhat only a“ sudden, severecrisis
could galvanize American domestic opinion, overwhelm the
objections of business groups and otherswith astrong vested
interest in continued commercial contacts, and lead to the
imposition of near-total restrictions on imports, exports, and
capital and technology flows.”

It should not be doubted that Cheney and the Straussian
nest in his office—now including Friedberg—are capable
of creating, out of nothing if necessary, just such a“sudden,
severe crisis’ regarding China, as they did against Irag, and
are currently creating against Iran and Korea. Friedberg even
references the “accidental” U.S. bombing of the Chinese
Embassy in Belgrade in May 1999, as a miniature case
in point.

Indeed, such “shock therapy” is not intended only as a
means to confront China, but is equally necessary to over-
come republican sentiments within the United States itself.
In his book In the Shadow of the Garrison Sate, Friedberg
argues that transforming America into an empire, which
he euphemistically calls “state-building,” requires recurring
shocks: “Crises are critical in American political develop-
ment, because the sources of resistance to state-building are
so strong. ... Without a sufficiently intense galvanizing
atmosphere of crisis, attempts at state-building are doomed
to fail. In such cases, despite the exertions of aspiring state-
builders, the institutional and ideological obstacles in their
way will proveimmovable. . . . Emergency justifications are
acceptable only for as long as an emergency is generaly
agreed to be under way.”

The Friedberg case again demonstrates that Americans
who believe in the republican principles of government and
nation-building imbedded in our Constitution, must act im-
mediately on Lyndon LaRouche's call to remove Cheney
and his office of Straussian fanatics from any position of
power and influence in the Bush Administration.

For more information about
the “Straussians,” and
about China’s actual policy,
see our website:

www.larouchepub.com
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‘Synarchism-Nazi/Communism’

Michael Ledeen Demands
‘Regime Change’ in Iran
by Scott Thompson

We have already crossed the Rubicon. We are already
in Hell. World War 111 in Eurasiais aready ongoing.
There was not an Irag war; there is a continuing Irag
war. Therewas not an Afghanistan war; thereisacon-
tinuing Afghanistan war. There' s aready an onset of a
war with Iran, being run covertly, asacovert operation,
fromthe United States, in Iranright now! Y ou seeit on
the television screens here. That is not a spontaneous
student movement. That is a U.S.-run destabilization
of Iran, trying to set up the conditions for awar. The
situationin Korth Korea; other situations| know of; we
are now inside World War 111. It is not something that
we could prevent from happening. We're there.

—Address by Lyndon LaRouche in Istanbul, Tur-
key, June 14, 2003.

Ledeen’s ideas are quoted daily by such figures as
Dick Cheney, Donald Rumsfeld and Paul Wolfowitz.
His views virtualy define the stark departure from
American foreign policy philosophy that characterized
United States actions since September 11, 2001. . . .
Now Ledeen is calling for “regime change” beyond
Irag. In an address titled “Time to Focus on Iran: The
Mother of Modern Terrorism,” for the policy forum
of the Jewish Ingtitute for National Security Affairs
(JINSA) on April 30, hedeclared: “ Thetimefor diplo-
macy isat theend; itistimefor afreelran, afree Syria
and free Lebanon.”

—William O. Beeman, “Michael Ledeen: Neocon-
servative Guru,” in The Daily Star, Beirut, Lebanon,
May 9, 2003

The same drumbeat for “regime change” that led to war
against Irag, isnow coming fromthemouthsof Vice President
Dick Cheney’s"“chicken-hawk” cabal; only now, thetargetis
Iran. This destabilization is being run through U.S. private
foundations and think-tanks, to overthrow the government in
Iran, and run a destabilization, and/or military strike against
Iran’s nuclear energy production facilities.

The pointman is Michael Ledeen, who divides his time
among National Review Online, JINSA, and the American
Enterprise Institute (AEI). Ledeenisstirring up the networks
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in Congress and the press, and lining up tainted intelligence
tojustify war on Iran.

Thisisthe same Michael Ledeen, who, as a consultant to
the Reagan-Bush Administration National Security Council
in the mid-1980s, was a pivotal criminal figure in the Iran-
Contrafiasco, covertly peddling weaponsto the very Ayatol-
lahs whom he is now plotting to overthrow. He is aso the
same Ledeen who now calls for the United States to wage
war against Iran, Syria, Lebanon, Sudan, Libya because, he
alleges, they are all “masters of terror.” Yet in the 1980s,
L edeen was one of the biggest promoters in Washington of
the so-called Afghansi mujahideen—including Osama bin
L aden—whom hetouted as“ freedom fighters” and “ champi-
ons of the democratic struggle against totalitarian com-
munism.”

L edeen’ soperationsare not merely the rantings of deeply
disturbed wanna-bell Duce. Hisefforts should be understood
as reflecting the immediate intentions of the Administration
neo-conservatives. Hiscronies, Deputy Secretary of Defense
Paul Wolfowitz and Undersecretary of Defense for Policy
Doug Feith, are the key advisors to Secretary of Defense
Donald “Dr. Strangelove” Rumsfeld.

L edeen, the self-proclaimed “ universal fascist,” haslong
been under scrutiny by EIR researchers, as a man who has
been in the midst of some of the dirtiest covert intelligence
operations of the past 30 years. EIR s Special Report of April
1987, Project Democracy: The ‘Parallel Government’ Be-
hind the Iran-Contra Affair, put a spotlight on Ledeen, from
which | draw some of the brief profile published here.

Ledeen, as he wrote in his book Machiavelli on Modern
Leadership: Why Machiavelli’s Iron Rules Are As Timely
and Important Today as Five Centuries Ago (New York: St.
Martin’s Press, 2000), is a believer in “total war” through
“creative violence.” Thereisno such thing as peace between
nations, hemaintains; peaceisjust aninterlude betweenwars.

Ledeen fits the profile of a“ Synarchist,” or “Nazi/Com-
munist,” as those concepts were discussed in World War 11-
eradocuments made available to EIR by military intelligence
and other sources during the 1980s (see Jeffrey Steinberg,
“Synarchism: The Fascist Roots of the Wolfowitz Cabal,”
EIR, May 30, 2003). Particularly relevant tothischaracteriza-
tionisLedeen’ swork with both “Red” and “Black” terrorists
in Italy, and his support, along with Henry Kissinger, of the
Propaganda Due (P-2) Freemasonic Lodge of former Nazi
collaborator Licio Gelli, which directed the NATO-related
“strategy of tension” against former Italian Prime Minister
Aldo Moro.

Still Promoting Terrorists

On June 23, France's Secret Service launched a crack-
down on the Iranian Mujahadeen e-Khalq (MEK, or MKO),
an anti-regime group that has been on the U.S. State Depart-
ment’s list of Foreign Terrorist Organizations since 1997.
Simultaneous with recent confrontations in Iran, some 150
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MEK memberswerearrested at their “international headquar-
ters’ near Paris, and accused of plotting terrorist attacks
against Iranian embassies and diplomats throughout Europe.
The MEK members arrested by the French authorities were
operating under the cover of the National Council for Resis-
tance in Iran, the MEK’s international front group. Among
those arrested were MEK cult leader Maryam Rajavi and her
husband, M EK military chief Massoud Rajavi. Following the
arrests, nine members of the group set themselves on firein
protestsin Paris. One died.

Rather than applaud the French moves as part of the war
against terrorism, Sen. Sam Brownback (R-Kan.) is trying
to whip up public support for the group. In an open letter,
published in the June 24 Washington Times, he called for
the “terrorist” designation to be dropped. He had earlier put
forward an amendment to a bill that would give $50 million
to exile Iranian satellite TV stations, to continue the sort of
psy-opscarried out by Radio Farda. Back on March 13, Sena-
tor Brownback had joined Rep. Tom Lantos (D-Calif.) to call
for a“regime change,” in Iran, despite the fact that moderate
reformers, notably President Khatami, have become a sig-
nificant factor in the country. Brownback’ swebsite states: “ It
may seem that our support isnot really that important, but in
truth, democracy dissidentsinsidelrantell methatitiscrucial
to motivate the opposition and for them to know that there
can beastrong futurewith theU.S. oncethey havere-claimed
their ancient land.”

Brownback was joined in the call to arms in defense of
the terrorist MEK, by Michael Ledeen’s alter-ego Daniel
Pipes, who posted an op-ed on his website, demanding not
only that the MEK be removed from the State Department
terror list; but that the U.S. government adopt the MEK asa
“liberation group” to wage guerrilla insurgency against the
Iranian government.

Ledeen joined thefray with araving articlein the June 16
National Review Online, “The Iranian Revolution, 2003,” in
which he proclaims that he can “ sniff out” Iranian revolution
from “the tell-tale odors coming from the undergarments of
its doomed leaders.” The article cites six reasons why the
Iranian“revolution” isunstoppabl e now—and why President
Bush must embraceit. The article is considered a signal that
the neo-con caba insidethe Administrationisgoinginto high
gear behind the scenesto get war in Iran. Among other objec-
tives, war on Iran would help derail the Road Map negotia-
tions for Israeli-Palestinian peace—a policy the President
supports, but the Administration neo-cons despise.

Ledeen’s*Focuson Iran’

L edeen and company have been putting this operation in
place for some time. In 2001, Ledeen founded the Coalition
for Democracy in Iran (CDI), with a call for regime change
in that country. One of his partnersin founding the coalition
was Dr. Rob Sobhani, a professor at Georgetown University
and president of Caspian Energy Consulting. Support for the
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Michael Ledeen has along history in covert operations to destroy
nations—particularly the Arab and Muslim nations of the Middle
East. Now, heisleading the charge against Iran.

CDI aso comes from the Center for Security Policy’s Frank
Gaffney, former Rep. Jack Kemp, JoshuaMuravchik of AEI,
and former CIA director James Woolsey, who sits on the
DefensePolicy Board. Wool sey hasal soworked for theDoug
Feith/Abram Shulsky “ Office of Special Plans’ in the Penta-
gon, which cooked the intelligence to push through the Iraq
War. One of CDI’s policies, as spelled out in the June 15
Washington Post, isto support Brownback’s call for an Iran
Liberation Act, similar to the 1997 onefor Irag.

Ledeen rails against Iranian terrorism in his recent book
The Terror Masters: Why It Happened. Where We Are Now.
How We' Il Win. According to Pecific News Service of May
19, he gave a speech at a INSA policy forum on April 30,
entitled“ Timeto Focuson Iran—The Mother of Modern Ter-
rorism.”

Bernard LewisJoinsln

The next big push came on May 6, when Ledeen moder-
ated apanel at a conference at AEI, on “The Future of Iran:
Mullarchy, Democracy, and the War on Terror.”

Co-sponsoring the event was the Hudson Institute—
funded by the Russian and Jewish Mafia-linked Marc Rich
(whose attorneys had included Cheney’s “ Scooter” Libby)
and by British media baron Conrad Black—and the Founda-
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What Is Universal Fascism?

Michael Ledeen’'s “universal fascism” signifies a world
empire run by the financial oligarchy and its puppets—as
distinguished from the more “crude’ nationalist varieties.

EIR s April 1987 Special Report on “Project Democ-
racy” provided an in-depth profile of the concept, which
included thefollowing excerpt fromal975book, Fascism,
whichisadial oguebetween L edeen and hismentor Renzo
de Felice. Ledeen—who nowadays tries to claim that he
is not afascist—emerges here as an avowed enemy of the
American republic.

DeFdlice: “Fascismwasarevol utionary phenomenon
... and we have to remember the qualitative difference
between theregime, and the movement which aimed at the
mobilization of the masses and the creation of anew kind

of man. Fascism had nothing in common with conserva-
tive-reactionary regimes. . . . The central element that dis-
tinguished it is the mobilization of the masses; active par-
ticipation, not exclusion. Another difference was that
Italian Fascism wanted to achieve the transformation of
society and the individua in a direction that had never
been attempted or realized inther past. . . . A new phasein
the history of civilization.”

For De Felice, then, the Fascist revolution was a“be-
trayed revolution.”

“But al revolutions have been betrayed,” he contin-
ued. “. . .Trotsky wrote The Revolution Betrayed.”

L edeen: “Just as the American Constitution betrayed
the American Revolution.”

DeFelice: “Exactly.”

For more on universal fascism, see Jeffrey Steinberg’s
“Synarchism: The Fascist Roots of the Wolfowitz Cabal,”
EIR, May 30, 2003.

tion for the Defense of Democracies. Opening the event was
Meyrav Wurmser, director of Middle East programs at the
Hudson Institute, whose husband, David Wurmser, is an
adviser to Assistant Secretary of State John Bolton. Her
morning panel was entitled, “lran Today—A Reality
Check,” and panelists included Uri Lubrani of the Isragli
Defense Ministry.

L edeen gave the introduction for former British military
intelligence operative and Princeton Professor Emeritus Ber-
nard Lewis, who is the inventor of the idea of a “Clash of
Civilizations,” later popularized in a book by that name by
Samuel Huntington. Lewis thesis, cloaked in phrases of
Athenian democracy, is that which President Carter’'s Na-
tional Security Advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski formerly called
“theArcof Crisis” andtoday calls“theZoneof Instability.” It
callsfor stopping Eurasian integration through manipulating
tribal, ethnic, and religious axioms to destroy nation-states,
beginning especialy in the Middle East. Ledeen introduced
Lewis as “the reigning genius of Middle East studies every-
where.”

Lewis openly called for a“revolution” in Iran, to follow
themilitary conquest of Irag; hecompared Iranto Napol eonic
France or Stalin’s Soviet Union. Lewis said that the most
important and dangerous neighbor of Irag was Iran, adding,
“Itis, | suppose, inlranthat thisfear of asuccessof democracy
inlragismost strongly felt, and with thevery best of reasons.”
Pointing to the fact that there are more Shi’ites than Sunnis
among | slamicreligiousdenominationsin Irag, Lewiscontin-
ued, “Shi’ism is[also] the predominant religion in Iran and
the one which . . . [is] invoked by the current leadership of
that country and the theocracy that was established by the
revolutionin‘79.”
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L ewis presented the pie-in-the-sky view that “ democratic
ideas and democratic examplesfrom anew Irag might spread
acrossthe border . . . and the Muslim Shi’ite divines on both
sides may feel—and one can understand this—they feel they
have to do something about it. They have to do something
to counter this American-sponsored Democratic fright. . ..
Wheat is necessary from the point of view of the I ranian theoc-
racy isthat the democratic experiment in Irag should fail and
that the consequences to Americans there should be so awful
that they would go away and not come back.”

Also speaking at the AEI event was Senator Brownback,
who called for support for his Senate Resolution 82, and pro-
moted hisIran Democracy amendment. “1t should be the pol-
icy of the U.S.,” he said, “to seek a genuine democratic gov-
ernment inlranthat will restorefreedomtothelranian people,
abandon terrorism, and live in peace and security with the
international commuity.”

Everyone who knows the first thing about Iran realizes
that any American meddling there—such as the actions al-
ready being run through Ledeen, Brownback, Woolsey, et
al.—isarecipefor chaosand likely mass deaths. The promo-
tion by Ledeen of a“liberation” of Iran is, thus, a drive for
the kind of “purgative violence” that is at the heart of his
“universal fascism.” Which brings usto Ledeen’s variety of
fascism.

Ledeen’s‘ Synarchist” Roots

Thefirstimportant influence on Ledeen’ slifewas George
M osse, aGerman Jewish emigré, who had been on good terms
with such Nazi |eaders as Joseph Goebbel sand Herman Goer-
ing. Mosse was so close that Goering offered to make his
father an Aryan, and the family was permitted to leave Ger-

National 69



many 15 minutes before the law was changed.

The Cambridge-educated M osse, who would become L e-
deen’ steacher at the University of Wisconsin, taught Ledeen
that despiteits” perversion” by anti-Semitism, Fascism ought
to be scientifically studied, because the Geist (soul) of West-
ern countries had been suffocated and could only be revived
through Fascism or Nazism. It is reported that while Ledeen
was working on his Ph.D., he was blackballed for having
joined—under M osse’ sinfluence—acell of thelsraeli intelli-
gence-linked movement associated with VIadimir Ze' ev Ja
botinsky, whom Isragli leader David Ben Gurion referred to
as“Vladimir Hitler.”

It wasthrough Mosse that Ledeen wasintroduced to later
Presidential Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board member
David Abshire, who wasthe founder of the Center for Strate-
gic and International Studies (CSIS), and who hired Ledeen
asapolitica intelligence operative.

But an even moreimportant mentor to L edeen was Renzo
de Felice, an advocate of the Jacobin Revolution in France
which led to the emergence of thefirst modern Fascist, Napo-
leon Bonaparte. De Felice did not hide his Fascism, as he
wrote in The [lluminati and Revol utionary Mysticism, 1789-
1900: “ Thereis something in common between my Jacobins
and acertainkind of Fascism. . . . Fascism wanted to achieve
the transformation of society and theindividual . . . [toward]
anew phasein the history of civilization.”

After researching in Italy from 1966 to 1967, where he
met scions of the Venetian oligarchy who are“magicians’ in
cultural warfare, Ledeen wrote: Universal Fascism (1972);
“Italian Fascism and Y outh,” Journal of Contemporary His-
tory, July 1969; “ Fascist Social Policy,” in TheUseand Abuse
of Social Science, ed, Irving Louis Horowitz; and, among
others, Fascism, An Informal Introduction to Its Theory and
Practice, by Renzo de Felice, which includes an interview
with Ledeen.

Ledeen preferred unbridled, Jacobin-style fascism, such
as that of Gabrielle D’ Annunzio in the early 1900s. In his
1972 Universal Fascism, Ledeen criticized Benito Mussolini
as being too rigid: “He never had enough confidence in the
Italian people to permit them a genuine participation in
Fascism.”

Ledeen’sCriminal Trail

L edeen has been associated, throughout the past two de-
cades, with someof themost sordid criminal affairs, implicat-
ing government officials, intelligence services, and private
“synarchist” networks:

* Irangate: It is particularly ironical that Ledeen is
today calling for a “regime change’ in Iran, since he had
been anintegral culpritin Project Democracy’ s covert opera-
tionswith Iran’ sregime during the 1980s. He worked closely
with Manuchar Ghorbanifar, an Iranian living in France,
to whom he had been introduced by top Israeli political
intelligence agent David Kimchee. Ledeen brought Ghor-
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banifar to a meeting on Oct. 8, 1985 with the National
Security Council’s Lt. Col. Oliver North, at which was also
present Isragli arms dedler Ya acov Nimrodi, a key player
in North’s “Enterprise.” Ledeen had frequent meetings with
North in this regard throughout 1985, despite CIA warnings
that Ghorbanifar was not to be trusted. It was through Ghor-
banifar that 500 TOW missiles were shipped to Iran, and
then 19 Hawk SAM missiles, in exchange for the release of
American hostages then being held by terroristsin Lebanon.
This was the “arms for hostages’ deal that was at the heart
of the Iran-Contra scandal. The weapons that went to Iran
came either directly from the U.S. military stockpiles, or
from lsrael’s massive arms industry, involving top officials
of the Israeli government.

L edeen maintainedthat hewasjustinvolvedina“research
program” on Iran, which “by accident,” turnedintoan*“action
program.” However, it is notable that throughout this period,
he was involved, by way of a firm caled EATSCO, with
former CIA Deputy Director for Plans Theodor Shackley,
who was another pivotal Iran-Contrafigure.

« Italy’sPropaganda-2L odge: Accordingtoinnumera-
ble sources on both sides of the Atlantic, while working for
Kissinger and Alexander Haig at CSIS, Ledeen became a
member of the Propaganda Due (P-2) L odge, which emerged
to public light on May 20, 1981. This unmasking occurred
just seven days after the attempted assassination of Pope John
Paul 11 by Mehmet Ali Agca, inwhich P-2 was thought to be
involved. The exposure of P-2 forced the resignation of 47
Italian Army generals and 6 Navy admirals. Also named was
Bruno di Fabio, anaval officer working at NATO headquar-
tersin Brussels, across whose desk passed the reports of the
secret services of all of NATO's members. Other prominent
Italians revealed to be members of the secret society, who
were toppled and were known to be among Ledeen’s close
associates, were the chief of staff of defense, Giovanni Tor-
rissi; the head of the coordinating body of the secret services,
Walter Pelosi; the head of military counterintelligence
(SISM1), Giuseppe Santovito; the head of the civilianintelli-
gence service (SISDE), Giuliano Grassini. Asfor P-2 Grand
Master Licio Gelli himself, he was the perfect “Synarchist”
or, as Ledeen might put it, “universal Fascist,” having been
both a Nazi SS liaison officer and, until at least 1956, a So-
viet agent.

* TheTemple Mount conspiracy: Ledeen and hiswife
Barbarahavebeen part of an* Armaggedon Project” torebuild
Solomon’ s Third Templein Jerusalem on al-Haram al-Sharif
(ak.a “Temple Mount”) which is the third most holy sitein
Islam. The planned destruction of the a-Agsa Mosque and
the Dome of the Rock would unleash unstoppable warfarein
the Middle East. Barbara Ledeen was until recently on the
editorial masthead of Biblical Archeology Review, which has
played a central role in plotting where the Third Temple
should be placed, together with the Quatuor Cornati (“Four
Crowns") research lodge of British Freemasonry.
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Congressional Closeup by carl 0sgood

Chambers PassVery in a narrow 216-215 vote for passage. zaid replied that “I believe that if we
Different MedicareBills The Senate ended two weeks of debatead interrupted the movement o
Its proponents are calling the passageith a 76-21 vote for passage, butthe  chemical weapons from the dep¢ts to
of Medicare prescription drug bills in  differences between the House ahé guns, that we would have foung
both the House and the Senate in th&enate versions are so large that Sen- them in the depots. But, we've logked
very early morning hours of June 27 ate Majority Leader Bill Frist (Rnthe depotsandthey’re notthere.” Hq
“historic,” but some may wind up call- Tenn.) is warning of a long and diffi- suggested that there was a possib/lity

ing it, especially in the House, another  cult conference. that the regime of Saddam Hussein e|-
one of those deals struck in the dark ther ordered them moved beford the
of night. In the House, the process for war or destroyed, “but I don’t know
floor consideration of the bill beganG o ) and | think we won't know for p
over night, the night before, when the\3 en. Abizaid Grilled while.”

House Rules Committee took up theOn Lack of Irag WMDs
700-page bill and, inwhat has becomé.t. Gen. John Abizaid, nominated by
usual procedure, blocked all Demo- President Bush to replace Gpn .
craticamendments exceptforone sub-  Tommy Franks ashead of U.S. Cehtrhiouse Reviews U.S.
stitute and one motion to recommitCommand, admitted during his JuneAsia/Pacific Deployment
back to committee. 25 confirmation hearing in front of th& June 26 hearing of the House Asig
On top of that, accompanying theSenate Arms Services Committee, that and the Pacific Subcommittee took up
Medicare bill out of the Rules Com- hedid notunderstand why no chemitfa¢ subject of announced, and unan-
mittee was a second bill establishingveapons have beenfoundinlirag.“Itis nounced, changes in U.S. force pos-
health savings accountswhichwas, es-  perplexing to me,” Abizaid said, “thae in South Korea and elsewhere irT1
sentially, another tax cut scheme. ltwe have not found weapons of mass that region. Subcommittee chairfnan
came out of the Rules Committee cost-  destruction, when the evidence waBred.each (R-1a.) told the withesses—
ing an additional $100 billion on top pervasive that it would exist.” This, Assistant Secretary of Defense for |n-
of the projected, original $72 billion however, did not keep him from reéernational Security Affairs Peter
cost. Rep. Louise Slaughter (D-N.Y.)peating the common Bush Adminis- Rodman; U.S. Pacific Commanger
described it as a “tax break with a de- tration refrain that such weapons Wilm. Thomas Fargo; and Christophef
structive purpose: to threaten the tradibe found eventually. LeFleur, State Department specigl en-
tional employer-based health care by Under questioning from Sen. Jaok for Northeast Asia security con-
actually encouraging companies to reReed (D-R.1.), he also admitted that sultations—that “it strikes me
duce their employees’ health cov- “lcan'toffer areasonable explanatibpom a Congressional perspective, w
erage.” with regard to” Iraq’s lack of use of should delegate to you in the Defenge
Once the drug bill got to the floor, such weapons. Reed noted that, Bepartment all of the niceties of ho
Democrats denounced it as an attackause the evidence so far found is at  you think American forces shoul
on the Medicare program. Rep. such odds with the pre-war reportistfuctured; but when it comes to com
Charles Rangel (D-N.Y.) told the “we have to reevaluate whether or not mitment that is political and involvi
House that those who study the bill intelligence was effectively gaugibgth the purse as well as potential lo
will eventually realize that “this is the the intention, the capability or the will  of life of the United States, we have|to
first step that has been specifically de-  of that regime to use weapons of rbassareful about commitment, whic
signed, not to reform the Medicaredestruction, which is a critical ques- is a public responsibility broader than
system as we know it, but to dissolve tion, | suspect, inthe calculation to esimply the Department of Defense.”
it.” Rep. Pete Stark (D-Calif.) was ploy a military option.” Rodman explained that, with
even more blunt. “There is no ques- Committee chairman John Warspect to the recently announced forc
tion,” he said, “that this is a major (R-Va.), trying to salvage the situa- structure changes in South Korga,
move toward privatizing Medicare,” tion, tried to suggest that maybe th&hat we're talking about is adapting
because of the extent to which privatespeed of the campaign and the factthat our physical capability, and that's
insurance companies would be in- itdid notfollowthe pattern ofthe 198@mething that involves consultatio
volved in determining benefits, which Gulf War, might have disrupted the with the Congress necessarily.|. .
are not otherwise defined in the bill. movement of chemical artillery shetlther than making any change in po
The debate onthe House billendedrom depots to units in the field. Abi- litical commitment.

be
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Editorial

The DLC ‘Trojan Horse’

At Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche’s July 2~ some of them had been Zionists, and they becanje more
campaign webcast from Washington, he faced a quesand more right-wing all along. And this was the emef-
tion from a well-known American political consultant,  gence of a process which led into a 1976 meetipg in
about the Democratic Leadership Council (DLC), Kyoto, ofthe Trilateral Commission, underthe auspicgs
which LaRouche has called “Vice President Cheney's  of the Trilateral Commission leader Zbigniew Brzezin-
protection racket in the Democratic Party.” ski. This featured a Samuel Huntington paper on “Cridis

“You've called the Democratic Leadership Council ~ in Democracy.” Brzezinski used this in the Carterf Ad-
a ‘Trojan Horse,’ " the politico said. “l have to tell you ministration, to put through what became known as
| disagree with you, because it's in the immediate inter-  Project Democracy, which was a fascist right-wing pro-
est of the DLC, and very particularly in their financial gram. . . . “Now, both political parties from the top ar¢
interest, to elect someone whois nominallyaDemocrat,  controlled as party machines by Project Demgcracy,
whose policy they would control. It's my view that, in through the Congress. So, at that point, the right wing,
fact, it would be far more difficult to organize any kind ~ which had been coming into a takeover of the D¢mo-
of opposition to a Democratic President who is con-cratic Party through Brzezinski and Company, togk
trolled by the DLC. I'd like your thoughts on this.” control. And both parties were controlled from the

Party has abjectly failed, in this crisis, to offer any alter-  officials, by these guys. And that's the Trojan Hoise.
native or serious opposition to the disastrous economic “Take the policy of Donna Brazile. Look what hap
and strategic course the United States ison. Inaword,  pened. How did George Bush get non-elected? Donna

ous stages, along with the so-called Boll Weevils, who  and began stroking Joe Lieberman’s right-wing Cu-
came out of the cotton. In response to that, you had &ans, and the election got jammed up.
shift [in the Party], which occurred around a fellow “Now, I don’tthink that Al Gore was any good.

ber, Scoop Jackson was a war-hawk, he was out for  the politics worked. There is no honest politic
war. Was called a social democrat. But then you haddemocratic Party from the top down, now. Don’t ki
Moynihan, who was a property of Averell Harriman.  yourself. tdoesn’'texist. The only way you'll get hopest

worked on social policy. He was the guy involved in DLC. They belong to the right wing. They are of the
the area of setting up the replacement of Hill-Burton assame inhuman species as the neo-conservatives.
a health program, by the HMOs. are neo-cons. They think like neo-cons.

“So, you had a right-wing evolution, centered “The thing you have to do is replace them. And t
around people who had been formerly Trotskyists, es-  way to replace them, is you raise one issue:
pecially the Social Democrats of America, that type,Delano Roosevelt.”
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Mon: 4 pm; Sat: 5 pm

+ JEFFERSON Ch.98
Fridays—2 pm

LOUISIANA

« ORLEANS PARISH
Cox Ch.78
Tuesdays & Saturdays
4 am & 4 pm

MARYLAND

« ANNE ARUNDEL
Annapolis Ch.20
Milleneum Ch.99
Sat & Sun: 12:30 am

* MONTGOMERY Ch.19
Fridays—7 pm

* P.G.COUNTY Ch.76
Mondays—10:30 pm

MASSACHUSETTS

* BRAINTREE
AT&T Ch.31
BELD Ch.16
Tuesdays—8 pm

« CAMBRIDGE
MediaOne Ch.10
Mondays—4 pm

* WORCESTER—Ch.13
Tue—8:30 pm

MICHIGAN

* CALHOON
ATT Ch.11
Mondays—4 pm

« CANTON TWP.
Comcast Ch.18
Zajak Presents
Mondays: 6-8 pm

« DEARBORN
Comcast Ch.16
Zajak Presents
Mondays: 6-8 pm

* DEARBORN HTS.
Comcast Ch.18
Zajak Presents
Mondays: 6-8 pm

« GRAND RAPIDS
AT&T Ch.25
Fridays—1:30 pm

« KALAMAZOO
Thu: 11 pm (Ch.20)
Sat: 10 pm (Ch.22)

* KENT COUNTY
Charter Ch.7
Tue—12 Noon,

7:30 pm, 11 pm

* LAKE ORION
Comcast Ch.65
Mondays & Tuesdays
2 pm & 9 pm

* LIVONIA
Brighthouse Ch.12
Thursdays—4:30 pm

* MT.PLEASANT
Charter Ch. 3
Tuesdays—5:30 pm
Wednesdays—7 am

* PLYMOUTH
Comcast Ch.18
Zajak Presents
Mondays: 6-8 pm

* SHELBY TWP.
Comcast Ch.20
WOW Ch.18
Mon/Wed: 6:30 pm

* WASHTENAW
AT&T Ch.17
Thursdays—5 pm

+ WAYNE COUNTY
Comcast Ch.68
Unscheduled pop-ins

« WYOMING
AT&T Ch 25
Wednesdays—10 am

MINNESOTA

+ ANOKA
AT&T Ch.15
Mon: 4 pm & 11 pm

« BURNSVILLE/EGAN
ATT Ch.14,57,96
Tuesdays—5:30 pm
Saturdays—9 pm
Sundays—10 pm

+ CAMBRIDGE
US Cable Ch.10
Wednesdays—2 pm

* COLD SPRING
US Cable Ch.10
Wednesdays—5 pm

* COLUMBIA HTS.
MediaOne Ch.15
Wednesdays—8 pm

* DULUTH—Ch.20
Mondays—9 pm
Wednesdays—12 pm
Fridays 1 pm

« FRIDLEY—Ch.5
Thursdays—5:30 pm
Saturdays—8:30 pm

* MINNEAPOLIS
PARAGON Ch.67
Saturdays—7 pm

* NEW ULM—Ch.14
Fridays—>5 pm

« PROCTOR/
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

* LOS ALAMOS
Comcast Ch.8
Mondays—10 pm

* SANTA FE
Comcast—Ch.8
Saturdays—-—G 30 pm

* TAOS—Ch..
Thursdays—7 pm

NEW YORK

+« AMSTERDAM
T/W Ch.16
Wednesdays—7 pm

« 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*

* QUEENSBURY Ch.71
Thursdays—7 pm

* RIVERHEAD Ch.70
Thu—12 Midnight

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

All programs are The LaRouche Connection unless otherwise noted. (*) Call station for times.

. ROCKLAND—Ch 71
Mondays—6 p

« 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
Comcast Ch. 23
Wed:7 pm; Fri:10 am
Sun:6 am; Mon:11 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
Time Warner Ch.17
Tuesdays—5:30 pm
Saturdays—9 am
Mon, 6/30: 5:30 pm
Mon, 7/7: 6 pm

= KINGWOOD Ch.98
Kingwood Cablevision
Tuesdays—5:30 pm
Saturdays—9 am
Mon, 6/30: 5:30 pm
Mon, 7/7: 6 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

If you would like to get
The LaRouche Con-
nection on your local
cable TV system, please

call Charies Notley at 703-

777-9451, Ext. 322. For
more information, visit
our Website at http://
www.larouchepub.com/tv
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