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From the Associate Editor

As we go to press, the LaRouche movement is assembling for its
Labor Day weekend conference, under the banner “The World at a
Turning Point.” Lyndon LaRouche’s keynote presentation is on
“A Tale of Two Cities—Washington and Sacramento: What the
Dickens Is Really Going On?”

This week’s issue provides you with very substantial food for
thought on precisely that question, and many of the topics dealt with
herein will be taken up for further discussion at the conference. Our
cover story, on Cheney’s energy pirates and the Arnie Schwarze-
negger/California recall hoax, tells the amazing tale of who really did
what to the state of California. The voters have been “had” once, with
their foolish support for energy deregulation; will they learn their
lesson now, before itis too late? Second, we have LaRouche’s Presi-
dential policy statement, “Religion and National Security: The Threat
from Terrorist Cults,” which presents an in-depth historical picture
of Synarchism and Martinism—two obscure-sounding words, which
have everything to do with the mess that the electorate have gotten
themselves into, and also with how to deal with terrorism. Comple-
menting this article, is Anton Chaitkin’'s “Synarchy Against
America,” documenting crucial aspects of the two-centuries-long
project by the enemies of the United States. His piece will quickly be
issued as a pamphlet, together with LaRouche’s “World Nuclear War
When? McAuliffe’s Deadly Delusions: or, How Harry Truman De-
feated Himself,” which we published in last week’s issue.

Last year, our cover picture after the Labor Day conference
showed LaRouche giving a presentation to a roomful of 40-50 youth
organizers. Now, a much bigger room is needed! In the intervening
months, the LaRouche Youth Movement took off, to the point that
hundreds of young people are joining in the fun of fighting for a future
for themselves and their posterity. We are now having our first-ever
two-coast conference, with simultaneous video hookup between Los
Angeles and Northern Virginia. After the conference, these forces
will be unleashed for a political organizing blitz, leading up to the
California election. During those few weeks, the face of politics in
the United States will be changed. And Dick Cheney is not going to
like what is going to happen.
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WHAT ASHCROFT WOULD PREFER YOU NOT KNOW

Religion and National Security:
The Threat from Terrorist Cults

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Aug. 19, 2003 used them as instruments of political power. Britain’s Lord
Shelburne, thenthe leading political representative of Barings
This Presidential policy study on the subject of “ Synarchism ~ Bank, was a key figure behind the unleashing of the Terror
asaterrorist cult” wasissued by the LaRouche in 2004 cam- of 1789-1794, for example. This is the inner aspect of that
paign committee. recurring threat to civilization known to history books and
newspaper headlines by such names as Jacobinism, Bonapar-
During the 1511-1648 interval, religious warfare in Europe  tism, Synarchy, and as the fascist regimes which proliferated
had been orchestrated by the Venetian faction of opponenia post-Versailles Europe of the 1920s through 1945. The
of that Italy-centered European Renaissance which brought  extreme right-wing Synarchist networks left over from the
forth the modern nation-state republic. This Venetian factiorfascist regimes of the pre-1945 period, figured in crucial roles

was represented then chiefly by the Habsburg dynasty of Vi- inthe European terroristwave ofthe 1970s, and are still active
ennaand Spain. Since the rise of the Anglo-Dutch and Frencim Europe and the Americas today.
“Enlightenment” of the Eighteenth Century, the detonator of Although the terrorism motivated by today’s Synarchists

deadly internal threats to the security of European civilizatioris presently the leading subversive form of security threat to
has often been the provocative roles assigned to relatively  U.S.interests, | am, so far, virtually the only candidate for the
small religious cults, such as millenarian, freemasonic, 02004 Presidential hnomination who has exhibited both the will
other nominally Christian or Jewish denominations. These  and knowledge to address the explicitly religious character of
latter, dangerous sects have often included elements of thhis specific quality of present threat in a systematic way.
sexual freakishness which were typical of the quasi-Judeo-  There are admittedly potential political risks, from the deadly
Christian varieties of their Manichean, Cathar, and Grail preSynarchist cabals, for any leading candidate who points to
decessors. these facts. Fear of those personal, as well as political risks,
Since the Paris events of July 14, 1789, orchestrated byould tend to frighten most candidates away from bringing
British agents Philippe Egaliend Jacques Necker, and until up this political threat from weird religious circles such as
today, the greatest overt internal threat to the continued exighose of Texas’ Tom Delay or typical Eighteenth-Century-
tence of modern European civilization, has come from the  style Martinist ideologue Newt Gingrich; but, under present
recurring public eruptions of a hybrid, quasi-Phrygian-Dio- conditions, anyone who lacks the courage to do that, would
nysian freemasonic religious association, known as the Marti- not be competent to become the next U.S. President.
nists, which originally emerged during the closing decades The Synarchist threat from the presently continuing Mar-
of the Eighteenth Century. These Martinists have operated tinist tradition of the French Revolution period’s Mesmer,
together with the network of family merchant-banks, which Cagliostro, Joseph de Maistre, et al., is, once again, a leading

4  Counterintelligence EIR September 5, 2003
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issue of the current time. This was, originally, the banker-
backedterrorist cult usedtodirect that great internal, systemic
threat of 1789-1815 to France, and to the world of that time.
Thissame banker-cult symbiosiswasbehind Mussolini’ sdic-
tatorship, behind Francisco Franco’ sdictatorship, and behind
Adolf Hitler’ srole during 1923-45. Thiswasthe threat posed
by prominent pro-Synarchists inside the British Establish-
ment, who, during the World War | setting of Dunkirk, had
attempted to bring Britain and France into that planned alli-
ance with Hitler, Mussolini, Franco, and Japan—which
would, if achieved, haveaimedto destroy the U.S.A. itself by
aid of that consort of global naval power. That wasthe enemy
which we joined with Winston Churchill to defeat, in World
War I1.

Thecontinuation of that Synarchist effort from during the
World War Il period, is not only the continuing connection
behind the fascist insurgencies of 1921-45, but is that thiev-
ing, international financier syndicate behind today’s role of
Vice President Cheney and his Enron, Halliburton, and simi-
lar accomplices, which orchestrated the Enron-led swindle of
Cdlifornia. That isthe syndicate which has pushed the freak-
show candidacy of an “Elmer Gantry”-like confidence man,
the United States' imported Austrian Arnold Schwarzeneg-
ger, asaproposed head of state.

Sincelong before the Eighteenth-Century threat from the
Martinist cult, the most notable forms of earlier intellectua
combat against theinfluence of similar pro-terrorist cults, had
comefromtheol ogianssuch asPhilo (Judaeus) of Alexandria,
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One thing John Ashcroft would now prefer you not know: Ashcroft’s own history of energetic
support and defense of at least one large, armed, terrorist formation on the State Deptartment’s
list, the Mujahideen e-Khalqg (shown herein Irag, where they were Saddam Hussein’ s allies
against Iran). The Synarchist tendency Ashcroft belongs to, while hankering after police states,
freely use“ religious’ terrorismto bring them about.

Augustine, Cardinal Nicholas of Cusa, Cardinal Mazarin's
role in the crafting of the 1648 Treaty of Westphalia, and
MosesMendelssohn. Like Cusaand Moses M endel ssohn, the
best insight into thisproblem’ scontinuing rolewithinmodern
European civilization, hasbeen expressed by certain devoutly
religious figures who have argued, like Pope John Paul I
today, for an ecumenical peace of religions; as opposed to
those forces, such astoday’s Synarchists, which are seeking
to return to amedieval, ultramontane syncretism which had
been derived, typically, from such ugly precedents asthe Ro-
man pantheon and Olympus cult.

However, after taking the importance of the theologians
into account, the most efficient form of weapon of defense of
theinstitution of the modern nation-state from corruption by
such terrorist cults as the modern Martinists, has been that
mode of separation of church from state which wasinstituted
within the context of the U.S. Federal Constitution. At an
appropriate point of this report, | shall show why that is the
case.

The Martinists were always a religious form of conspir-
acy, which, liketheir one-time champion, the Emperor Napo-
|eon Bonaparte, were determined to destroy actual Christian-
ity, but were also determined in their effortsto take top-down
control over the Catholic and other churches, from outside
and fromwithin. Their intent was, andis, toimposetheir rule,
and their creepy religion, upon the churches and others, to
create a pantheonic, ultramontane, imperial form of religious
authority above the nation-state. This intent, to become the

Counterintelligence 5



emergent pagan religion conquering, subverting, and super-
seding all other religions, is key to the mystical religious
trappings of the Martinists and their present Synarchist suc-
CESSOrs.

At this point, some readerswill ask: “What hasthisto do
with catching the individual terroristswho are out to hurt the
U.S.A, right now?" The reader has yet to understand what
terrorism is, how it works, and how to prevent, or at least
control an actively ongoing terrorist operation.

Take the case of the kidnapping-assassination of Italy’s
former Christian Democratic PrimeMinister AldoMoro. The
known personal threat to Moro was delivered, according to
an eyewitness report, by Henry A. Kissinger; that, during a
Washington, D.C. meeting. The terrorist capability used for
that murder included elements of thefascist circleswhichthe
Anglo-American powers had inserted, surreptitioudly, into
the Gladio organi zation established among, otherwise, Chris-
tian-Democratic, Socialist, and Communist veterans of the
war-timeresistanceto Mussolini’ sregime. This*right-wing”
network withwhichtheltalian fascist component of the 1970s
international “left-wing” terrorist operations was associated,
still exists, as part of the Synarchist network which includes
Italian, French, and Spanish fascist branches with connec-
tionsto a Synarchist network presently operating in a more-
or-less coordinated way in Central and South America.

Generally, what are meaningfully classed as “terrorist”
operations, are usually conducted in the putative interests of
governments, or groups of governments. They are custom-
arily used asel ementsof what isknown as“irregular warfare,”
asthiswas defined indiscussionsin which | participated with
military specialist Professor Friedrich A. von der Heydte,
during the 1980s. Thekilling of Moro was apolitical assassi-
nation by, and under control of asecret governmental capabil -
ity within NATO, and motivated by Moro’ s association with
an openly debated policy, a policy which certain factions
within NATO were determined to crush out of existence. The
U.S. authority associated with the relevant fascist group in
Italy, was not the U.S. CIA, but a different entity, which
considered itself free to defy what should have been, under
U.S. law, the higher authority of the Director of Intelligence
of the CIA.

The usual causefor failure of anti-terrorist efforts, isthat
the fact of the true, higher-ranking political authorship of the
decision to arrange the attacksis suppressed, at a high level,
leaving law-enforcement agenciesto chase the blend of false
back-trails and expendable human tools used for the events.
This is also complicated by the widespread use of police-
agent-controlled, ostensibly deniable varieties of smelly
right-left-wing groups and grouplets, smelly things regarded
by the relative government agents as part of the “necessary
assets’ used for covert orchestration of the society’ s political
and related security affairs.

Terrorist action isusually either a deployment controlled
at the level of secret operations of an agency of one or more

6 Counterintelligence

governments, or is a sociological phenomenon of deniable
connections to government or similar agencies, in the latter
case as part of the fostering of aseeming array of remarkable
coincidences, fostered to panic governmentsand their popul a-
tion generally. For example, the mere proliferation of mili-
tary-grade poi nt-and-shoot video gamesfor children and ado-
lescents, ensures an estimable amount of “blind terrorism”
effects such as school-yard shooting sprees and kindred inci-
dents, a pattern of incidents, so orchestrated, which will sow
a predictable political reaction within the terrified, shocked
larger population.

In general, effective anti-terrorism depends upon starting
withtheminds, at highlevels, behind the orchestration of such
incidents. Terrorism must beregarded asaform of conduct of
warfare, or insurrection, awarfarewhich can bedefeated only
by aid of knowing and defeating the enemy who commands
the deployment of such effects. Effective anti-terrorist strate-
gies, like all competent strategy, begin with the study of the
mind of the authorship of that form of “warfare.”

The contributing cause for the persisting mystery in the
Moro case, wasthat too many powerful institutionsof Europe,
and elsewhere, had a continuing interest in covering up for
the Synarchist institutions which played acrucial part in that
operation. The investigation of motivation and capabilities
should have started from thetop, and focussed on the building
of the press-orchestrated and other diversionary smoke-
screensintended to create the environment for the action and
effect of theactionitself. Perhaps, in somesuch cases, punish-
ment of the known perpetrators is secretly delivered, later,
but such covert reprisals do not solve the problem; the princi-
pal effect of the terrorist act remains, as in the Moro case,
until the top-down authorship of the act is made known to
the public.

Kissinger personally threatened Moro. Did Kissinger ac-
tually givetheorder tokill? That isnot proven, presently, one
way or theother. Did Kissinger havethe capability of ordering
thekilling, or participating in the approval of that action? As
in the case of the Pinochet coup, without doubt. Must we
provethat he did deliver the relevant command for the actual
killing of Moro to the relevant action agency? An irrelevant
guestion! Theconnections, whatever they wereindetail, were
built into the system set up for such covert actions, when
the fascist (Synarchist) apparatus was brought inside what
became the NATO structure, at and shortly after the close of
World War 11.

Without the kind of study | present to you here, our gov-
ernment would remain more or less helpless to know where
to begin, to defend you, and our nation, against the new wave
of war and terrorism threatening us all now.

Therefore, the most efficient way to bring today’ s citizen
to the point of understanding the specific types of terrorist,
fascist, and related threats, chiefly threatening Europeand the
Americas today, is by exposing the fraudulent character of
certain exemplary, paradigmatic types of pseudo-Christian
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“ Some readerswill ask: ‘What hasthisto do with catching the individual terrorists who are out to hurt the U.SA, right now?’ The reader
has yet to under stand what terrorismis, how it works, and how to prevent, or at least control an actively ongoing terrorist operation.” Vice
President Dick Cheney and his* Straussian” fascist crew virtually seized complete control of Bush Administration policy asa result of the

effects of the 9/11 attacks.

teaching and practice. There must be deeper understanding
of why the separation of church from state, and the present
establishment of aglobal community of principle among per-
fectly sovereign nation-states, is a necessary strategic, as
much as moral defense against the kind of menace which
Martinism and its Synarchist expressions represent, still to-
day. We must not let the state become the tool of areligious
body, nor areligious body thetool, or victim of the state.

Presently, for example, there are two exemplary such
right-wing cults of Synarchist pedigree prominently placed
under my counterintelligence sights. The first isafascist Is-
raeli group of the neo-conservative type associated with the
wanted fugitive Rafi Eytan. The second, is anetwork of pro-
Nazi pedigrees, from France, Italy, and Spain, but who, as
under Hitler's Nazi Party then, are deployed throughout the
Americas, chiefly under the cover of the fascist doctrine of
Hispanidad, and presently associated with thecover provided
by keystone Spanish fascist Blas Pifiar. The first, that fascist
Isragli ring, isamixture of quasi-religiousand other professed
Zionists. Thesecond, iscomposed, partially, of typically Syn-
archist, extreme right-wing, often frankly gnostic Catholics
(“integrists’).

Inside today’s U.S.A., for example, during recent de-
cades, nominally Catholic associates of the cult are often co-
deployed with Protestants cast in the mold of the wild-eyed
tradition of Jonathan Edwards and our stereotypical “Elmer
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Gantrys.” For the purpose of thisreport, keep those two types
inview, but only asactual cases used here asmodels of class-
room reference. Both of these types of ghostics, and aso in
their left-wing costuming, differ only in degree, as different
brand-label packagings by their common mother, the Syn-
archist cult.

To simplify the initial phase of the presentation, focus
upon the common features of the systemic opposition of these
types of pro-terrorist cultsto Christianity as such.

1. WhatIs Christianity?

Jesus Christ was born during the reign of the Roman Em-
peror Augustus, and wasjudicially murdered, on the order of
Pontius Pilate, the son-in-law of that Emperor Tiberius who
was then based on the Isle of Capri sacred to the pagan cult
of Mithra. Despite the imperia reign of the Latin Caesars of
that time, the preval ent culture of the eastern Mediterranean’s
regionwasstill thelegacy of the Classical Greek languageand
tradition, as the Gospel of the Apostle John and the Epistles
of the Apostle Paul reflect this choice of culture for their
presentation of what the poet Shelley would term * profound
and impassioned conceptions respecting man and nature.”
Hebrew did not exist as a spoken language; in addition to
civilized Greek, Aramaic or avulgar, slum quality of Greek

Counterintelligence 7



wererelatively commonplacein Palestine of that time. At that
time, the view of the Roman Empire was that it was, as the
ApostleJohnreported hisdream, the hateful “ Whore of Baby-
lon,” an echo of all that had been hated by Jewsand Christians
alike, asevil persecution incarnate, from among theimperial
political-socia systems of earlier Mesopotamia.

The culture through which Christianity spread from the
Middle East was, principally, the medium of Greek culture,
asthat culture’ simpact was a so radiated, through davesand
other ways, within the reaches of the Roman Empire. The
model expression of this Christian missionary’s work, is
found in the Gospel of John and Epistlesof Paul, inwhichthe
heritage of Plato serves as the cultural vehicle employed for
the transmission of specifically Christian conceptions. The
caseof Philoof Alexandria sargument against thetheol ogical
implications of Aristotle, is a comparable reflection of the
use of that existing language-culture; the heritage of Thales,
Pythagoras, Solon, Plato, and the pre-Euclidean constructive
geometry which they employed, was the medium best suited
to transmission of conceptions of universal physical and re-
lated principle. It is by reading the writings of John and Paul,
most notably, against the backdrop of the dialogues of Plato,
that the intent of Christ’s and the Apostles' communication,
asto matters of principle, must be adduced. That isto say, by
Socratic modes of cognitive replication of the clear intent
behind the written Greek text. No symbolic sophistries, syn-
cretic or otherwise, are permitted as so-called “ explanations’
or “interpretations.”

This Platonic view of what has come to be described as
“theNew Testament,” if replicated in the cognitive processes
of the reader—rather than as a chimpanzee might be condi-
tioned to respond obediently to mere text—affords the
thinker, even a“doubting Thomas,” aliving sense of theim-
mediate, immortal presence of Christ and His Apostles, even
across the distance of more than 2,000 years, a sense of a
reality which no bare literal text could convey. The sense of
such presenceis experienced, as brought to life among those
assembled for aparticipationinJ.S. Bach' sSt. Matthew Pas-
sion, or Wolfgang Mozart’ s Ave Verum Corpus. Itisthrough
the methods of Classical irony, as typified by the best of all
forms of Classical artistic composition, that the human mind
rises above the relative cognitive sterility of mere text, to
insight into the efficient presence of meanings which lie be-
yond the bounds of the bestiality of bare sense-perception.

Contrary to the bestial doctrine, of text—that of U.S. As-
sociate Justice Antonin Scalia—the New Testament, and the
U.S. Federal Constitution after it, were composed for men
and women, not for the literal edification of MIT Professor
Noam Chomsky’ strained chimpanzee.

Fromthose standpointsof reference, the sheer evil of what
has become known as Synarchy, can befelt and smelled asit
were the presence of something Satanically evil in the atmo-
sphere. That these are the enemies of Jesus Christ, can be
sensed by the witting as a presence in the room. The Jacobin
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Terror, Napoleon Bonaparte, G.W.F. Hegdl, the terrorist
bomber Richard Wagner, and the avowedly Satanic Friedrich
Nietzsche or the Nazi Martin Heidegger, evoke such a sense
of ahovering evil more disgusting than Judas, the prescience
of something kindred to the unremorsefully Satanic degener-
ates Nietzsche and Adolf Hitler.

The point of recognizing that comparison, is not as if to
preparealegal casefor amortal court. The point isto adduce,
to define more clearly for oneself, the location and nature of
the passion which prompts the contemporary Synarchist,
from inside himself, to create the kind of evil typified by
the professedly Satanic Nietzsche, by his follower Martin
Heidegger, by Mussolini, as by Hitler, the pro-Satanic
Theodor Adorno, General Franco, Laval, and soon. Theprac-
tical point isto understand why, how, and when thisdepraved
associationislikely to strike, how it spreadsitsinfluence, and
sometimes turns your once-dear-and-trusted friends, or even
professed Christian priests, into a semblance of panicked
Gadarene swine, or thelike.

The sum-total of such considerations can be pointed out
by referencetoasingle principle; but thehearer’ scomprehen-
sionisnot so easily secured. The principle, expressed in the
form of a corresponding question, is: What is the difference
between man and beast? It is the principled question | have
presented, asacenterpiece of higher education, tomy interna-
tional youth movement, aquestion | have situated in a study
of Carl Gauss' sattack onthefraud by Euler and Lagrange, in
Gauss's 1799, original published report of the discovery of
The Fundamental Theorem of Algebra. That same proof, ex-
pressed asaspiritual exercise, isthekey to understanding the
source of the evil which al Synarchy, of either left or right
varieties, expresses.

The implications of that 1799 publication—as | have
based an international youth movement’ s higher educational
program on astudy of that work and itsdeeper implications—
serves us again here and now, to point to the principleswhich
must be known if the function of cults such asthe Synarchism
of today’'s avowed U.S. neo-conservatives (the “Chicken-
hawks”) isto be adequately understood. | refer to my recent
publication, “Visualizing the Complex Domain” (see EIR,
July 11; and at www.larouchepub.com) for its treatment of
the role of Gauss's 1799 paper, and the continuation of that
aslater work of Bernhard Riemann, in defining thedistinction
of manfrom beast, that asfromthestandpoint of mathematical
physics. The relevance of the Classical Greek to the work
of the Apostles John and Paul is efficiently clarified for the
modern thinker in that way.

Science and Religion

Speaking formally, modern science, like the modern na-
tion-state, isaqualitative change in the human condition, the
product of a giant leap upward in European culture, which
was born in the Fifteenth-Century Renaissance tradition of
Brunelleschi, Nicholasof Cusa, Leonardo daVinci, Johannes
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Kepler, and Gottfried Leibniz. Thisrevolutionin science and
socia practice, has some traceable deep rootsin known fea
tures of ancient astronomical calendars and related matters
of transoceanic navigation. Ancient Vedic calendars are an
exampleof this, asaretheimplicationsof theadducibledesign
of Egypt’s Great Pyramids. However, the interna history of
science in the modern sense of that term, istraced from roots
in Classical Greek culture's acknowledged debt, principally
to Egypt, from the time of Thales and Pythagoras. Here lies
the unique historical significance of Gauss' s 1799 paper: not
only in denouncing the willful hoaxes of the reductionists
Euler and Lagrange, and, implicitly, also Immanuel Kant; but
in exposing the systemic continuity expressed by Gauss's
examining, there, the connection of the modern comprehen-
sive mathematical physics of Kepler and Leibniz, to the pre-
Euclidean Greek, astronomy-oriented, constructivegeometry
of Pythagoras and Plato.

The crucial distinction of the successive expressions of
the specific method common to both ancient and modern sci-
ence, is that this is the only method by which the absolute
distinction of man from beast can be strictly defined as a
matter of experimentally proven universal physical principle.

The practical political significance of that proof, is not
that it proves a particular choice of religiousfaith; but, that it
informs the modern republic of the long-ranging physical-
economic importance of certain ecumenical types of moral
principleswhich havean authority of scientific certainty com-
parableto that of the universal principles of physical science.
Such arethethree principlesof natural law (sovereignty, gen-
era welfare, and posterity) set forth in the Preamble of the
U.S. Federal Constitution. Theneglect of those principleswill
lead toward self-inflicted, punishing, systemic effects for a
modern nation.

So, the U.S.A. was nearly destroyed by the self-affliction
of tolerating apracticeof slavery directly contrary totheprin-
ciplesof thePreambleand 1776 Declaration of Independence.
The U.S.A., in particular, is suffering now from the conse-
guences of especially those actions of the post-1963 period to
date, such asradical “deregulation,” which were contrary, in
effect, to precisely those scientifically grounded, Constitu-
tional principles of natural law. In asimilar way, the method
associated with this proof enables us to forecast, with scien-
tific precision, as| have done over recent decades, the awful
calamitieswhich will fall upon any society which submitsto
the pro-Satanic whims of cults such as the Synarchists and
the networks of family merchant-banks behind them.

Tounderstand themind of the Synarchist (and hisbanker),
we must recognize the root of the pathology in the way an
inherently bestial, empiricist mind, such as that of Bernard
Mandeville, the Physiocrats, and Adam Smith—each and all
forerunners of the Synarchist cult—set out to construct what
in is fact the synthetic pagan religion, such as Smith’s pro-
paganist, explicitly irrational, religious worship of “The In-
visible Hand.” Smith had presented that same hedonistic im-
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ageearlier, asthehedonistic principleof purely bestial irratio-
nalism, copied from Mandeville's notorious, explicitly pro-
Satanic, 1714 The Fable of the Bees, or Private Vices, Public
Benefits, as outlined by Smith in his 1759 The Theory of
the Moral Sentiments. That fiction which they concocted,
is appropriate only for the instruction and adoration of the
credulous masses of a population which is being reduced to
the status of either hunted, or herded (and also culled) hu-
man cattle.

The characteristic belief of the empiricist, such asLocke,
Mandeville, Smith, or terrorist coordinator Bentham, is that
which he adapts from the Sophism of ancient Greece: the
doctrinal assumptionthat manis*“afeatherlessbiped,” abeast
who knowsnothing but that which either hissenses, hispurely
bestial “instincts,” or apriest of thetradition of Delphi Apollo
tellshim. Pause here for amoment, to get the relevant image
of the practiceof that Apollo cult, anditscontinuing influence
within popular European culture down to the present day.
According to the account generally purveyed among rel evant
agenciesin Greece, the following portrait is supplied.

Look there! Thisisthe site of the ancient Delphi cult of
the Earth-mother goddess, Gaea, and her serpent-likeconsort,
Python. In pops the Oriental rowdy, Apollo! In true macho
style, Apollo, apparently sensing in Python a male rival for
control of the neighborhood, chops the poor serpent into
pieces, but, later, woos Gaea, pleading for her forgiveness.

The bi-polar Apollo tenderly lays the pieces of Python
into agrave, building atemple around that grave-site.

Thereafter, a priestess who bears the title of Pythia, per-
forms the following ritual. For a suitable payment, Pythia
seats herself before the grave-site of Python, beside an urn
containing balls. Depending whether the payment is small,
or large, she answers each request for a prophecy, either by
plucking aball fromthe urn, or, for ahigher price, delivering
apiece of ambiguous virtual gibberish, like afragment from
atypical campaign speech by Arnie Schwarzenegger.

At this point, the confused supplicant looksto the row of
seats directly across the grave-site, where the priests of
Apollo, such as the famous Plutarch in his time, are seated,
waiting. For aprice, an explanation of theimpenetrable mys-
tery isdelivered to the ears of the credulous. If the supplicant
is both credulous and influential, the history of Greece and
other placesis shaped, in significant degree, by the credulity
of that supplicant’ sfaith in the story told by the Delphic for-
tune-teller.

SuchistheDel phic method, themethod of sophistry. Such
isthereligiousbelief of theempiricist or hisdupetoday. Such
isthe basisfor the relative successes of the Martinist cult and
of the bankers who deploy it for purposes of managing those
herds of stock-market dupes and other human cattle which
they cull, from time to time. It is, as Gauss's 1799 paper
proves, the Del phic method of Euler and Lagrange, asalso of
the Immanuel Kant who did so much to turn so many Ger-
mans, and others, into existentialist and other varieties of
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Former Italian Prime Minister and Foreign Minister Aldo Moro, during the Red Brigades kidnapping and execution of him. “ Thekilling of
Moro was a political assassination by, and under control of a secret governmental capability within NATO, and motivated by Moro’s
association with an openly debated policy, a policy which certain factions within NATO were determined to crush out of existence. . . .
Kissinger personally threatened Moro. Did Kissinger have the capability of ordering thekilling, or participating in the approval of that
action? Asin the case of the Pinochet coup, without doubt.”

cullable cattle.

The essential distinction of man from both beasts and
empiricists such as Euler, is precisely what is at issue in
Gauss's attacks on the Delphic hoaxes against science by
two pagan religious fanatics of the cult of empiricism, Euler
and Lagrange.

| explain the point about science.

The ancient Greek, pre-Euclidean notion of the physical
universe was attributed, not to a Euclidean scheme for inter-
preting experience, but to what was known as “spherics.”
“Spherics’ was asynonym for astronomy, or, what were bet-
ter described as astrophysics. The Pythagoreans, and their
followers such as Plato, looked to the heavens for evidence
of what might be called “the universe.” There, in that view,
they sought out what might be regarded as universal physical
principles, as Johannes Kepler did much later.

Thetypical form for universal motion was sought out, as
if observable motion along the internal surface of a sphere of
agreat diameter; asif motion weretypified by the transitions
of the night-time sky and apparent motion of the Sun and
Moon. Thesphere, and the curvatureswhich might be derived
from it as presumably elementary, were the starting-point for
the effort to discover the lawful composition of that universe
which generated the shadows of our sense-perception of ob-
servableastrophysical processes, and, fromthat point of refer-
ence, other observed processes aswell.

In thisway, anumber of studies, based on the notion of a
purely constructive geometry of primarily spherical action,
showed us anomalies, cases in which observable recurring
motionwasnot uniformintermsof the presumed Aristotelean

10 Counterintelligence

clock-work of aspherical surface. Such an anomalouscaseis
typified in the history of science by Kepler's discovery of a
principle of universal gravitation. Such anomaliestold usthat
what our senses present to us, are not the realities of our
universe, but, like gravitation, were the shadows which the
real universe casts upon our organs of sense.

An experimental demonstration, based upon Florentine
methods of bel canto training of the singing voice, enablesus
to prove that what is described as Pythagoras definition of
the musical comma, is not a calculation derivable within a
Euclidean manifold, but is an apparent anomaly generated
by some efficient physical principle, acting from behind the
shadows of sense-perception.

The cases of the doubling of the line, square, and cube,
treated in Gauss' s 1799 paper, al so exposethefal senessinhe-
ring in a Euclidean or related form of geometry premised
upon a priori definitions. The case of the construction of the
Platonic solids, goes toward the heart of the issues posed by
the methods of pre-Euclidean, constructive geometry em-
ployed by the Pythagoreans and Plato.

Against such background of thework of the Pythagoreans
and kindred predecessors, Plato’ s Socratic dialogues present
ageneral solution for those and anal ogous paradoxes of naive
faith in sense-certainty. The famous alegory of the Cave,
from Plato’s The Republic, typifies this. Our sense-organs
are part of our biological organization. What they present to
us is not an image of the world outside us, but, rather, the
effect of that outside world' s actions upon our sense-organs.
Asthepointistypifiedin Plato’ s Timaeus dial ogue, and other
locations, it is the anomalies associated with the spherical
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principle of a pre-Euclidean form of astronomy, which point
out the existence of physically efficient, universal principles,
existing beyond the reach of direct comprehension by our
senses. These anomalies enable us to define what is acting
upon the sensed image of the universe, to changethat universe
in ways not consistent with spherics.

So, the culture of Classical Greece knew such forms of
proof that the visible universe is controlled by principles
which are not, of themselves, known to sense-perception, but
are powers, according to Plato’ s scientifically precise mean-
ing of that term, which control those recurring kinds of anom-
alous effects which sense-perception presents. In cases in
which this knowledge of unseen principles enables mankind
to increase our power in and over the universe to practical
effect, we know that it is through the willful employment of
such discovered, experimentally validated principles, princi-
ples from beyond sense-perception, that mankind is enabled
toincreaseour species’ control over theuniverseasperceived.
As Plato emphasizes, this was already known in his ancient
times. That already suffices to define the difference between
man and beast. The emergence of modern European civiliza-
tion carried the implications of that to a qualitatively higher
level.

In the referenced 1799 paper, Gauss compares such an-
cient achievements, in defining universal physical principles,
with the results of the progressin the revolutionary devel op-
ment of modern comprehensive mathematical physics, since
Brunelleschi, Cusa, Leonardo daVinci, JohannesKepler, and
Leibniz. Onthisbasis, Gauss exposesthefraud of, most nota-
bly, Euler and Lagrange; and, implicitly, empiricist and posi-
tivist followers of Lagrange in the style of Laplace and
Cauchy.

It should be noted here, that Gauss showed, in subsequent
locations, beginning his famous Disquisitiones Arithme-
ticae, that the arithmetic associated with modern mathemati-
cal physics was underlain by the same deep principles of
constructive geometry expressed by the pre-Euclidean dis-
coveries of Archytas, Plato, et a. Gauss's defining the com-
plex domain, and the work of his students Dirichlet and Rie-
mann after him, have brought forth the deeper implications
of thenotion of ahigher geometry which makescomprehensi-
ble the experimentally provable nature of the functional rela
tionship between the visible and the higher, invisible reaches
of the complex domain.

Assimply and briefly as possible, what Gauss addressed,
wasthefollowing.

Cardan’ sposing the problem of cubic algebraic roots, had
led the empiricist ideol ogues Euler and Lagrange to concede
the merely formal existence of certain algebraic magnitudes
which they misnamed “imaginary numbers.” As Gauss
showed, then, and more amply latter, the inclusion of these
numbers as expressions of functions of the complex domain,
opened up mathematical physics to be able to deal, at once,
with the relations among perceived and actual physical
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causes.

For political reasons created, successively, by Napoleon
Bonaparte's tyranny in Europe, and the related conditions
continued under the terms of the 1815 Congress of Vienna,
Gausswas fearful of continuing to report hisrelated original
discoveriesin (not non-Euclidean, but) anti-Euclidean geom-
etry. It was only decades later, that Gauss made public refer-
enceto such youthful discoverieshehad madewhileastudent
of Kastner and Zimmerman; it was only when modern science
looked back at Gauss's work as a whole from the vantage-
point of the work of Dirichlet, Riemann, and Wilhelm We-
ber’ s experimental proof of Ampére’ s principle of electrody-
namics, that the full physical significance of Gauss's unpub-
lished manuscripts from the 1790s could begin to be
adequately understood.

Man'’s ability to reach, through powers unique to the hu-
man mind, beyond therange of sense-perception, to discover,
and to master processes lying only in the rea physical uni-
verse beyond reach of an animal’s senses, is the first step
toward actual knowledge of that realmweknow by suchterms
as metaphysical, or spiritual. By knowledge, | mean some-
thing which must be discovered in the same sense any univer-
sal physical principleisnot merely discovered to exist, but a
discovery mastered in application to a changed, improved
body of human practice. It can not be discovered by animal-
like instinct, nor learned as a rule supplied by an established
authority. It must be experienced, by each individual, as the
mind’'s generation of an hypothesis which conquers a real
paradox, an hypothesis proven by those appropriate forms of
experimental methods which European civilization has de-
rived from a pre-Euclidean tradition of constructive ge-
ometry.

| shall return to this matter at several, relevant pointsin
the continued unfolding of my exposition.

Man and HisNature

To understand any aspect of modern European civiliza-
tion and its religion today, we must take into account the
profound changein the human condition which waswrought,
insuccession, by the Fifteenth-Century Renaissanceand such
crucial sequels as the 1648 Treaty of Westphalia and the
American Revolution. It was the combined hatred against all
three of those successive, crucial historical developments,
which motivated the Martinists and every expression of their
form of evil since the closing decades of the Eighteenth
Century.

First, prior to Europe's Fifteenth Century, the standard
condition of humanity, asfar back, and aswidely aswe pres-
ently know, wasthe brutish reign of arelatively small oligar-
chy and itsretinues, over amass of humanity degraded to the
status or either hunted or herded human cattle. Christianity
represented, implicitly, a fundamental improvement in the
human condition generaly, by introducing the notion of a
practicepremisedin principleontheuniversality of humanity.
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However, the existence of governing political institutions
consistent with that Christian notion waited until that Italy-
centered Renai ssance which brought forth the first two mod-
ern nation-states, Louis X1’s France and Henry VII's Eng-
land.

Even then, the victory has never been completed, to the
present day. The history of the struggle, since the Renais-
sance, to achievethat victory, isthe source of needed insights
into the challenges which must be met, and the pitfallsto be
avoided, if progresstoward that goal could be managed.

The feudal system, under the ruling partnership between
Venice's rentier-oligarchical form of imperiad maritime
power and theNorman chivalry, had brought itsel f to astate of
relative, systemic collapse through that Fourteenth-Century
“New Dark Age” brought on by theimpact of V enetian usury
upon Europe under the rule of a Venetian-Norman tyranny.
Inthegradual emergenceof aruined Europefromthisterrible
holocaust, the great ecumenical Council of Florenceemerged
asthe pivotal place of reference for an aready ongoing, pro-
Platonic, Greek-language eruption which became agreat Re-
naissance. That was the birth of modern European civiliza-
tion, aninstitution unlike, and surpassing any organization of
mankind which had existed in known times before.

With thisrevolution came the birth of modern science, as
theimpetusfor thiswas expressed by Brunelleschi, and, most
emphatically theinitiative of Cardinal Nicholasof Cusa' s De
Docta Ignorantia; and by such Cusafollowers as Leonardo
da Vinci, the great, direct forerunners of the founding of a
comprehensive form of mathematical physics by Johannes
Kepler.

The combination of steps toward the conception of gov-
ernment’ sresponsibility for the promotion of thegeneral wel-
fare of living and posterity, was the belated triumph of the
great work of Dante Alighieri. This Renaissance brought to
anend, at least implicitly, acceptance of acontinuation of the
arrangements under which afew ruling stratain society were
able to subject the remainder of humanity to that relative
status of hunted or herded human cattle of virtually fixed
technology of practice, which the evil Code of Diocletian
had prescribed.

For theleadersof that Renai ssance, it wasnolonger allow-
able, that the promotion of the wealth and pleasure of the
few, should proceed at the expense of the many. Caring for
peasants as if they were useful cattle to be owned and
maintained, asserfsare, or peonson alatifundist’ sestate, was
not consistent with the notion of the general welfare of human
beings whose characteristic quality isthe requirement of de-
velopment.

The revolt in France led and inspired by the sublime
Jeanne d'Arc, challenged, and led to the overthrow of the
Normans’ ultramontane tyranny, bringing forth France asa
true nation-state under that master of the principles of strate-
gic defense, King Louis XI. That sacrifice by the sublime
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Jeanne inspired the Councils of the Catholic Church, fed the
process of the Renai ssance, and contributed to bringing about
the restoration of a shattered Papacy. The birth of England,
in Henry V11’ s defeat of the Norman tyranny represented by
Richard 111, was the fruit of the preceding work of Jeanne
d’ Arc, the Councils, and thereign of France's Louis XI.

Under the new conception of the state introduced by the
influence of that Renaissance, the government was account-
ablefor improving the general welfare of both theliving, and
aso, more emphatically, posterity. Thiswas aresponsibility
to the whole of the population and its land-area; in other
words, this accountability of the state for the whole popula-
tion, required the notion of economies self-governed by uni-
versal physical principles working to universal physica
effect.

So, Nicholas of Cusa's De Docta Ignorantia, defining
the mission of modern physical-experimental science, com-
plemented his definition of acommunity of sovereign states,
inhisearlier Concordantia Catholica. What Dante Alighieri
had proposed, as in his revival of the Italian language and
his De Monarchia, were redlized, in principle, by Cusa's
typically leading part in the Fifteenth-Century Renaissance.
Such was the birth of the modern nation-state as the aterna
tive to the relatively bestializing, ultramontane trappings of
feudalism, the medieva system of Venice and its Norman
partners most emphatically. Under this new conception of
government, the concern of society becamethediscovery and
useof thoseprinciplesof scientific practiceby meansof which
the universal requirements of entire societies might be effi-
ciently addressed. This gave birth to a new conception of
physical science, to the universal mathematical physics
whose actual founding was accomplished by the witting suc-
cessor of Cusa and Leonardo, Johannes Kepler. This was a
new conception of man's universal relationship to nature, a
new conception of science.

Thisrevolution, which erupted inthat Renaissanceandits
aftermath, forced intensive debates in both law and physical
science, respecting the nature of the human individual. Who
could be lawfully reduced to the sub-human social status of
slavery, the status of virtual cattle? Who could be reduced
to a status but a little higher than a slave, a Mexico peon,
for example?

The Sixteenth-Century, Iberian trade in captured persons
from sub-Sahara Africa, first by Portugal and then Spain, led
theway; the Anglo-Dutchliberal sfollowed, but later dumped
the trade, as unpleasant and unprofitable, upon the Iberians
deemed sufficiently inferior to be occupied with thisunpleas-
ant and poor quality of traffic. Thetroubled | sabellaand Ferdi-
nand resisted, but their decreeswereimpotent under the prev-
aent conditions of the ruling oligarchy of their new nation.
From the Habsburg (Spanish: Hapsburg) succession, on,
Spain became the leading butcher of European civilization,
thelater model of referencefor the devel opment of the Marti-
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nist freemasonic cult in France, and the object of nostalgic
reference for Spanish-speaking fascists around theworld still
today. As the Netherlands war and the 1618-1648 Thirty
Y earsWar attest, it wasthebestiality of the Habsburg dynasty
of Spain and Vienna, which led in creating a medieval-like
depravity in Europe not superseded until therise of the Dutch
and British India Companies. Those Companies were
spawned by the depraved conditions produced by the V enice-
Habsburg efforts to turn back the clock of history over the
1511-1648 period, a period which some British historians
have aptly described asa“Little New Dark Age.”

By early during the Nineteenth Century, Spain, which had
never abandoned the slave-trade in practice up to that point,
becametheworld’ sprincipal dave-trafficker, although under
British license and supervision, past the time of the Spanish
monarchy’s support for the cause of the U.S. Confederacy.
Then, by thelatter time, the development of theinternal econ-
omy of Spain, and the collapse of Spain’ sAfrican-dave-trade
intotheU.S. slave-holders' market, had asserted itsown rela-
tively more productive, if poor habits, contrary to those of the
decadent monarchy already overripefor theashcan of history.
The argument of the Spanish dave-traders and their like
against the ineffective prohibitions of Isabellal and others,
was of the form of seeking to demonstrate that Africanswere
not actually human, did not have actually human souls, but
were categorically fit only to be hunted down like wild ani-
mals, and the population culled to the remnant assigned to
become slaves. A similar argument was employed by the
Spanish administration of Mexico, inwhichtheargument was
that poor Mexican peons were not “rational,” and therefore,
werevirtually humanoid-like cattle, not qualified to sharethe
respect or economic rights accorded their latifundist exploit-
ers, an argument later echoed by Quesnay and other Physio-
crats in France, and the curious pseudo-logic of the Carlist
roots of the Spanish-speaking branch of the Synarchist tradi-
tion in Spain and the Americas today.

The ability of the human individua to increase man's
power over nature through discovery, and through re-enact-
ment of the discovery of those manifestly efficient universal
physical principles, such as gravitation, quickest time, and
universal physical |east action, principles not directly visible
to sense-perception as such, showed man as possessing, by
nature, a power, aquality lacking in al lower formsof life, a
power not attributable to living processes in general. This
quality definesman asintrinsically aspiritual being, asl have
referred to this above.

The physical-scientific meaning of spiritual, was pinned
down by the work of the Russian scientist V.I. Vernadsky’'s
definition of the Noosphere. | have addressed thisin my 2001
book, The Economics of the Noosphere. Working from the
standpoint of experimental physical chemistry, geobio-
chemistry, Vernadsky divided the domain among threetypes
of phase-spaces:. abiotic, biotic, and noétic. Abiotic signifies
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experimentally defined universal physical principles which
are not specific to living processes as such. Biotic signifies
experimentally defined universal physical principles specific
to living processes. Noétic signifies those creative powers
unique to the human mind, by means of which the discovery
of experimentally valid universal physical principles of both
theabiotic and biotic domains are discovered. In other words,
we dividethe experimental universeamong threeinteracting,
but distinct classes of principles: non-living, living, and spir-
itual.

It is thislatter class of principle, spiritual, unique to the
human individual, which definesareality which corresponds
to avalid religious experience. It isthe combined generation
and transmission of the experience of discovery of valid uni-
versal physical principles, of the abiotic, biotic, and noétic
domains, which expresses the functional distinction of the
human species, as a species, from all other species.

This nogtic, or spiritual quality references the power of
the individual human mind to access knowledge of aclass of
universal physical principles, whose efficiency isexperimen-
tally valid, but which, as principles, are outside the domain
of sensory phenomena.

This conception of human nature, intrinsic to Genesis 1
and to Christianity, is sometimes referred to as the Prome-
thean conception of the human individual.

Promethean Man

Aslong asthe scientific-technol ogical and associated cul-
tural progress persisted, that trend militated against the con-
tinued influence of still powerful relics of the Venetian-Nor-
man legacy. However, this fact merely made the surviving
cultural relics of past feudal traditions the more enraged, the
moreinclined to desperate measuresto crush the Renai ssance
and its effects out of existence.

A resurgent Venetian power struck back; with the erup-
tion of the already referenced 1511-1648 period of Venice-
orchestrated religious wars, the new creation, modern Euro-
pean civilization, was in bloody jeopardy. But, the force of
progresswas stubborn, and survived. The Treaty of Westpha-
liawas virtually the rebirth of modern European civilization,
and the founding of the U.S. republic is the best approxima-
tion of the goal in statecraft toward which the Renaissance
and the Treaty of Westphaliahad pointed. Had an American-
style constitution, as drafted under the leadership of Bailly
and Lafayette, been adopted by the French monarchy, the
model of the young American republic would have trans-
formed theentire sweep of globally extended European civili-
zation. Thanks to the leadership of U.S. President Abraham
Lincoln, the U.S.A. survived the machinations of the com-
bined forces of the British monarchy, Napoleon |11’ s France,
Spain, and the Habsburgs, and the United States went on to
become the world’'s most productive nation and its greatest
power.
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At the moment the impact of the young U.S. republic of
1789 wasabout to spread itsinfluencerapidly intransforming
European society, theenemy, led by Lord Shelburne’ sBritish
East IndiaCompany, struck back, mobilizing those Martinists
who emerged from July 14, 1789 on, as the leaders of the
left-wing Terror and, as also the controlling forces of the
subsequent right-wing reaction against that Terror, the first
modern fascist dictatorship, that of Napoleon Bonaparte. The
essenceof that 1789-1815 development wasacultural revolu-
tion against the conception of man associated with the Renais-
sance, a conception of man then freshly expressed by the
American Revolution.

Eveninsidethe U.S.A., under a confused President John
Adams, the New York City publication of British Foreign
Office agent Sir John Robison’ sfraudulent Proofs of a Con-
spiracy, ralied the endemically treasonous, New England-
based Essex Junto tribes to persuade the Adams government
that the United Satesmust tend to ally with the British monar -
chy, against the revolutionary France that Lord Shelburne's
British East India Company had brought into being, all for
the purpose of crushing the American cause on both sides of
the Atlantic! This was that induced delusion of the Adams
government, which produced the crisis of the Alien & Sedi-
tion Acts, and which led, by related means, to the disgrace
and death of the Federalist Party, especially after the British
Foreign Officeagent Aaron Burr’ skilling of Alexander Ham-
ilton, the clearest head among leading American figures on
theseissues at that time.

The Martinists and their Synarchist outgrowth have been
the principa enemy of our republic, from outside and inter-
nally, since our War for Independence. They represent the
evil that was the Roman Empire, the evil of the long reign
of the Venetian-Norman tyranny over much of the history
of medieval Europe. They represented the enemy of the
Fifteenth-Century Renaissance, the enemy of the creation
of the sovereign nation-state republic, and were a continua-
tion of those forces which have launched the religious and
kindred wars which have so often nearly destroyed modern
civilization. These are the monsters today, who seek to turn
back the clock backwards, to what they call today “the end
of history.”

Therelics of feudalism could not compete, economically
or otherwise, with the progress of the emergent modern Euro-
pean civilization'simpulse for progress. Those feudal relics
might Slow it, or stop it altogether, but they could not compete
with it on the proverbia “level playing field.” They might
crushmoderncivilization by force, asthey attempted with the
Habsburg-led religious warfare of the 1511-1648 interval;
otherwise, that failing, they might attack the problem along
cultural lines, by seeking to uproot and stiflethat new, Renais-
sance conception of man which had energized the coming
into being of modern European civilization.

Onthelatter account, theVenetian Party revived Aristote-
leanism and then also that legacy of William of Ockham
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known as the empiricism of Paolo Sarpi and Sarpi’s house-
hold lackey Galileo Galilei. The degraded conception of man
typified by these two assaults on the Christian conception of
human nature, has been the main current of those efforts to
destroy modern civilization, which are typified and more or
less dominated by the Synarchist initiatives of today. The
ideological center of thetarget for thelatter attack isthenotion
of “Promethean Man.”

The modern conception of Promethean man is traced
chiefly from thefirst, surviving part, Prometheus Bound, of
the Classical tragedian Aeschylus' Prometheus trilogy. The
tyrannical godsof Olympus, led by thetyrant Zeus, hold man-
kind in subjugation to bestial conditions of life, by denying
mantheaccesstofireand, implicitly, thediscovery and devel -
opment of technology generally. Thismankind, so oppressed,
isimplicitly that of Biblical Genesis 1, man and woman made
equally in the likeness of the Creator of the universe, and
endowed by Him with the power and obligation to develop
the world: in other words, to change it according to laws
discoverable only by the mind of theindividual human being.
Thisiswhat theimplicitly Satanic oppressor deniesmankind,
by oppressing us, or corrupting us, or acombination of both;
thisiswhat Prometheusfightsto free man to do, afight which
Prometheus will win inthe end. Thetragic figure of Aeschy-
lus' trilogy, is not the sublime Prometheus, but the depraved
potentate Zeus.

Inreal modern history, the part of the evil, doomed tyrant
Zeus, is played by the Venetian-Norman Party as an oligar-
chy, and a crucified Jesus Christ’ s redemption of man’strue
nature and destiny, is echoed as the Promethean role. Such
is the principle of redemption of humanity expressed in the
portrait presented by the Fifteenth-Century Renai ssance.

The enemy fears, more than anything el se, the possibility
that the ordinary people, at least a significant ration of them,
adopts the Promethean image of man’s assigned role, arole
consistent with the Renai ssance and the subsequent expres-
sionsof progressof globally extended modern European civi-
lization. It is against that prospect that the enemy conducts
cultural warfare, including religiouswar, and any other means
for inducing man’ s self-degradation. Thisincludes, most no-
tably, attacks against the Promethean image in the misused
name of religion, asby that archetypical swine, Aaron Burr's
grandfather, Jonathan Edwards.

TheEvil Men and Their Economics

Trace the way in which such swinish cultural corruption
of mankind was pursued by the empiricistsand their Martinist
outgrowth, from the virtually Satanic figure of the founder
of empiricism, Venice's Paolo Sarpi, through his personal
lackey Galileo, and Francis Bacon, Thomas Hobbes, John
Locke, Bernard Mandeville, David Hume, FrancoisQuesnay,
Adam Smith, and Jeremy Bentham. For amore accurate pic-
ture, situate the paradoxical features of the case of Karl Marx
against that relevant backdrop.
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Thefirst premise of that moral depravity whichisempiri-
cism, and its outgrowth, positivism, isthe denial of the exis-
tence of man’s capacity to know experimentally validated
universal principles existing outside the domain of sense-
perception. Usually, the empiricists do not deny that some-
thing unseen might exist, but they insist, that should it exist,
its existence must either remain forever unknown to man, or
might be inferred as an explanation of sensed phenomenain
nothing more than a more or less statistical way. To this,
the empiricists add the role of allegedly self-evident, primal
impulsesof greed, andlust for pleasure and power, presenting
thus the image of Hobbesian man.

On this basis, John L ocke defines the power of the land-
lord over the serf, or the like, to be the principle of the
rights of property, a notion sometimes translated today as
“shareholder value,” or, under the law of the early 1860s
Confederacy as*“slaveholder value.” Locke' s Essays on Hu-
man Understanding define this empiricist notion; whereas,
Gottfried Leibniz' s belatedly published New Essays on Hu-
man Understanding exposed the wickedness of Locke's
design. It was the latter, Leibniz's work, which informed
Benjamin Franklin and his circles; Leibniz's elaboration of
the principle of “pursuit of happiness,” became the basis
on which the U.S. 1776 Declaration of Independence was
premised, and the Preamble of the U.S. Federal Constitu-
tion defined.

With Mandeville, Quesnay, and Adam Smith, the lust to
do evil becomes more explicit than it had been with Locke.
London University’ sstuffed dummy Jeremy Bentham, would
make even most modern fascistsblush, perhapseventhedevil
himself, provided they knew most of what Bentham pub-
lished, andwhat he actually didinthe French Revolution. The
explicitly hedonistic principleof utilitarianism, asintroduced
tothepractice of today’ sU.S. Federal Reserve' sfaking of the
data on post-1982 inflation in the U.S. economy to date, is
typical of Bentham. See Bentham'’ s Principles of Morals and
Legislation, combined with works such as his In Defence
of Usury; see, Simon Bolivar's denunciation of Bentham’'s
British Foreign Officerolein corrupting the South American
revolutions of that time.

Earlier, Mandeville, the resident Satanic object of adula-
tion by the Friedrich von Hayek’s post-World War |1 Mont
Pelerin Society, had been explicit in his claims to be, and to
promote, evil. Witness the Mont Pelerin Society’ s adoption
of Mandeville's paecan to Satan, The Fable of the Bees.
Quesnay’s doctrine of |aissez-faire, fromwhich Adam Smith
copied his “free trade,” had been premised on the argument
on which the economic doctrine of the French Physiocrats as
awhole, and recent decades’ turnsin U.S. agricultural policy
have been premised: that the farmers employed on the lazy,
titled landlord’ sestate were merely human cattle, who had no
part in creating the profit of the estate, or society as awhole;
rather, the landlord, by virtue of the Satanic magic of his
position as title-holder (e.g., “shareholder”), was the only
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The Delphic Oracle of Apollo; the priestess Pythia issues
“religious’ orders.“ Such isthereligious belief of the empiricist
or hisdupetoday. Such isthe basisfor the relative successes of the
Martinist cult and of the bankerswho deploy it for purposes of
managing those herds of stock-market dupes and other human
cattle which they cull.”

producer of the net wealth of the estate, and of society as
awhole.

These eeriedogmas of Mandeville, Quesnay, Smith, Ben-
tham, et al., have aroot in very queer sorts of religions, such
astheCatharsor Grail cult. Until Shelburnelackey Bentham’s
riseto power inthe British Foreign Office’ s operations, Man-
deville wasthe most openly shameless of that bad lot, but the
other empiricists of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Century
were not far behind him. The Martinistswent further, asthey
do today, but they only make explicitly religious, the evil
which permeates the entirety of the empiricism of the so-
called Eighteenth-Century “Enlightenment.” Consider the
following excerpt, which | have often quoted el sewhere, from
Smith's 1759 The Theory of the Moral Sentiments. Read
this, or, perhaps re-read this, from the standpoint of looking
at this passage as typifying an underlying, pro-Satanic form
of religious belief. That is my intention in excerpting it here;
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read it from that point of view. | underline the most relevant
elements from the excerpt.

The administration of the great system of the universe
... the care of the universal happiness of al rational
and sensible beings, is the business of God and not of
man. To man is alotted a much humbler department,
but onemuch more suitableto the weakness of hispow-
ers, and to the narrowness of his comprehension; the
care of his own happiness, of that of his family, his
friends, hiscountry. . ..

But, though we are endowed with a very strong
desire of those ends, it has been intrusted to the slow
and uncertain determinations of our reason to find out
the proper means of bringing them about. Nature has
directed usto the greater part of these by original and
immediate instincts. Hunger, thirst, the passion which
unitesthetwo sexes, thelove of pleasure, and thedread
of pain, prompt us to apply those means for their own
sakes, and without any consideration of their tendency
to those beneficent ends which the great Director of
nature intended to produce by them.

Smith’s utterance belongsto awildly irrationalist, pagan
religion, not science. It is like the Cathar doctrine central to
Quesnay’s pro-feudalist Physiocratic dogma, a world view,
and ablasphemousdefinition of God, derivedfromana priori
set of definitions, axioms, and postulates. Nonetheless, as
Shelburnelackey Adam Smith’ sargument in hisanti-Ameri-
can propaganda-piece of 1776, The Wealth of Nations, was
largely lifted from the work of the French Physiocrats
Quesnay and Turgot, thiseerie, pro-Satanic dogmaof lai ssez-
faire, which plagiarist Adam Smith copied as“The Invisible
Hand” of “freetrade,” became—together with its adoption of
the Malthusian doctrine of the Venetian Giammaria Ortes—
the entire basis for the British East India Company’ s Hailey-
bury School of economics, the so-called English school of
political-economy from which Karl Marx derived his own
definitionsof economics: theaxiomatic assumptionsof Ortes
argument, as copied morefaithfully in English by Malthus et
al., thanin Marx’s German.

The spread of this empiricist school of Bentham, et al.,
into the Marxian socialist movement, is underscored most
luridly by the expressedinfluence of ThomasHuxley on Fred-
erick Engels, especially Engels’ scientifically absurd specula-
tion on the derivation of man from apes, alegedly by the
development of the opposable thumb! Engels was a thor-
oughly British empiricist of the Bentham school, a British
manufacturer of goods produced from slave-grown American
cotton, and a political dilettante, who foisted his explicit ha-
tred of the greatest economists of his century on his poverty-
stricken protégé K arl Marx—first agai nst the German-Ameri-
can Friedrich List, and, later, the Americans Alexander Ham-
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ilton, and, by name, Henry C. Carey. Poor Marx wasan unwit-
ting protégé of Bentham's pupil Lord Pamerston, who
coordinated both the Y oung Europe and Y oung Americal eft-
wing conspiraciesof that timethrough such channel sasPalm-
erstonrival Urquhart’ sforeign-intelligence post at the British
Library, the place where Marx polished his studies of British
political-economy and its included Physiocratic roots. This
study occurred, substantially, under veteran British intelli-
gencehandler, the same Urquhart who handl ed the correspon-
dence of the Y oung Europe network, and al so supplied osten-
sibly helpful adviceto aduped Marx.

In an Age of Lies, which the recent three centuries of
globally extended official European civilization have largely
been most of that time, it were inevitable that dust-layered
truth might be retrieved from that attic where unconventional
opinions, good, bad, or awful, are customarily stored. The
actual progress of modern economy, fromitsrootsin Charle-
magne’ scensus, hascome chiefly from the Fifteenth-Century
Renai ssance; was fostered by the work of Cardinal Mazarin
and Jean-Baptiste Colbert; and was founded as a body of
scientific work with Leibniz's development of a branch of
physical science, thelatter known as physical economy, over
theinterval of 1671-1716. The American System of physical
economy was chiefly an outgrowth of the European influence
which brought the work of Leibniz into shaping the world-
outlook of Benjamin Franklinand hisassociates, intotheform
reflectedin Treasury Secretary Alexander Hamilton’ sfamous
three reports to the Congress, including the famous 1791 On
the Subject of Manufactures.

During my own youth and young manhood, the work of
Leibniz was the chief influence which | adopted for my own
view of my early exposureto then-contemporary manufactur-
ing and related practice of technology. Hence, my own origi-
nal contributions, datingfromwork of the1948-1953interval,
which became my own L eibnizian practice of economic anal-
ysisand long-range forecasting from the standpoint of physi-
cal economy, for which | am known in variousleading scien-
tific and other circles here and abroad today. It was the
standpoint of Leibnizian physical economy, as expressed by
Hamilton, Mathew Carey, FriedrichList,and Henry C. Carey,
which came to reshape the thinking of much of the thunder-
struck world after President Abraham Lincoln’svictory over
that Confederacy which had been launched by joint efforts of
the British monarchy, Napoleon 1I1's France, and others.
From about thetime of the 1876 Philadel phiaCentennial con-
vention, Hamilton's legacy, the American System of politi-
cal-economy, proceeded to transform the economic policy of
practice of many of theworld’ sleading nations, on continen-
tal Europe, in Japan, and in Central and South America, too.
Later, at Harvard University, and in preparing, later, for his
U.S. Presidency, Franklin D. Roosevelt had returned to the
American System legacy of his celebrated ancestor, the New
Y ork banker |saac Roosevelt, akey collaborator of Alexander
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Hamilton. So, Roosevelt rescued our republic fromthefollies
of Coolidge and Hoover.

The history of the U.S. republic, from the beginning, has
been principally a see-saw struggle between two irreconcil-
able philosophical systemsof political-economics: the stand-
point of physical economy, that of Leibniz and hisfollowers;
versustheempiricist tradition of Venice' sPaolo Sarpi andthe
Eighteenth-Century Enlightenment. Thishasbeen thepivotal
feature of the economic history of the U.S. itself, and our
republic’s past and continuing philosophical relationship to
theworld at large.

The cases of Marx, Engels, and their aftermath, areto be
situated as Karl Marx himself declared himself afollower of
the Enlightenment’ s empiricist school of political-economy,
that of Quesnay and the British East IndiaCompany’ sHailey-
bury School of Adam Smith, Jeremy Bentham, Thomas
Malthus, etal. Thus, Marx’ swork and itseffectscan beunder-
stood, only after we have situated him and his influence ex-
actly wherehesituatesit, withinthe boundsof the Eighteenth-
Century empiricist adversaries of both Gottfried Leibniz and
the American System of political-economy. Today’s gener-
aly accepted history of political-economy is not a branch of
science; itisthework of thecult known asthe Enlightenment,
a cult permeated by that strong pro-Satanic component of
which Mandeville and Bentham are most flagrantly typical.

Mandeville, the overt Satanist, was aready franker than
Adam Smith; but, nonethel ess, thereisno systemic difference
in axiomatic assumptions between Mandeville's The Fable
of the Bees and the passage which | have cited from Smith.
Mandeville only addsthe qualification, that that tyrant which
Smith terms blasphemously “the great Director of nature,”
has crafted the universe to such effect that the unrestrained
pursuit of vice and corruption are that Director’s essential
means, by means of which the benefits to society asawhole
areproduced: Mandeville’ sgodisthegreat gangster whoruns
the infinite brothel and gambling casino, and, perhapsis the
silent partner in Enron and Halliburton, too! Smith’'s anti-
American tract of 1776, The Wealth of Nations, makes the
connection between the intent of the 1759 work and Mande-
ville's argument explicit. The published writings, and secret
practice of Smith’ sassociate Jeremy Bentham, carry Smith's
moral degeneracy into the extremes of florid detail.

The most efficient way in which to destroy a society by
its own hand, is to criminalize the behaviora habits of its
leaders, while making their underlings the accomplices of
such perversions, and holding dissenting honorable men and
women up to ridicule and to persecutions which may prompt
their cowardly friendsto desert them, perhapsin expectation
of new benefactorsfor their desired life-styles and careers.

Now, that much said, reconsider what | have said on the
subject of evil men up to thispoint, now from thecomparative
standpoint of atextbook coursein Euclidean geometry. What
are the definitions, axioms, and postulates of the empiricist
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systems of social thought, as a closed system based upon an
uncompleted set of mechanical rules of behavior? Then, add
several new rules which tend to make a distinction between
the pre-Bentham “geometry” of Anglo-Dutch empiricism,
and the bloody, Martinist holocaust which Shelburne’ s Ben-
tham set into motion asthe French Revolution of 1789-1815.

From the start, empiricism, like the influence of Aristotle
and Euclid, sought to stop, even turn back the wheels of hu-
man progress, by decreeing a universe of fixed principles,
ruled by a God who could do nothing to change the set of
principles once he had set them into motion. This was the
condemnation of Aristotle by Philo of Alexandria. Thiswas
thereactionary folly of the Sixteenth Century, which the Ve-
netians imposed in the form of the dead astronomy-systems
of arevived pro-Aristotel ean hoaxster Claudius Ptolemy, and
the sterile, essentially Aristotelean models of Copernicusand
Tycho Brahe. Those were the astronomy of auniverse which
lefttheCreator, asif handcuffed, outsidereality, and degraded
man to the behavioral status of just another animal. It was
a universe in which a fixed set of definitions, axioms, and
postulatesruled, in which history was essentially dead, with-
out as much asthe bare possihility of intervention by revolu-
tionary, newly discovered universal principles.

It wasautopian’ suniverse, in which the only permissible
change was a perfection of the enforcement of afixed set of
rulesof the game, aninfinite game of chess, in which progress
would mean nothing of importancein theend; theruleswould
not change, and the game, however the players tried, would
never really change anything in the real universe. It was the
hateful universe of Bertrand Russell’ s Principia Mathemat-
ica. In effect, it was the universe of the Zeus of Aeschylus
Prometheus Bound, the world despised by Goethe’s poetical
Prometheus of his Grosskopta, aworld in which Zeus and
his lackeys played dirty tricks against a mankind allowed to
do essentially nothing to distinguish itself from the beasts. A
world whose imaginary god, Zeus, was a cruelly capricious
bastard, a Nietzschean Superman, avirtual Satan. It was the
world of Shelburne’ sJeremy Bentham, who begat L ord Palm-
erston, who, in turn, in amanner of speaking, begat the con-
summately evil Bertrand Russell, who begat his altar boy,
the maliciously playful monster, John von Neumann, of The
Theory of Games and Economic Behavior.

With Bentham and the Martinists, the man of unmatched
pure evil, a Nietzschean beast-man, struts upon the stage of
modern world history, aman like the Roman Tiberius, Calig-
ula, or Nero, or Adolf Hitler, who would commit such mon-
strous crimes, on a mass scale, as would induce a terrified
people to kiss his feet with their ardor, and seek to emulate
their new master by excelling today in a greater evil than
they had donethe day before. Thiswasthe quality Shelburne
sought in agents such as Philippe Egalité and Jacques Necker;
this was Bentham’'s London-trained assets, Danton and
Marat; this was the Jacobin Terror; this was the transitional
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part played by thethieving whoremaster Barras; thismonster,
this Nietzschean superman, was Napoleon Bonaparte in the
role of bandit-emperor. Such a beast was the Napoleon who
launched the first modern fascist empire which Cheney has
presently aimed to reproduce by nuclear means. Thiswasthe
Napoleon whose criminal energy prompted the crafting of a
philosophy of history, and theory of the state, by that G.W.F.
Hegel who had come to adore Napoleon, but would console
himself later by serving the Holy Alliance's Prince Met-
ternich and the fascist-like Carlsbad Decrees.

The cumulative impact of the succession of horrors of the
1789-1815 interval of the Martinists' rampage, wasthe birth
of the Romantic movement. This turn away from the late
Eighteenth-Century rise, intandem, of both the German Clas-
sical tradition’ srevival of that legacy of human reason repre-
sented by Shakespeare, Leibniz, and J.S. Bach, and the 1776-
1789 American Revolution, sank early Nineteenth-Century
Europeinto arenewal of the Romantic legacy of Rameau, the
pro-Satanic Mandeville, and Walpole. The decadence which
was early Nineteenth-Century Romanticism, rose to the sur-
facewith Napoleon’ s coronation and subsequent victory over
not only Prussia, but, implicitly, Germany, too, at Jena
Auerstadt. After the awful outcome of the 1814-15, Met-
ternich-hosted, and fairly described as “ sexual Congress’ of
Vienna, Europe was chiefly plunged deeper into the cultural
pessimism expressed as the post-Napoleonic Romanticism
of Liszt, Berlioz, Schopenhauer, Wagner, and others. This
decadence was the source from which later proliferations of
Napoleonictyrantssprang; thesewere, among others, M usso-
lini, Hitler, Franco, Laval, and Vichy.

Theman of evil, hailed by Nietzsche as hisreborn Phryg-
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A religious fundamentalist
rally of therecent “ Promise
Keepers® fad. “ Thisbringsus
to the integrated role played
among religion, passion, and
politicsin the matter of the
security of a nation, or, for
that matter, theworld at
large. Thisoverlaps, but is
not quite the same issue asthe
matter of the Synarchist
threat itself, butitisan
extremely relevant, if only
contiguous area, a topic
which shows us the kind of
corruption which may lead its
victimtoward degeneration
into a sympathizer of
Synarchist causes.”

ian Dionysus, had come upon the stage of history, and was
determined to stay and conquer. It is that heritage against
which we must contest today.

Evil AsaReligion

Synarchismwasnot apolitical doctrine; it wascreated asa
freemasonic form of pro-paganist religion, aSatanicreligion,
called Martinism. The influence of this Satanic religion is
expressed today by, among others, Vice-President Dick Che-
ney and his professedly neo-conservative “ Chicken-hawks.”
Thelatter degeneratestypify cowardly tyrantswho send oth-
ersto kill, while they themselves follow the battle-torn pro-
cession likepredatory carpet-baggers, likethe buzzards. Oth-
erwise, the difference between the Promethean, on the one
side, and the sophists, empiricists, and Martinists, on the
other, isnot fairly describable asmerely adifferencein politi-
cal commitments, but, rather, a virtual functional difference
in species.

There are chiefly four axiomatic qualities of distinctions
which distingui sh matured, normal men and women, fromthe
sophists and empiricists in general and the Martinists most
emphatically.

Thiscan besummarized asaseriesof four interdependent
but respectively distinct theses, as| do, asfollows, now.

First, a normal representative of the human species is
distinguished from the beasts, by the capacity to distinguish
objectsof thought which correspond to the exi stence of exper-
imentally valid universal physical principles, principles
which exist beyond the reach of sense-perception assuch, but
whose existence is susceptible of conclusive experimental
proof. The discovery and proof of these principles, first as
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hypotheses, and then as experimenta proof of principle, is
achieved through the human mind’ sunique capacity torecog-
nize the footprint of anomalies in the ordering of perceived
events. The term “cognition” is properly restricted to refer-
ences to the process of discovery and proof of the principles
which solve the relevant anomal ous paradoxes.

In the mathematical physics of Gauss, Abel, Dirichlet,
Wilhelm Weber, and Riemann, this definesthe physical real-
ity reflected as the complex domain. The mastery of that ac-
quired view of the physical reality corresponding to the com-
plex domain, has been the keystone for the educational self-
development of theyouth movement which | have sponsored.

Second, inmany cases, manisabletoapply theseefficient,
universal, but non-perceptible principles to the universe
around us; that, to theeffect of increasing therel ative potential
popul ation-density of the human species, or of the particular
culture which benefits from that practice. This distinguishes
the human species categorically, ecologicaly, from all other
living species.

Thisisthe basisfor my original definition of correspond-
ing principles of a science of physical economy, a practice of
physical economy which | have defined as Riemannian in
essential form.

Third, the sustainable progress of society depends upon
the transmission of these discovered principles, both “hori-
zontally” and “forward,” through induced replication of the
relevant cognitive experience of replicatable individual dis-
covery by individuals. Thisprocessof combined transmission
and creation of ongoing new such discoveries, of both physi-
cal science and Classical modes of artistic composition, isthe
proper referent for the term “ culture.”

Fourth, the preceding three principles situate the mortal
human individual in such away, that the mortal existence of
each isimplicitly immortal, not as merely aliving creature,
but, rather, also as a cognitive being, whose existence is a
contributing feature of the continuity of theculture, and of the
human speciesin general. Theimages of the greatest known
scientific discoverers, Classical artists, heroes, and statesmen
of history, exemplify the sense of cognitive immortality po-
tentially availableto each of us. They who redlizethisintheir
outlook and practice, livein asimultaneity of eternity, within
which they areimmortal presencesliving with ustoday. The
trueinterest of the humanindividual, the only real wellspring
of truemorality, isto dwell among those companionsforever,
even after wewereformally deceased, to prize, aboveall other
things, that principle of agape, as uttered by Plato’s Socrates
and the Apostle Paul’ s I Corinthians 13. The true nature of
man, and the principle of agapeso defined, areinseparableno-
tions.

Therefore, in summary of thosetheses: Thetransmissible
qualities of discovered principles represented by these four
characteristics of our species and its societies, form a higher
geometry embodying them. This geometry is of the form of
a Riemannian geometry, composed of an accumulation of

EIR  September 5, 2003

known, active universal principles, principles which corre-
spond either to the individual mind’s immortal relationship
to nature, or to the principled aspects of the socia processes
through which society is enabled to cooperate in its mission
for the betterment of mankind.

Asthebest Classical modes of artistic composition attest,
the principled features expressed by those modes are as defi-
niteand efficient intheir domain, asso-called universal physi-
cal principles in their own domain of immediate reference.
Principlesof natural law, such asthose of the Preambl e of the
U.S. Federa Constitution, are included among the category
of universal physical principles of Classical artistic compo-
sition.

As Riemann writes, in his celebrated 1854 habilitation
dissertation, the “geometry” | have defined here knows no
principles as existing in the universe but its own. No a priori
definitions, axioms, and postulates such as those of aformal
Euclidean geometry, are permitted. Geometry asawholeisa
complex domain, composed, in the one aspect, of the Pytha
gorean type of constructive geometry of sense-perception,
and, on the other, the geometry of presently known universal
physical principles. The efficient intersection of the two ge-
ometries defines a higher, Riemannian, notion of a Gaussian
complex domain.

Atthismoment inthehistory of our planet, itisour proper
destiny and potential, to fulfil theintended effects of our cre-
ation: theestablishment of acommunity of natural-law princi-
ple among a system of perfectly sovereign-states throughout
this planet, a work which must be wrought chiefly by redis-
covering and invoking the noblest features of our history, by
our example, by our good will, and by theinfluencewe should
exert to encourage the achievements of other republics. Re-
move that one bitter adversary, the corrupting worm of those
alien species of Synarchist forces from within our political-
economic system, and the presently crisis-wracked economic
world hasreached aplacein history that we areready to move
into a new era in world affairs, the era of a community of
principle among sovereign nation-states.

Then, were that done, the Martinists and the kind of ex-
treme evil such sophists represent would vanish into the ar-
chives of history. That destiny of their species they are not
ready to accept. They are bearers of areligion of terror, a
Nietzschean form of Dionysiac, Satanic terror. That is our
enemy, whom we must defeat; that is the unfinished work
abandoned by the untimely death of one of the Synarchists
most hated and feared figures of modern history, President
Franklin Roosevelt.

Itisfor that that we must fight. It is that mission which
definesthe only true meaning presently availablefor the con-
tinued existence of our nation today. For that, we must defeat
the Synarchists and what they represent; it isnot sufficient to
defeat them onceagain; wemust makethat defeatirreversible.
If wefail, their terrorismwill gleefully kill us, and will punish
all humanity with aprolonged plungeinto theawful planetary
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dark age which the present intention of those Synarchists
implies.

2. Religion, Passion and Politics

As| have stressed in many published locations, most re-
cently my “Visualizing the Complex Domain,” and moreem-
phatically intheslightly upgraded editionwritten for publica-
tionin21st Century Science & Technology, theusual trouble
with taught mathematics as such, isthat it pridesitself, likea
seraglio’ s eunuch, on its liberation from the natural passions
of real-life practice. Thisdichotomy, respecting their view of
nature, has not prevented eunuchs, or kindred spirits among
mathematicians, from hating one another, or doing hateful
things to one another’s professional work. The expression
of such moral indifferentism, typical of the “ivory tower”
mathematician since the sophistries of Descartes and Euler,
through the accomplices of Bertrand Russell’s followers to-
day, has been the greatest source of incompetence, and de-
struction, even explicitly outright evil, practiced in the name
of what passes among them for science. Empiricism is but
one example of this.

The presently most significant result of the influence of
such reductionist disorientation, is a utopianism akin to that
of H.G. Wells' 1928 The Open Conspiracy, and to the doc-
trine of “nuclear preventive war” designed by Wells' alleg-
edly peace-loving, ostensibly Synarchist accomplice Be-
rtrand Russell. The common clinical expression of such
formal indifferentism within those professional precincts, is
the utopianism of an Euclidean or other geometry subjected
to aset of a priori definitions, axioms, and postul ates; thisis
typical of such utopianism. The so-caled “new math” is
among the most despicable expressions of theimpact of such
folly upon public education today. The kind of populism, or
anarchism, or anarcho-syndicalism, premised on substitution
of those alegedly “common-sense” varieties of homespun
“self-evident principles,” which often tends toward fascism,
isalsotypical.

Toavoid catastrophic errorsof that or kindred types, soci-
ety requires principlesof socia practicewhich areakinto the
universal physical principles of scientific practice, but which
pertain to relations among persons, as distinct from those
reflecting the simpler relations between persons and nature
within the universe around them.

The pathological type known as the utopian, is typified
by the special case of the single-issue fanatic, who would put
the universe itself in jeopardy, should he, or she, fancy that
such desperate measures would compel society to submit to
the fanatic's choice of single issue. An exaggeration? Not
really. Consider those so-called “right to life” cults which
would stop at nothing to prevent an abortion, even at the price
of killing theinfant amoment after it had been born, afanatic
who would not flinch at the ritual execution of the probably
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innocent, in Governor George W. Bush's Texas, or snuffing
apatient to keep health-insurance payments down. These are
not exaggerations, but instances of actual controversies,
sometimes bitter ones, with which | have been confronted in
my role asaprominent political figure dealing with such sin-
gle-issue groups of sophists.

The supporters of Bertrand Russell were, similarly, pre-
pared to support Russell’ s proposal for a“preventive nuclear
bombardment” of the Soviet Union, or elsawhere, as Cheney
istoday, al for the sake of terrifying theworld into surrender-
ing the right to national sovereignty, to an imperia dictator-
ship under world government. Or, the case of Moral Rearma-
ment fanatics who found the Hitler regime attractive.

An apparently less extreme sort of fanatic, isthe populist
who argues, that he or she must concentrate on his or her
own local family and community issues, even if that meant
neglecting action to save the nation from a depression which
would wipe out precisely those family and community condi-
tions which the populist professes to protect. The populist’s
mind often dwellswithin in afantasy akin to the assumption
that the universeitself isflat. Being a populist, he knowsthat
he can seethat it isflat, even from the steps at his back door!

In economics, for example, the average productivity of
labor of anenterpriseinany locality, isasubsumed function of
thelevel of development of the nation’ sand region’ sphysical
economy asawhole. Supply and price of electrical power, for
example, isafunction of the devel opment of awell-regul ated,
integrated public-utility system of combined production and
distribution. Deregulate, and the incurred physical cost of
production and distribution must inevitably soar, while the
priceof adelivered kilowatt-hour must necessarily skyrocket,
as it has in Enron-raped California. Getting cheaper goods
from abroad through “ outsourcing” and “globalization” may
seem abenefit, but not if this means shutting down the places
of employment and incomes of the people of our nation who
can no longer buy. Deregulating real-estate speculation isno
boon to the person of average income who can secure no
dwelling at less than nearly $1,000 or more per month; nor is
that a measure which enhances the security and public health
conditions of an entire community.

This brings us to the integrated role played among reli-
gion, passion, and politics in the matter of the security of a
nation, or, for that matter, the world at large. This overlaps,
but is not quite the same issue as the matter of the Synarchist
threat itself, butitisan extremely relevant, if only contiguous
area, atopic which shows us the kind of corruption which
may lead its victim toward degeneration into a sympathizer
of Synarchist causes. This source of corruption reveals an
additional political dimensioninthe security concernswhich
Synarchism touches. It was chiefly by means of that specific
quality of popular corruption, that the U.S. was transformed
from theworld’ smost productive nation, into thefallen plea-
sure-domeit hasbecomesinceabout thetime of theassassina
tion of President Kennedy and the launching of the 1964-72
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“ The most efficient form of weapon of defense of the institution of the modern nation-state from corruption by such terrorist cults asthe
modern Martinists, has been that mode of separation of church from state which was instituted within the context of the U.S. Federal
Constitution.”

official U.S. war in Indo-China.

Theissueisthe mid-1960slaunching, on amassscale, of
the transformation of the culture of the people of the United
States and elsewhere, from the morality of a productive soci-
ety, into the decadence of a “post-industrial,” “ feel good,”
“me” society. Itisurgent that the citizens face the fact of the
way inwhich thistransformation of our nation, from progress
to decadence, was brought about by preying upon the propen-
sity for “littleness’ withinanemergent adult generationwhich
has tended, more and more, to flee from the terrifying com-
bined realitiesof a1962 MissilesCrisis, the K ennedy assassi-
nation, and the launching of the Indo-Chinawar.

‘But, How Do You Feel, Mrs. Jones! ?

Consider the commonly heard expression, “I feel
that . .."”; or, the complementary, “| don't feel that. . ..” The
community-activist variety of populist, for example, may not
“feel” that national issues should be raised in addressing a
community’s problem. National policy-issues of health care,
education, power supply, water supply, may or may not be
thedirect factor shaping acorrespondinglocal issue; but, such
connectionsare alwaysimplicitly there, and often of decisive
importance in the struggle to define a solution for the local
matter immediately at issue. For example, our nation’s tariff
and trade policies, and protectionist measuresinforeign trade
agreements with other nations, do impinge, often decisively,
on local employment and business of a community. The ob-
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jection to making that connection, is often expressed as, “I
don't fed that they do”; or, “Most of my friends and | feel
that free trade isthe American tradition.”

The objection in those cases is not a matter of facts, but
simply of a“feeling” which may or may not have any legiti-
mate place in the effort to address the relevant practical
problem.

So, during the late 1950s, the advertising world turned to
psychiatrists for advice on how to give ordinary products
an enhanced, intrinsically irrational appeal to consumers, or
other purchasers, for purposes of marketing. A wide range of
productswas transformed, not only inform, but also content,
in afevered Madison Avenue pursuit of the imagined lucra-
tive mysteries of sex-appeal. Some of usin business consult-
ing practicethen, wondered how many advertising executives
were writing off their personal visits to their psychiatrists as
a"“business expense.”

The notion of ademocracy of “feeling,” as distinct from
reason, isapotentialy fatal contradictioninterms, asthecase
of what was for many Germans the fatal vote, establishing
Hitler as dictator of a formerly democratic Germany, ex-
pressed alargeoverdoseof “feeling,” but virtually noexercise
of reason.

The same kind of emotion-driven aberrations are amajor
factor of mass political behavior, aberrations usually falling
into the category of irrational behavior motivated by a patho-
logical use of “I feel” as a substitute for rational behavior.
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“How do you feel about the sudden death of your child, Mrs.
Jones?’ asks the sadistically gloating reporter, while the
gloating tel evision camerascrutinizesevery nuanceof change
in Mrs. Jones' expression. The reporter implies that the vast
viewing audience “out there” would do something to Mrs.
Jones to punish her, if she did not submit to that Tavistock
Institute style in line of questioning.

That behavior of the way television news-reporting often
defines* human interest” today, tells us something important
about our populationingeneral. The TV audience’ stoleration
of, even fascination with the spectacle of that sort of “peek-
show” perversion by the TV broadcaster, is typical of the
decadence of American popular culture today! The aberra-
tions of that sort to which | referred as illustration, above,
oftenfitinto apsychoanalytical category called“ cathexis’ by
Sigmund Freud, the matter of emotiona attachment to the
ideaof an object, or class of objects. The wrong kind of emo-
tionisattached, irrationally, totheideaof somekind of object.

Cases of such pathological, object-idea fixations, more
or less akin to obsessions, occurring among otherwise sane
individuals, isarelevant comparisonto bemadein connection
with the kinds of cases of political “| feel” aberrations refer-
enced above. Much of dirty political campaigning, is based
on inducing such associated, purely neurotic compulsions
among voters, respecting some issue or candidate. The case
of theway in which Governor George Romney’ sPresidential
pre-candidacy was summarily ruined by play on his “l was
brainwashed” on U.S. Vietnam policy, isan example of this.
It was the use of the word “brainwashed,” not the practical
merits of his statement on the issue to which he was refer-
ring—on which hewasfactually and palitically right—which
was exploited to bring his candidacy down.

To define the problem, switch attention from the way that
kind of neuratic disorder |ooksto the advertising executive' s
psychiatrist, to the case of the all-too-typical professional
mathematician, or financia accountant, especially Enron-
style accountants or empiricist economists of academia. That
mathematician, for example, may be a tyrannical rage-ball
in family affairs, but prides himself on being passionless,
virtually schizophrenic, about matters of mathematical
practice.

The following summary of the point touches upon my
treatment of the subject of the role of passion in science, as
stated in a dightly amplified form within the second edition
of my “Visualizing the Complex Domain.” Thistakesusback
to the attack upon Plato by that Aristotle who wrote “energy”
where Plato had written, in effect, “power.” | now refer to
physical geometry as | have described it there, and in other
locations, such asthat publication.

As | have indicated, there are two respectively distinct
classes of ideas. On the first account, the human mind is ap-
proximately that of alower form of life, arepository of sense-
certainties and matching learning from experience. On the
second account, the human mind isunique, relativeto animal
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lifeand behavior, inthemind’ snoétic capacity toformvalida-
table discoveries of principle from the evidence of fallacies
inaview of experience based on sense-certainty. The animal
reactsto sense-certainty experienceswith passion, orindiffer-
ence. When the human mind reacts only as an animal does,
that person isrightly considered as either behaving stupidly,
or insane.

Sanity is amatter of the appropriateness of responseto a
choice between two distinct species of mental objects. the
first, the objects of merely conditioned sense-certainty; and,
the second, objects which lie within the domain of those effi-
cient universal principleswhich exist beyond thedirect reach
of our senses. The latter principles are of two distinct, but
interacting types. Thefirst, subjects pertaining to the domain
of those universal physical principleswhich exist beyond di-
rect sense-perception. The second, subjectspertainingtoprin-
ciples associated with socia processes, with the interaction
amongindividual, human personalities. in other words, social
processes. Classical artistic composition, such asthe Classi-
cal tragedies of ancient Greece, Shakespeare, and Schiller,
aretypical of the nature and role of those universal principles
which govern the effective ordering of responses within the
domain of social relations.

Thus, at al times, we must consider both the distinctions
and the relations among the simultaneously occurring, three
different qualities of experience: first, the simply sensory;
second, pertaining to the universal physical principles of the
individual mind’s interaction with the physical universe as
such; and, thirdly, principles of social processes as typified
by the principles of Classical modes of artistic composition.
K eeping the three sorted out, such that our responseto eachis
an appropriate choice, istheelementary challengein defining
categorically sane, asdistinct from pathol ogical formsof both
theindividual’s, or culture’ s mental, and public behavior.

In this context, so described, the most common of the
great difficulties generally experienced by most individuals,
and within most cultures, isthe difficulty of definingthe exis-
tence of objects corresponding to universal physical princi-
ples. In physical science, for example, the pathological state
of mind isusually encountered as the typical mental sickness
of theempiricist, in substituting algebraic notions of statistics
(e.g., Laplace-ian “probability”) for distinct physical princi-
ples. Hecannot think of gravity asKepler, theorigina discov-
erer of a principle of universal gravitation, defines it, as a
specifically Platonic object; but only pathologically, statisti-
cally (“action at a distance”) as the empiricist Galileo does,
for example. The same pathological state of mind of Euler
and Lagrange, as pointed out by Gauss's 1799 paper, also
illustrates the point.

The same subject is addressed by Riemann in posthu-
mously published papers commenting on some crucia fea-
turesof thecontent of aseriesof Gottingen University lectures
delivered by theinfluential Nineteenth-Century German ped-
agogue and philosopher Herbart. Herbart, a Wilhelm von
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Humboldt protégé, who is celebrated for his exposure of the
hoaxes of the Scottish school’s empiricist Immanuel Kant,
made one genuinely outstanding contribution of relevanceto
Riemann’s subsequent achievements as a leading scientific
thinker of the past two centuries, the notion of Geistesmasse.
Roughly translated, to reflect the practical meaning of Rie-
mann’s reference to that term, it signifies “thought-object”:
the object-like distinctness of efficient principles residing
among the class of those experimentally-validated Platonic
hypotheses known as universal physical principles.

This notion of such actualy, efficiently existing objects
of the mind, as distinct from those merely of the senses, is
the subject of Socrates allegory of “the Cave’ in Plato’s
Republic. The subject isthe distinction of the unseen object,
which casts the shadows impinging upon sense-perception
from those objects which are identified by simple sense-per-
ception. Thesimplestillustrationfrom modern scientific prac-
tice, is the case of microphysical objects which exist effi-
ciently within a smallness beyond the powers of the light-
microscope. Nuclear fission and fusion, for example, exist.
The higher view of Mendeleyev’s definition of the periodic
table, as focussed upon by Chicago University’s late Profes-
sor Robert Moon, pointsto an efficient physical geometry of
physical space-timeinthemicrophysical domain, which does
not correspondto any physicsconfined withinthe geometrical
presumptions of the empiricist method.

It is the incommensurability of the crucial anomalous,
empiricaly defined effects which actually point toward the
existence of “objects’ existing, in principle, within nothing
less than the complex domain, which is the most important
prompting of mystification in the scientific and related work
of those still imprisoned within the usual presumptions of
generally accepted classroom mathematics.

So, in the domain of political-economy, the citizen uses
theimagery of simple sense-certainty, and associated notions
of “proximate cause,” to the effect of presuming that that
which is perceptibly nearby is, therefore, the most real; like
the man who, failing to find employment, beats his wife—
mentally, pathologically, implying that since she is proxi-
mate, not only to him, but to the costs of family life, sheisthe
cause of hisfailure. He may hate Washington, D.C., but only
assomething strangewhich hewishesdid not exist to confuse,
or dilute his desire to solve his problems by beating upon
something within his more immediate physical reach.

We see this in pathological forms of religious behavior,
such as the “fundamentalist” who hopes that the Battle of
Armageddon will recur in time to eliminate the problem of
paying next month’s rent, or to escape the lack of ecstasy
which he, or she senses lacking in immediate personal life.
That poor wretch has no sense of actual immortality within
thesimultaneity of eternity, and therefore gropesfor miracles
of asensuous sort withinthereach of somethingimmediately,
miraculously at hand: “God will send health and money
next month.”
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Still today, our society is crippled by apervasive lack of
asense of theintrinsic beauty of individual morta life, asthe
opportunity to relish re-experiencing in our minds the great
cognitive and related achievements of those who have gone
beforeus, and seizing with happinessthe opportunity to spend
the talent of our limited mortal existence for something good
in the eyes of both those who came before us, and those to
come. The poor fellow who can not locate his existence in
the great universein which we live, can not comprehend the
existence of a Creator who produced this universe and who
embodied in us creative qualitieslike Hisown.

Not knowing our worth as persons, we sell ourselves
cheaply, asit werefor abowl of pottage; or, aswewereapoor
Judas, who had betrayed everything good we represented, for
the sake of amoment of fatal corruption.

There are principles out there, universal physical princi-
ples, and social principles of the form to be recognized inthe
greatest Classical artistic compositions. Tothedegreewe can
fix our mind's attention on those efficient objects lying be-
yond the shadow-world of sense-perception, we are free at
last. Freefromthe pettinesswhich dragsmen and women, and
entire societies, into the abyss of self-degradation to which
the Martinist cult and its present neo-conservative expression
threaten to doom civilization for perhaps generations yet to
come.
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1T IR Feature

Synarchy
Against America

by Anton Chaiktin

Thisarticleisthe product of a task force of EIR historians studying the history of
Synarchismfor the past half year. Together with Lyndon LaRouche’ streatment of
the current strategic threat of Synarchism (“ World Nuclear War When?” EIR,
Aug. 29, 2003), and other material, it will be published in September inaLaRouche
in 2004 campaign report. More articles are forthcoming.

Contributing to thisarticle were Pierre Beaudry, Irene Beaudry, Jeffrey Sein-
berg, Antony Papert, and the late H. Graham Lowry.

Introduction: The Adversaries at Bowood

The menace now confronting humanity from Washington’s Cheney-Rumsfeld
regime is a usurpation of power by financier terror leaders; the final, mad phase of
a two-centuries-long project—to counteract the stunning success of the American
Revolution and America’s intervention in world affairs. This enemy totalitarian
project came to be self-named, about a century ago, as “Synarchism.”

To defeat it requires historical understanding, which can never consist merely
of stupid lists of crimes and plots, however complex. It must instead be the story
of the central fight for man’s mind—and for the strategic direction of nations—
over the question: Does the Creator give man Reason to shape scientific and social
progress, or must “authority” manage men, as indistinguishable from beasts?

This is the persistent, nagging problem in intelligence analysis generally: Here
are perpetrators, associated for such and such a purpose; here are those we judge
good, in their earnest projects; yes, but how have those, with the power to shape
large events, intervened to fuel or stall these actors, in line with the global, para-
digmatic ideas guiding the power of those strategy-shapers?

The creation of the American republic was projected and built for by Europe’s
republican philosophers and statesmen, from Plato’s humanism through and be-
yond the revival of knowledge in the 15th-Century Golden Renaissance. The Amer-
ican settlements of the 1600s were designed to make a renewed Renaissance base,
safe from the tyranny of Europe’s Venice-centered imperial rulers and their manip-
ulated wars of religion and revenge. The 1648 Peace of Westphalia gave Europe a
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respite and adirection for survival. But theworld' sreal hope
wasin America. Increase and Cotton Mather, John Winthrop,
Alexander Spotswood, and at length, the scientist Benjamin
Franklin—allied in ideas and action with the greatest minds
of Europe, Gottfried Leibniz, Jonathan Swift, and their
friends—all together contesting with Europe's feudal-
minded financial powers over the fate of the human race.

Benjamin Franklin’s world-famous scientific inquiries
wereinformed by Plato’ steaching, and by Franklin’s partici-
pation in the trans-Atlantic war for the mind,* led by Leibniz,
against theBritishempiricist “ dead universe” advocates | saac
Newton and John Locke.

Franklin was already to be seen, in the early 1770s, lead-
ing a world movement for self-government and scientific
progress. Thenliving in England asthe agent of the colonies,
Franklin frequently visited the Earl of Shelburne at his Bo-
wood estate. Shelburne chaired the all-powerful three-man
“Secret Committee” of the East India Company, which also
included Francis Baring of the banking house that bore his
name. Shelburnewasthe most sophi sticated representative of
thefrankly Satanicfinancier powersbehind theBritishthrone.

TheEast IndiaCompany, aRoyal-chartered privatejoint-
stock company, represented the pinnacle of mid-18th-
Century power, of what was known as the “Venetian Party”
of rentier-financier oligarchs, who derived their global power
from near monopoly control over key raw materialsand com-
modities, insurance, banking, and shipping routes. The East
IndiaCompany of Shelburne’' s* Secret Committee” deployed

1. H. Graham Lowry, How the Nation Was Won: America’s Untold Story,
Vol. | (Washington, D.C.: EIRNS, 1988).
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The Third Earl of Shelburne
(Ieft), and Benjamin
Franklin. “ The two wary,
urbane, chief opponents—
Franklin and Shelburne—
constantly took each others’
measure. . . . Shelburne
chaired the all-powerful
three-man ‘ Secret
Committee’ of the East
India Company, which also
included Francis Baring of
the banking house that bore
his name. Shelburne wasthe
most sophisticated
representative of the frankly
Satanic financier powers
behind the British throne.”

a more modern and large-scale military force than did the
British Crown, maintaining control over their private fief-
doms in India and other parts of the world. The Company
represented the gradual merger of British and Dutch financier
factions, and, thus, operated above any notion of individual
national loyalties. In effect, Shelburne was the “doge” of the
combined British and continental European financier oli-
garchy.

The two wary, urbane, chief opponents—Franklin and
Shelburne—constantly took each others’ measure. Shelburne
had to be the negotiating partner: Franklin knew Shelburne
favored some concessionsto the Americans, fearing that sim-
ple, brutal British repression would lead to an uncontrolled
colonial revolt.

Their overlappinginternational circlesoften met and min-
gled at Bowood for liberal colloquy and friendly, tense, mu-
tual intelligence-gathering. Onemight seethere, for example,
Shelburne's pagan French priest, Abbé Morellet, jousting
with Franklin over magic and reason; while Franklin's scien-
tific protégé and agent, Joseph Priestley, arranged his em-
ployer Shelburne' slibrary.

Soon the U.S. declared independence, and Franklin won
the kingdom of France asits Revolutionary ally. Heinspired,
at England’ s back door, the anti-British freedom struggle in
Ireland, now emboldened by Britain’ sunited enemies. Ameri-
ca scausewasincreasingly popular, praised asjust and ratio-
nal, esteemed as mankind's future, from Russia, to Joseph
I1I’s Austria, to Charles 111’ s Spain, to South America.

For the threatened imperialists, Shelburne raised a posi-
tively hellish counterattack against the increasing American
momentum. Shelburne’s cadres and occultist agents threw
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France into bloody confusion and terror, then “solved” the
chaos with Napoleon’ s tyranny that plundered Europe, leav-
ing France ruined and Americaisolated.

Thiscrimina initiativeechoed downthroughthe 19thand
20th Centuries, the model for the Synarchist movement of
leading bankers, who opposed the persi sting American power
by spawning fascism and fundamentalist terror.

Shelburne’ sBestiary

Theworldsaw in Franklin’ sAmericatheresurgent princi-
plesof the 1648 Peace of Westphalia, that had ended Europe’ s
Thirty Y ears War: national sovereignty, coupled withrenun-
ciation of revenge, thebanning of religiouscrusadesand simi-
lar pretexts for eternal war. This orderly framework, with
government protection for industry, and public credit, would
lead to educated citizens, truth-seekers, inventors, who could
increase their productive power and prosperity—man in the
Divineimage.

The British rulers and their Continental European fac-
tional allieswent tototal war toreversethegearsof mankind's
progress, to obliteratethe Peace of Westphaliathey hated, and
its American incarnation. Shelburne acted for the imperial
looters, adventurers, and speculators who gained absolute
power behind Britain’sKings Georgel, I, and I11.

This oligarchy had spoken most bluntly through the
shameless Mephistophelian writer, Bernard Mandeville
(1670-1733). He demanded absolute “free market” lawless-
ness to satisfy man’s alleged inherent evil, all his criminal
appetites. He said the safety of the powerful depends on the
maximum cheapness and brutalization of their subjects. “ The
surest wealth consists in a multitude of Laborious Poor. . . .
To makethe Society Happy . . . itisrequisitethat great num-
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Swiss banker Jacques
Necker was the leading
representative of a
Geneva financier
nobility faction of what
would later be called
Synarchism. Necker’s
role was to wreck the
French constitutional
revolution; heand his
daughter, the notorious
Madame de Saél, were
bothinvolved in
bringing Napoleon to
power over itsashes.

bers ... should be Ignorant as well as Poor. ... Going to
School in comparison to Working is Idleness. . . . Men who
areto remain and end their Daysin aL aborious, tiresomeand
Painful Station of Life, the sooner they are put upon it at first,
the more patiently they’ Il submit to it for ever after.”

Mandevillearguedthat “the best policy isto preserve men
intheir nativesimplicity, strivenot to increasetheir numbers;
let them never be acquainted with strangers or superfluities,
but remove and keep from them everything that might raise
their desires or improve their understanding.”?

Lord Shelburne’ s English estate housed the agents of in-
fluence for those financier powers, literary justifiers of their
dominion over men, script-writers for managed insurrection.
And Shelburne maintained Continental bases for his alies
and subversive agents within French-speaking Switzerland,
Genevaand its environs, and inside France proper, aswill be
described below.

Shelburne assigned two projects to East India Company
propagandist Adam Smith. First, to prepare the research out-
linefor astudy of the Roman Empire, needed to aid conceptu-
ally in erecting a new such pagan empire with London as
its headquarters. (This assignment was later turned over to
another East IndiaCompany researcher, Edward Gibbon, and
completed as The Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire,
which blamed theintrusion of Christianity, thereligion of the
weak, for the collapse of the mighty.)

Shelburne al so commissioned Smith’ swork on an apolo-
gia for Free Trade. This, Smith completed in 1776 as The
Wealth of Nations. He claimed that the power of an“invisible

2. Bernard Mandeville, essay added into the 1723 re-issue of his Fable of
the Bees.
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hand,” and each man’s pursuit of his selfish interest rather
than anyone’ sdesireto do good, causeseconomic well-being.
(Wise men have since asked, isthisinvisible hand, financiers
who rig stock bubbles, or Shelburneswho rig insurrections?)
Smithwarned Americansand Frenchmen not to darethe* arti-
ficial,” government-promoted changefrom agrarianto indus-
trial society; he attacked specifically the protectionist tradi-
tion of Jean-Baptiste Colbert, finance minister for France's
LouisXIV.

In the 1780s, Shelburne installed as his agent the Nero-
imitating writer Jeremy Bentham, in an apartment at Bowood.
Bentham had written with contempt in October 1776, against
the defense of human rightsin America sJuly 4, 1776 Decla
ration of Independence: “Thisthey ‘hold to be’ a‘truth self-
evident.” At the same time, to secure these rights they are
satisfied that Government should be instituted. They see not
.. . that nothing that was ever called Government ever was or
ever could be exercised but at the expense of one or another
of thoserights, that . . . some one or other of those pretended
unalienable rights is alienated . . . In these tenets they have
outdone the extravagance of all former fanatics.”

Benthamwastowrite speeches, translated by the Genevan
Etienne Dumont, which went by diplomatic pouch and
through other meansto Paris, tobe spoken by thestreet leaders
of the Jacobin Terror: Marat, Danton, and Robespierre.

In preparation for thiswork, Bentham wrotea 1785 essay
defending “ Paederasty,” arguing that penalties against men’s
sex with children stem from society’s “irrational antipathy”
to pleasure, especially sexual pleasure; and a1787 pamphlet,
In Defense of Usury, attacking all restrictions on the lenders
right totakethehighest interest ratesthey could get away with.

The Shelburne-Bentham collaboration from thisperiodis
reliably considered the beginning of themodern British Secret
Intelligence Service.

England, Switzerland, France

On the shores of Switzerland’s Lake Geneva there were
assembl ed, by the 1700s, amost peculiar set of banker-nobles.
Some of these families descended from the Cathar chieftains,
pagan buggerers who gravitated up the Rhone River. Some
were well-to-do Protestant (Huguenot) emigrés from French
religious strife. Most adhered to the sect of the earlier French
emigré Genevan, John Calvin; thisgavethemtiestothe Dutch
financiers, and religiousdenominational affiliationwiththose
Scots who served London’s empire. They were joined later
by embittered aristocratic refugeesfrom the Terror in France.
Thus for the corrupted Anglo-Dutch monarchies, French
Switzerland became a knife pointed at the heart of France.

The misnamed 18th-Century Enlightenment stank from
Geneva to Paris, from Amsterdam to London. The undead
Cathar pagan reverence for possessed objects—such asgold,
land, piles of grain, the bodies of serfs—yielded the doctrine
of physiocracy: that wealthissimply transferred from natural
earth and the treasure under it, SO man’s creative discoveries
and scientific advancements have no economic value. Adam
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Jeremy Bentham, first organizer of British intelligence, and
notorious published advocate of both usury and “ paederasty.”

Smith formed his Free Trade notions from the physiocrats
whilein Franceand Switzerland in the 1760s. He only chided
their assertion that manufacturing is not equally necessary
(e.g., nocannons, uniforms, or ships; noempire), whileadher-
ing to the maniathat conscious Reason, by its nature benevo-
lent, must never be permitted to intrude in economics.

Geneva was ruled through the Council of 200, whose
leading families intermarried and engaged jointly in espio-
nage, covert propaganda, grain monopoly, colonial slave
management, and foreign imperial military careers. Their life
work often emulated the strategic tradition of Venice's
higher aristocracy.

Among Geneva family names notable in the late-18th-
Century palitical storms, were Necker, Andre, Gallatin, Mal-
let, de Saussure, du Pan, and Prévost.

The massively wealthy Geneva-born banker Jacques
Necker was appointed the ambassador of Genevato the court
of France in 1764, and became French finance minister in
1777. Necker worked secretly with the British against the
American-French alliance, and to wreck the French govern-
ment. Necker' swifewasformerly thefiancée of Britishimpe-
rial historian Edward Gibbon. Necker and hisfamous daugh-
ter, Germaine Necker de Stagl, intrigued for both the “left”
and “right” phases of the French turmoail.

British army officer John André&, son of a Geneva mer-
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De Maistre’s
Synarchist Religion

Joseph de Maistre wrote, “Man can modify everything
withinthe sphere of hisactivity, but he creates nothing:
such is his law, in the physical world as in the moral
world. Undoubtedly a man may plant a seed, raise the
tree, perfect it by grafting, and trim it ahundred differ-
ent ways, but he would never imagine that he had the
power to make atree. How can he have imagined that
he had the power to makeaconstitution?. . . Godwarns
usof our weaknessand of therightsthat he hasreserved
to Himself intheformation of governments. No consti-
tution isthe result of deliberation.”

De Maistre then cited David Hume in praise of the
“English congtitution,” on how it deals with matters
which are“most difficult, or rather altogether impossi-
ble, to regulate by laws, and which must be governed
by certain delicate ideas of propriety and decency,
rather than to any exact rule or prescription.”

—Joseph de Maistre, Considerations on France,
translated by Richard Lebrun (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1994), pp. 49-50.

chant banker, returned to Geneva University to be militarily
trained before going to Americaasamaster spy. Gen. George
Washington hanged André for procuring Benedict Arnold’s
treason. The André family merged into the de Neuflizes and
joined with Schlumberger and Mallet, forming a politicaly
powerful financier grouping to be of great influence in the
project known as Synarchism. These combined interestsalso
appeared in Schlumberger, the huge oil services and covert
operationsspecialists paralleling Dick Cheney’ sHalliburton.

Albert Gallatin, raised on the knee of Geneva corruption-
ist writer Voltaire, hid out in the Maine woods during the
American Revolution, then led the political attack, within
Pennsylvania, against adoption of theU.S. Constitution. Later
aU.S. Treasury Secretary, Gallatin led the Free Tradefaction
against American nationalists.

Banker Jacques Mallet du Pan founded the British branch
of the Mallet family. An intimate of Voltaire, and Britain’s
main French-speaking intelligence officer, Mallet du Pan
teamed with Necker and Joseph de Maistre in leading the
opposition to an American-style constitution in Europe.

Gen. Augustin Préevost, very close to Voltaire, com-
manded Britain's invasion of South Carolina against the
American Revolution. General Prévost introduced Britain's
Scottish Rite Freemasonry onto American soil. His brother
James Mark’s widow married Aaron Burr and familiarized
Burrwithtop Britishintelligencecircles. Augustin’ sson Gen.
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George Prevost, the British Governor General of Canada,
invaded New Y ork state duringtheWar of 1812. When Aaron
Burr wasin exilein England following his U.S. treason tridl,
the Mallet-Prevosts and Jeremy Bentham were Burr’'s co-
hosts.

Geneva sde Saussurefamily, emigrating to becomelead-
ers of the South Carolina plantation owners, coordinated the
Massachusetts Tories and southern secession agitators, for
British intelligence. Their Swiss castle, Frontenex, remained
amecca for visiting British noblemen, and they would later
boast of intimacy with Britain’s statesman and spymaster
Lord Palmerston.

Inthelower socia ranks, Jean-Paul Marat, from Neucha
tel and Geneva, was trained for ten years by British intelli-
gence in England before going on to murder thousands of
France's intellectuals in the Reign of Terror. Geneva's
Etienne Dumont was intimate with Gallatin, was the world-
wide promoter and trandlator for Jeremy Bentham, and tu-
tored Lord Shelburne’ s sons.

The Shelburne machine owned France's Philippe Duke
of Orléans, cousin and enemy to Louis XV, and opponent of
the French nation-building tradition which was now being
applied to the American cause. Shelburne and the Duke of
Orléans employed creatures from the swamp of mystics and
charlatans centered in the freemasonic lodges of Lyons,
France, in particular the Martinist Order. Among the Marti-
nistswho performed in the staged 1780s-1790s French desta-
bilizationswere Franz Anton Mesmer, Count Cagliostro (real
name Giuseppe Balsamo), Jacques Cazotte, Fabrée d’ Olivet,
and Joseph de Maistre.

Martinism, amocking perversion of Catholicism, consid-
ersFalenMantobeinexileinthisearthly existence, deprived
of his powers. Man can only restore his original condition
by initiation to the inner ranks of a secret society, through
purgative violence—sado-masochistic rituals, torture, and
human sacrifices. As a candidate learns to tolerate injury to
others, he gives up his human identity, the sympathy which
was celebrated in the Peace of Westphaliaasthe“ Advantage
of the Other.” He loses the Platonic and Christian truth that
men prosper by seeking to benefit others rather than them-
selves.

This pagan ritualism breeds heartless imperial soldiers
and fanatic gang leaders, as Mithraic Stoicism did for the
Roman Caesars. After Martinism guided successive French
coups, its banker-proprietors spun it into Synarchy and fas-
cism—while labeling it Conservatism or fundamentalist
Chrigtianity.

The Shelburne Revolution

Franceannouncedinthe Spring of 1778that it wasjoining
America's war for independence. Franklin and his friends
acted quickly to strike awinning blow.

Franklin’sopen |etter to the Irish people, printed Novem-
ber 1778in Dublin’ sHibernian Journal, pleaded thecommon
cause of Americaand Ireland against the British.
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The following Spring, 1779, France and Spain agreed to
send ajoint fleet carrying 60,000 soldiers to invade England
and decide the war. Elements of the fleet set sail into the
English Channel. An invasion of Ireland was also contem-
plated. Lafayette, back from hisfirst North Americanfighting,
planned to lead that invasion. He told the pro-American for-
eign minister, Count Vergennes, “the thought of seeing En-
gland humiliated, crushed, makesmethrill withjoy.”® Indeci-
sion, smallpox, and faulty intelligence combined to wreck the
plan, but the fleet’s presence in the Channel, coupled with
eventsto the west, cast adark shadow over London.

Irish Protestant “Volunteers’ began arming themselves,
ostensibly to repel an expected American-French invasion.
By late 1779, one hundred thousand Irishmen were drilling,
and overturesfor Catholic-Protestant solidarity werecircul at-
ing. Thousands of handbills were distributed in Ireland: The
American Congress offered Irish emigrantsfreeland and full
religioustoleration.

Lord Shelburne wrote from Ireland that he found “all
classes more animated about America than in England. In
every Protestant or Dissenter’ s house the established toast is
success to the Americans.”* His spies informed Shelburne
that Franklin personally coordinated Ireland’s aliance with
the American rebels.’

3. Richard B. Morris, The Peacemakers: The Great Powers and American
Independence (New Y ork: Harper and Row, 1965), p. 28.

4. ShelburnetoRichard Price, Sept. 5, 1779, quotedinMauriceR. O’ Connell,
Irish Politics and Social Conflict in the Age of the American Revolution
(Philadel phia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1965), p. 124.

5. O’ Connell, op. cit., p. 191.
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The 1780 “ Gordonriots’ in
London were used by the Earl of
Shelburne to seize the British
government for a policy of
containing, rather than militarily
defeating the American republic; a
foretaste of how Shelburne’ sand
Bentham' s agents used the
Jacobin Terror to drown a
French-American republican
alliance in blood.

Meanwhile Shelburne acted through former East India
Company director ThomasWal pole, to coordinatethetreason
of Walpole's close friend and banking colleague, Jacques
Necker, the French finance minister. Necker and Walpole
intrigued in France against Vergennes, to stop the “wasteful
spending” for the French-American alliance. Another British
spy, Geneva professor Paul-Henri Mallet, on King George
111"s payroall, “spent agood part” of Spring 1780 in the com-
pany of hiscousin, Necker. He soon divulged Necker’ sviews
“under solemn oath of secrecy” to Lord Mountstuart, Mallet’s
intermediary to King Georgelll and Lord Shelburne. * * Were
thesetalksto bedisclosed,” he cautioned, they might ‘ greatly
prejudice M. Necker,” who was now winning the support of
the King [Louis XVI] ... Necker had been frank with the
Swiss historian, according to the latter’s own account. To
introducefiscal reforms, the court of France had to have peace
[i.e, stop France's aid to the American Revolution, which
was] awar he had never had nor could approve. . . . Necker
... was quoted by Mallet as expressing the fervent hope ‘in
God the English would be able to maintain their ground a
little better this campaign.””

Mountstuart reported to London that “Necker was pre-
pared to go behind [French Foreign Minister] Vergennes
back and effect a peace without satisfying even the minimum
goalsof France's. . . aliesand without regardto LouisXVI's
own honored commitments. On December 1st, Necker, in
the full assurance of his growing power, dispatched a secret
message to [British Prime Minister] Lord North. ... ‘You
desire peace,’” Necker wrote. ‘| wishitalso.’”®

6. Morris, op. cit., pp. 100-104.
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Paul-Henri Mallet and Necker also proposed tothe British
government strategems to split the rebelling American colo-
nies against each other, North versus South, in order to
weaken their fight for independence.

But Necker was soon forced out of his cabinet post.

Inthefaceof thetightening A merican-Irish-French-Span-
ish noose, Shelburne's protégé, British Col. Isaac Barrg,
wrote to Shelburne attacking the weakness and inept policy
of the government: “We cannot stand aside and permit the
country to take a cowardly course.” The opposition should
“by some bold and daring measure stun the Court, awake the
people, and then take the reins of government into their
hands.””

Weary of the failed prosecution of the war in North
America, and convinced that the Ministry of Lord George
North would ruin his dreams of permanent empire, Lord
Shelburne, through the East India Company and its alied
Baring Bank, bankrolled aJacobin mobto descend onLondon
in June of 1780. The pretext was the nervous North govern-
ment’ s granting of extremely limited “reforms’ of the long-
standing legal oppression of Catholics.

Led by Lord George Gordon, the Protestant rabble
stormed Westminster, sending parliamentarians and Lords
alikedown flights of stairs, out windows, and to the hospitals.
For eight days, London was ransacked, culminating in the
storming of the Newgate Prison and the freeing of all the
prisoners, who joined in the assault on the Parliament. Eight
hundred people died, with terrible property damage.

Lord Shelburne, as head of the interior committee of the
House of Lords, personally assured the maximum terror by
delaying the reading of the Riot Act which called out the
Home Guard until violence had spread to every corner of the
city. When therioting began, Shelburne “was one of the few
peers to reach the House of Lords without molestation. He

7. Morris, op. cit. p. 35.
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“The East India
Company of Shelburne's
‘ Secret Committee’
deployed a more modern
and large-scale military
force than did the British
Crown, maintaining
control over their
private fiefdomsin India
and other parts of the
world.” Here, an East
India Company fleet
bombards Chinese ships
in1841.

was conspicuous in opposing the calling out of the military.
‘I will ever resist and prevent such a matter if possible,” he
[told the Lords]. The next day . . . he defended the assem-
blages of the people, and felt that their shoutsof ‘ No Popery!’

.. came from sincere, if misguided, conviction.”® The Lord
Mayor of London was a spectator of the smashing and burn-
ing, declining to intervene onthe groundsthat “thereare very
great people at the bottom of theriot.”®

After abrief incarceration in the Tower of London, fore-
shortened by Shelburne's personal intervention with the
Crown, the useful Lord Gordon went off to friendlier ground
inthe Netherlands. There, to the astonishment of his Scottish
Presbyterian cronies, he became a convert to Jewish Caba-
lism, taking thenamelsrael bar Abraham. He shortly thereaf-
ter surfaced in Paris, working with the magician Cagliostro as
aprovocateur against Queen Marie-Antoinette, whilesituated
as an occult advisor of hers; and from that position partici-
pated in Shelburne’ sintrigues against the French state. L ater,
the Jacobin insurrection in Paris would replay on a grander
scale the earlier Shelburne-instigated Gordon Riots, down
to the storming of the Bastille Prison and the unleashing of
thecriminals.

Whenthe London flamesdied, the Ministry of Lord North
was in ashes as well. North held on to office, paralyzed and
frightened, until the victory of the Washington's and Lafa-
yette’'s American and French forces at Y orktown in October
1781, ushered him out.

Shelburne went into the new Rockingham cabinet
(March-July 1782) asForeign Secretary for theNorthern Dis-
trict, subsuming the North American colonies. Shelburne be-
came Prime Minister upon Rockingham’s death. His brief
personal command of the British government (July 1782 to
April 1783) gave himimperia-overlord factional policy con-

8. Moirris, op. cit., pp. 85-86.
9. Moirris, op. cit., p. 80.
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trol at this decisive turning point. Shelburne set up paralld,
separate peace negotiations with the U.S.A. and France,
through which arrangement the seeds of the death of France
were planted. Suspicions between the American and French
allies were fanned; the pro-American faction, the intelligent
inheritors of Colbertism, were weakened, as Shelburne pre-
pared anew war within the peace.

By this time, King George Il had declared himself
wholly subservient to the Shelburne-led East I ndia Company
faction, the Venetian Party. As the result of these events,
the shadow government formally took charge of the official
state apparatus. The intelligence operations formerly housed
at the East India Company were henceforth run out of the
newly formed Foreign Office and the British Secret Intelli-
gence Services (SIS).

The Company and its financiers reigned supremein Brit-
ain. The new British Empire would focus on subduing India
under the Company’ s private army of 300,000, far exceeding
the regular British government’s forces; conquering China
with Indian opium; and looting the world through uneven
trade relations. Shelburne's imperial bankers permanently
controlled British strategy, even after the East IndiaCompany
per se was phased out in the 19th Century.

Six months after Y orktown, General Washington's chief
aide, Alexander Hamilton, who coordinated military intelli-
gencefor thealliance, described publicly the economic tradi-
tion which the American leaders would use to develop their
country, when they had the necessary energetic government:

Rapid progress. . . isin agreat measure to be ascribed

to the fostering care of government. . .. The trade of
France ... [would not] have been at this time in so
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Lord Gordon, after the
London riots, worked with
the* magician” Count
Cagliostro (left) asa
provocateur against
Queen Marie-Antoinette.
Cagliostro organized the
phony “ Affair of the
Queen’sNecklace’ in
1784, which led,
inexorably, to the
execution of Louisand
then Marie-Antoinette
(Ieft) by the Jacobins.

prosperous a condition had it not been for the abilities
and indefatigable endeavors of the great COLBERT.
He laid the foundation of the French commerce, and
taught theway to his successorsto enlarge and improve
it. The establishment of the woolen manufacture, in a
kingdom, where nature seemed to have denied the
means, is one among many proofs, how much may be
effected in favour of commerce by the attention and
patronage of awise administration. The number of use-
ful edicts passed by Louisthe 14th, and since histime,
in spite of frequent interruptions from the jealous en-
mity of Great Britain, has advanced that of Franceto a
degree which has excited the envy and astoni shment of
its neighbors.*°

In 1783, as Shelburne's new government signed a peace
treaty, Adam Smith issued an updated version of the Wealth
of Nations, complaining that “Mr. Colbert, thefamous minis-
ter of Lewis X1V ... [endeavored to regulate] the industry
and commerce of agreat country upon the same model asthe
departments of a public office; and instead of allowing every
manto pursuehisowninterestinhisownway . . . hebestowed
upon certain branches of industry extraordinary privileges,
whilehelaid othersunder asextraordinary restraints. . .[Col-
bert preferred] the industry of the towns above that of the
country.”

This unfair policy—by which France had become a
greater manufacturing power than England—said Smith, was
responsible for provoking cycles of retaliation between

10. April 8, 1782, New-York Packet, No. 5in Hamilton’ s series called “ The
Continentalist.”
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Joseph de Maistre,
theinfluential
freemasonic
“Martinist” cultist
from Savoy, whose
writings about the
absolute power
given by God to the
“Man of Destiny”
wereall directed to
shape the actions of
Napoleon from
1793 onward.

France and England, and peace could only be secured on the
basis of “freetrade” between them.

Prime Minister Shelburne made his own public demand
for unbridled free trade and usury on Jan. 27, 1783, while
arguing in the House of Lordsfor ratification of the Treaty of
Paris formally ending the American Revolution. Shelburne
warned, “ Situated as we are between the old world and the
new, and between southern and northern Europe, all we ought
to covet on earth is free trade. . . . With more industry, with
more capital, with more enterprise than any trading nation
on earth, it ought to be our constant cry: Let every market
be open.”

After the 1783 Peace treaty, before the Americans had a
strong Federal government to protect their industry, British
shipsdeluged U.S. portswith cheap goods, their brashly pub-
lic purpose being to stifle America sinfant manufacturing.

InFrance, Adam Smith’ stheory of freetradewaspopul ar-
ized by Swissbanker JacquesMall et du Pan, who called Smith
“the most profound and philosophic of all the metaphysical
writerswho have dealt with economic questions.” Mallet du
Pan’'s cousin Pierre Prévost, professor at the University of
Geneva, would trandate the works of Adam Smith and East
India Company professor Thomas Malthus.

Attacking Colbert’s policiesin 1786, Mallet du Pan lob-
bied strenuously with France's King Louis XVI to accept
British Prime Minister William Pitt’s offer of a treaty that
would force France to give up all protective measures, and
put the country at the mercy of Britain’s“freetrade” policies.
At the sametimetheinternational banking houses, led by the
Swiss, suddenly refused credit to the French government, and
Louis XVI wasforced to sign Pitt’s Eden Treaty. The British
trade war began immediately; they dumped cheap British
manufactures on the French market and cut off the supply to
France of vital Spanish wool.

Within France, employment, agriculture, and trade

32 Feature

quickly collapsed and starvationfollowed. In 1789, credit was
again withdrawn from the French government. King Louis
XVI wasforced to reinstall Genevan banker Jacques Necker
as minister of finance—after having fired him severa times
before—in order to “regain the confidence’ of the banking
community. Necker proposed austerity as the only solution
to the crisis. He told the people of France that their troubles
stemmed from “wasteful spending” by the King and Queen.
A showdown approached.

But in the years leading up to this decisive moment, the
American faction had been battling the spooks swarming all
about the Royal and wealthy circles of Paris.

King Louis had appointed Benjamin Franklin head of a
nine-member commissionto probethepretensesof theMarti-
nist, Franz Mesmer, whose hypnotism (* mesmerism”) was
attributed to Anima Magnetism flowing from his hands. As-
tronomer Jean Sylvain Bailly, secretary of the Academy of
Sciences, wrote the report for Franklin’s group, demolishing
Mesmer’sclaims.

LyonsMartinist Jacques Cazottemadeachilling and self-
fulfilling “prophecy” at a 1788 dinner of the Academy of
Sciences. Cazotte declared that the pro-Americans sitting at
the table, including Jean Sylvain Bailly, were going to be
executed withinthe next few years—that Bailly would dieon
the scaffold.

Cagliostro had aready published a Letter to the French
(June 20, 1786) prophesying that “ The Bastille shall be com-
pletely destroyed, and theland uponwhichit had been erected
shall becomeapromenadearea.” The“Count” madethispro-
nouncement after his meetings with the Scottish Rite Mother
Lodgein London.

Queen Marie-Antoinette was the particular target of
Shelburne's Martinists. The Queen’s brother, Austrian Em-
peror Joseph I1, sponsored Wolfgang Mozart, whose music
illuminated Joseph’s Vienna and his sister Marie-Antoi-
nette’s Paris. Marie-Antoinette personally acted in a perfor-
mance of The Marriage of Figaro, aplay by Franklin'sarms
supplier Caron de Beaumarchais, satirizing the pornographic,
still-feudal oligarchy (M ozart’ soperawas based on theplay).
The enraged Orleanists repeatedly interfered, trying to stop
the play’s performance at the Royal court, just as the Duke
of Orleans—*Philippe Egalité” as he called himself for the
Jacobins—had forced Mozart himself out of Parisin 1778.

The gossip roiling Parisian streets against Marie-Antoi-
nette came from the assassination warmup known as the Af-
fair of the Necklace. Cagliostro and his occultist brothers
enabled adesigning countess, down on her luck, to embroil a
Cardinal in ascam involving the purchase, for the Queen, of
an exorbitantly expensive necklace she explicitly did not
want. Thearrest of the countessand Cardinal wasplayed into
ascandal vilifying Marie-Antoinette as extravagant, unfeel-
ing, and foreign, amidst starvation. The Countess who stole
the necklace escaped prison and fled to England where she
wasfalsely celebrated asapoor victim of tyranny. TheFrench
King and Queen would be executed.
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‘Executioner’ Binds Mankind

“So who is this inexplicable being who, when there are
S0 many pleasant, lucrative, honest, and even honorable
professions, in which he could exercise his strength or
dexterity, to choose among, has chosen that of torturing
and putting to death hisown kind? . . . Heiscreated as a
law unto himself.

“Consider how heisviewed by public opinion, and try
to conceive, if you can, how he could ignore this opinion
or confront it. Hardly have the authorities assigned him to
his proper dwelling-place, scarcely has he taken posses-
sion of it, when others remove their homes elsewhere so
they no longer have to see his. In the midst of this desola-
tion, and in this kind of vacuum formed around him, he
livesalonewith hisfemal eand hisoffspring, who acquaint
him with the sound of the human voice. Without them he
would hear nothing but shrieksof agony.—A dismal signal
isgiven. One of thelowest menials of justice knocksat his
door and tells him that his services are needed. He goes.
He arrives in a public sguare where people are crowded
together with faces of expectancy. A poisoner, aparricide,
aman who has committed a sacrilege, isflung at his feet.
Heseizestheman, stretcheshim, tieshimto across, which
islyingontheground, raiseshisarms, andthereisaterrible
silence. It is broken only by the sound of the crushing of
bones under the blows of the iron mace, and the screams
of the victim. He unbinds the man, he carries him to the

whesel; the broken limbs are twined round the spokes and
the head hangs down; the hair stands on end and from the
mouth—open like the door of a glowing furnace—there
come at intervals only afew broken syllables of entreaty
for death. The executioner has finished his task; his heart
is beating, but it is with pleasure; he is satisfied with his
work. He saysin his heart: “No man breaks on the wheel
better than|.” He comesdown from the scaffold and holds
out hisbloody hand, intowhich, from adistance, anofficia
flings afew gold pieces. The executioner carries them off
between two rows of human beings who shrink from him
with horror. He sits down to table and eats, he goes to bed
and sl eeps, but when he awakes next morning, histhoughts
run on everything but his occupation of the day before. Is
he a man? Yes. God allows him to enter his shrines and
accepts his prayers. Heis no criminal, and yet no human
language dares to call him, for instance, virtuous, honor-
able, or estimable. . . .

“Nevertheless, all greatness, all power, al social order
depends upon the executioner; he is the terror of human
society and the tie that holds it together. Take away this
incomprehensible force from the world, and at that very
moment, order issuperseded by chaos, thronesfall, society
disappears. God, who is the source of the power of the
ruler, is also the source of punishment. He has suspended
our world upon these two poles, ‘for the Lord is the lord
of the twin poles, and round them he sets the world
revolving.””

—Joseph de Maistre, St-Petersburg Dialogues (Mon-
treal: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 1993), p. 19.

Terror Against aU.S.-Style Constitution

France, impoverished by British Free Trade, Necker's
speculators, and ruinous debts, could only be prosperous
again under the dignity of self-government and laws promot-
ing productive economic growth. There had to be a written
congtitution, establishing the government’s purpose and
power to so promote the general welfare.

The American example presented itself. Delegatesto the
1787 Constitutional Convention had met at Franklin’s home
to hear the program for the projected Constitutional govern-
ment—nationally promoted industry and public credit. Gen.
George Washington was duly inaugurated the first President
onApril 30, 1789, and brought inHamilton as Treasury Secre-
tary to implement the Franklin program.

OnJune 17, 1789, seven weeks after America s national
government began, aFrench“ national assembly” wasputinto
action, with Jean Sylvain Balilly as its president. Bailly and
General Lafayette, spokesmen for the republican aliance
with America, proposed thenecessity of awritten constitution
to place the King and the entire nation under law, alowing
for publicly controlled credit tofinance national devel opment.
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Thiswould be aleap far beyond the British “constitutional”
monarchy, since Britain had no written constitution, and no
real law other than the mere will of its private bankers, who
dictated to the government and to the state church.

OnJune 20, theKing having shut the assembly out of their
hall, the members met on atenniscourt. All but one signed an
oath, as arevolutionary act, asserting that political authority
derived fromthe peopleand their representatives, and vowing
to continue meeting at all costs until a national constitution
would bewritten, ratified, and put in force. ThiswasFrance's
day of glory. The Tennis Court Oath launched what should
have become known as the French Revolution.

On July 11, Necker secretly left France on the King's
advice. Savagely ignorant mobswere put into the streets pro-
testing Necker's downfall—though he had not really been
dismissed, and was himself manipulating the King. The mob
carried busts of Necker and Orléans as heroes who should be
in power.

Rumor management (including lies of murder screamed
by the Marquis de Sade out of hisBatille cell window, lead-
ing to histransfer to alunatic asylum) steered amob to storm
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theBastille prison, freeingitsremaining prisoners—an assas-
sin, two mental cases, and four forgers. The attacking mob
paraded through the streets with sticks bearing the heads of
the prison’s governor and severa guards, whom they had
murdered. Necker returned to hisoffice 18 days after leaving.

A struggle ensued. L afayette was elected head of the na-
tional guard, and Bailly was chosen as Mayor of Paris. The
“Jacobins’ soon began meeting, haranguing the populace
with bloodthirsty speeches crafted at Bowood. Thoughala
fayette-Bailly constitution was adopted in 1791, by 1792 the
terrorists had won the contest. All pretense of law was abol-
ished, evenasaRepublicwasdeclared. Therepublican Lazare
Carnot led a brilliant military campaign to defend France
from the kingdoms attacking it, but the Revolution’ smilitary
defense was changed to outward imperial conquest.

The word “republic” was an abuse, as those in power
mass-executed their rivals, and were themselves executed in
turn. Bailly and Lavoisier (Priestley’s co-discoverer of oxy-
gen and Franklin’s gunpowder supplier), scientistswho were
thetreasure and strength of France, were decapitated. Ameri-
can friends of the Revolution such as Tom Paine pleaded
unsuccessfully for the lives of the King and Queen, and an
end to the butchery.

British historians adopted the lie that the French Revolu-
tion was afight won by Left radicals over Right monarchists.

Thomas Jefferson wrote to Lafayette in 1815, that the
British ran the (traditionally called “left-wing”) anarchistsin
the French Revolution, and were running the Boston (“right-
wing”) banker-insurrectionists in the period of the War of
1812:

Theforeigner gained timeto anarchise by gold thegov-
ernment he could not overthrow by arms, to crush in
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The height of the
American constitutional
republican impulsein
the French events was
reached with the

“ Tennis Court Oath” of
June 20, 1789, when the
French National
Assembly constituted
itself and placed the
authority of government
in the benéfit of the
people.

their own councils the genuine republicans, by the fra-
ternal embraces of exaggerated and hired pretenders,
and to turn the machine of Jacobinism from the change
to the destruction of order; and in the end, the limited
monarchy [that Lafayette and Bailly] had secured was
exchanged for the unprincipled and bloody tyranny of
Rabespierre. ... The British ... fears of republican
France being now done away, they are directed to re-
publican America. . .. The Marats, the Dantons, and
Robespierres of Massachusettsarein the same pay, un-
der the same orders, and making the same efforts to
anarchise us, that their prototypesin France did there.™

John Quincy Adams later told the U.S. Congress, in his
eulogy for Lafayette, “ Themovementsof theinsurgent Power
were . .. guided by secret springs, prompted by vindictive
and sanguinary ambition, directed by hands unseen to objects
of individual agrandizement.”2

During early 1789, Jacques Mallet du Pan wrote articles
“On the British Congtitution” and “On the Declaration of
Rights,” demanding France adopt the British parliamentary
system, with abalance of power among the people, thenobles,
and the crown, and an intermediary body of advisors such as
the Privy Council, which must assure that authority over the
issuanceof credit would bekept strictly inthehandsof central
bankers, independent of the control of an elected government.

Necker and Mallet du Pan had long worked together
against the spread of Franklin’s American economics and

11. Feb. 14, 1815, The Wkitings of Thomas Jefferson (Washington D.C.:
Thomas Jefferson Memorial Association, 1903-1904), Vol. XIV, pp. 246-
251.

12. Oration, Dec. 31, 1834 (Washington, D.C.: Duff & Green, 1835).
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constitutional ideas. Mallet complained that the American
Revolution had spawned a“ swarm of fanatics’ in Europe.

Mallet du Pan’ sultimate political theory may be summed
up in his outburst in a letter he had written to his teacher
Voltairein1772: “| shall exhaust all the feebl e enlightenment
that | owe to you in eradicating the work of St. Boniface.”?
The Eighth-Century missionary Boniface Christianized Ger-
many. Thus, what Mallet meansis, “| work to overturn Chris-
tianity’ soriginal takeover of Europe—thiswas a catastrophe
which hindered the rightful unlimited rule of barbarian war-
lords.”

So Mallet du Pan and Necker diligently collaborated with
an “expert” enemy of the nation-state, Joseph de Maistre, a
satanic Martinist deep in the lodge circle of Lyons. A Savoy
nobleman, de Maistre in 1792 fled upon the advance into
Savoy of the French Revolutionary armies. When Mallet du
Pan and Necker and their families consulted with him, in
Genevaand Lausanne 1792-1793, Necker was“retired” from
French office, but deeply involved in managing eventswithin
the Revolutionary turmoil, and Mallet du Pan was the princi-
pal director of Continental intelligencefor the British Crown.
They put de Maistre onto the world stage as the spokesman
for the darkest feudal reaction within the modern era, direct-
ing the role hewasto play in the creation of Napoleon Bona-
parte.

TheBeast Project, Napoleon

What did Necker and Mallet du Pan want from de
Maistre?

Listen to Mallet spin out his scenario, published in Janu-
ary 1789, as Franklin’ sfriends prepared to export the Ameri-

13. March 21, 1772; quoted in Frances Acomb, Mallet du Pan (Durham:
Duke University Press, 1973), p. 23.
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The leaders of the fight for
an“ American” republicin
France: the Marquis de
Lafayette (right), head of
the French National Guard
and author of the
Declaration of the Rights of
Man and Citizen; and the
astronomer and discoverer
Jean-Sylvain Bailly (left),
first President of the
National Assembly and
Mayor of Paris.

can Constitution to France. Mallet wrote of England’s past,
to suggest afutureto beimposed on France:

The blood of Charles | and ten battles only submitted
Parliament and thenation to their own army, whichwas
soon enthralled to its cleverest chiefs. Democracy had
destroyed the constitution; this democracy led to an
oligarchy of generals; theProtectorate beat down every-
thing, Parliament, army, sects, factions, and Cromwell
reigned alone over apeople whom frenzy had deprived
of itsvigor and its reason.*

Then, Mallet went on to say, the monarchy was restored
and few states have been as free of political troubles as has
England since then.

The discussions in the salon of Necker and his daughter,
Mme. de Stadl, led directly to de Maistre’' s writing his 1796
Considerations on France. Published the following year, the
book transported theimagination of the upstart general Napo-
leon Bonaparte, who was a ready actor in the horrible order
of eventsforeshadowed in Mallet’ s scenario.

Most of the themes in de Maistre' s book, the evil nature
of fallenman, theroleof Providence, why theinnocent victim
must pay for the guilty, are taken from the work of Claude
LouisSaint-Martin, high priest of theMartinist order of which
deMaistrebecamethe most prominent representativefollow-
ing histwo decades of freemasonic work.*

14. Mallet du Pan, intheMercure, 1789, no 3. (Jan. 17), pp. 119, 122; quoted

in Acomb, op. cit., p. 201.

15. Hissources could haveincluded Saint-Martin’ sdocumentationlater pub-
lished in The Ministry of the Man-Spirit, 1801; Saint-Martin’s Letter on the
French Revolution, 1794; Saint-Martin’s Man of Desire, 1790: and Saint-
Martin’ stheme, the* desirefor recognition” which becamethefavoritetheme
of 20th-Century Synarchist Alexandre Kojéve.
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Henry Grattan’ s statue in Dublin. Grattan was organizing the
Irish Volunteersin a powerful independence movement, at the time
of Benjamin Franklin’s open letter to the Irish people, printed
November 1778 in Dublin’s Hibernian Journal, pleading the
common cause of America and Ireland against the British.

Itwill be seen below, what Napoleon got from deMaistre,
and where he went with it.

Corsican-born army officer Napoleon Bonaparte was
known as a Jacobin and Robespierrist, amurderer and aban-
dit, a revolutionary executioner. Thus in 1795, when Paris
rebels rose against yet another intended change of regimes,
the then-head of the government, Paul Barras, appointed Na-
poleon to block the rebels’ advance. The Corsican directed
cannon grapeshot fire, and mowed down therebellious people
in the streets. Barras, who now advanced Napoleon upward
in the army, was himself an extravagant corruptionist who
took his orders from banker Jacques Necker.

Barras shared his mistress, Josephine de Beauharnais,
with Napoleon. She was one of a set of political prostitutes
alongwithMme. de Staél (knownasthe“ ugly beauty”), ladies
on the lookout for available executioner-generas to take
charge of French affairs. Napoleon married Josephine and
became commander in chief of the French Army in Italy,
under the Barras-led French regime called the Directory. The
loot from hisforeign conquests were shared among the Direc-
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tory and its banker sponsors. In a notorious 1797 scene of
staged femal e hysteria, recorded in Barras’'smemoires, Mme.
de Staél compelled Barras to make her dissolute plaything,
Charles Maurice Talleyrand-Périgord, the foreign minister.
Napoleon came back from abroad in 1799 and made himself
adictator. Necker’ s Talleyrand was Napoleon’ sintermediary
to obtain Barras' sresignation, and Napoleon kept Talleyrand
asforeign minister.

Talleyrand hel ped Napoleon conquer Germany and Italy,
helped him become Emperor, helped him subdue the Pope,
and held him off from invading England. Talleyrand’s enor-
mous wealth from bribes and theft was deposited in England.
As the slaughter exhausted France and Europe, Talleyrand
began moving to the next phase of things, betraying Napo-
leon—who accurately called him “shit in a silk stocking.”
TheBritish and European nobility whofinally crushed France
and restored the monarchy, rewarded Talleyrand by reinstall-
ing him asforeign minister.

Devil deMaistre Whispersto Napoleon

Joseph de Maistre' s book Considerations on France ap-
peared in 1797, giving Napoleon some two yearsto reflect on
itsmessagefor him, before he seized power. British historian
Isaiah Berlin reports, “Napoleon . . . was impressed by the
brilliance of de Maistre’ swritings, which hewas said to find
politically sympathetic.” And de Maistre admired Napoleon,
whose “clear grasp of the redlities of power, his open con-
tempt for democrats, liberals and intellectuas . . . but above
all the contrast between the stupidity and weakness of the
Bourbons|[royal line] and the military and the administrative
genius of aman who once again lifted Franceto apinnacle of
glory, could not but appeal powerfully to the apostle of real-
ism and authority.”

Through his book, at first published anonymously, de
Maistrewhisperedin Napoleon’ sear: | speak for theinvisible
ruling powers. Providence will adopt you, if you are bold
enough to make yourself the Man of Destiny. Y ou may com-
mit al crimes, make limitlesswar on the world. God himself
wants you to commit as many crimes as possi ble—through
them you will become God on Earth.

LetuslistentodeMaistre’ sownwords—keepingin mind
that the author is regarded today as a Christian authority by
Dick Cheney’ s conservative supporters.

Unhappily, history provesthat war is, in acertain sense,
thehabitual stateof mankind, whichistosay that human
blood must flow without interruption somewhere or
other on the globe, and that for every nation, peace is
only a respite. ... If you ... examine people in al
possible conditions from the state of barbarism to the

16. Isaiah Berlin, “Joseph de Maistre and the Origins of Fascism,” in The
Crooked Timber of Humanity (New York: Alfred A. Knopf), 1991, pp.
146-147.
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Theaim of all Synarchists since de Maistre, Barras, and Necker
has been to create and re-create the imperial police-staterule of
Napoleon, the model of G.W.F. Hegel’s* end of history” and
Friedrich Nietzsche's“ Beast-Man.”

most advanced civilization, you dwaysfind war. . . .

Y et there isroom to doubt whether this violent de-
struction is, in general, such agreat evil asisbelieved.
... First, when the human soul has lost its strength
through laziness, incredulity, and the gangrenousvices
that follow an excess of civilization, it can be retem-
pered only inblood. . . . Mankind may beconsidered as
a tree which an invisible hand is continually pruning
and which often profits from the operation. In truth
the tree may perish if the trunk is cut or if the treeis
overpruned; but who knows the limits of the human
tree? What we do know is that excessive carnage is
often allied with excessive population. ... Now the
real fruits of human nature—the arts, sciences, great
enterprises, lofty conceptions, manly virtues—are due
especiadly to the state of war. We know that nations
have never achieved the highest point of the greatness
of which they are capable except after long and bloody
wars. [emphasisin the original ]

17. Joseph de Maistre, Considerations on France, translated by Richard
Lebrun (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994), pp. 23-29.
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Pagan or Christian, God loves human sacrifices! He pro-
tectsthe guilty, not the innocent!

We are continuously troubled by the wearisome sight
of the innocent who perish with the guilty. But . . . we
can consider [this] solely in the light of the age-old
dogma that the innocent suffer for the benefit of the
guilty.

Itwasfromthisdogma. . . that the ancientsderived
the custom of sacrificesthat was practiced everywhere.
... Christianity came to consecrate this dogma, which
is perfectly natural to man although appearing difficult
to arrive at by reason. [emphasisin original]*®

Intelling Napoleon that destiny explains his success, and
that the hand of God is guiding him, de Maistre wrote, “[It
is] neither paper money nor the advantage of numbers [that]
allows the French to invade Italy without cannons.”*°
(DeMaistre’ seditorsexplainthat “ Napoleoninhisfirst Italian
campaign in April 1796 was short of artillery because of a
lack of horsesto move his cannon.”)

You can destroy any opposition, de Maistre implied, if
you are not sgueamish!

Tyrants succeeded one another and the people aways
obeyed. . . . Their masters have gone so far asto crush
them by mocking them. They told the people, . .. ‘If
you dare to refuse [our law], we will shoot you down
with grapeshot to punish you for not wanting what you
want.” And they did.”®

(De Maistre's editors explain that this referred to “the
uprising . . . which young General Bonaparte put down with
grapeshot.”)

Does Destiny call your name?

When Providence decrees the more rapid formation of
a political constitution, there appears a man invested
withanindefinablepower: he speaksand makeshimsel f
obeyed. But these marvel ous men belong perhaps only
to the world of antiquity and to the youth of nations.#

Takeit! Only the Unseen Powers decide who rules.

This is how counter-revolutions are made. God warns
us that He has reserved to Himself the establishment
of sovereignties by never confiding to the masses the
choice of their masters. . .. Thus the Roman people

18. De Maistre, Considerations, op. cit. p. 30.
19. Ibid, p. 22.
20. Ibid, p. 23.
21. Ibid, p. 51.
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Feelings of a Republican
On the Fall of Bonaparte

| hated thee, fallen Tyrant! | did groan

To think that amost unambitious slave,

Like thou, should dance and revel on the grave

Of Liberty. Thou mightst have built thy throne

Whereit had stood even now: thou didst prefer

A frail and bloody pomp, which Time has swept

In fragments towards oblivion. Massacre,

For this, | prayed, would on thy sleep have crept,

Treason and Slavery, Rapine, Fear, and Lust,

And stifled thee their minister. | know

Too late, since thou and France arein the dust,

That Virtue ownsamore eterna foe

Than Force or Fraud: old Custom, legal Crime,

And bloody Faith, and foulest birth of Time.
—by Percy Bysshe Shelley

gavethemselves masterswhile believing they were op-
posing the aristocracy by following Caesar.?2

Despite your lowly birth, all History has been waiting
for you!

There has never existed a sovereign family to which
one can assign a plebeian origin; if this phenomenon
should appear it would be epoch-making. . . . We often
hear it said, ‘If Richard Cromwell [son of Oliver
Cromwell, who seized England—remember Mallet's
scenario] had had his father’s genius, he would have
made the Protectorate hereditary in his family.” How
true!®

Napoleon took the advice, to see himself as such aMan
of Destiny. By insane wars throughout Europe, and a series
of coups, he made himself Emperor, his rule secured by a
pervasive secret police, censorship, arrest of dissenters. And
though he was short, he made himself God. The Pope was
forced to sign a treaty putting Napoleon in charge of the
Churchinthe French Empire. Bishopsand priestshad toteach
ashesaid, swear loyalty tohim, taketheir pay fromhim, report
political conspiraciesto hisspies. And hedid as Cromwell did
not, creating Kings and nobility out of his heirs, family and
friends (aMallet became a French Baron).

22. Ibid, p. 80.
23. Ibid, p. 101.
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‘AmericalsNot Possible!’

The fourth chapter of de Maistre’s Considerations, enti-
tled “Can the French Republic Last?’ was, according to de
Maistre' s editors, “apparently a direct response to Benjamin
Constant’ s * Objections Drawn from Experience Against the
Possibility of aRepublicinalarge State.” " 2

Benjamin Constant wasthelover of Germaine Necker de
Staél from 1794 until 1806. When de Maistre’s book was
published, Constant and de Staél were in Paris sponsoring
Barras, and Constant took part in the 1799 coup establishing
Napoleon’srule.

Inthisfourth chapter, de Maistreinsisted that “ nature and
history together prove that alarge indivisible republic is an
impossibility . . . alarge and free nation cannot exist under a
republican government.” He “proves’ this assertion: “If we
are told that a die thrown a billion times had never turned
up anything but five numbers—1, 2, 3, 4, and 5—could we
believe that there was a6 on one of the faces?NO . . . one of
the facesis blank or . . . one of the numbersis repeated. . . .
Fortune tirelessly throwing the die for over four thousand
years. HasLARGE REPUBLIC ever beenrolled?No. There-
forethat number isnot onthedie.” [emphasisintheoriginal]®

Note the queerly hysterical cheapness of this argument.
Hefirst hints at the real problem: “There is nothing but vio-
lenceintheuniverse; but we are spoiled by amodern philoso-
phy that tells us all is good, whereas evil has tainted every-
thing, and in a very real sense, all is evil...” [emphasis in
theoriginal].

Hiseditorsexplain, “deMaistreis castigating the ‘ best of
all possible worlds’ optimism that seemed to characterize
some Eighteenth-Century thinkers. Of course de Maistrewas
not alone in this reaction; Voltaire's Candide, for example,
included a brilliant satire on philosophical optimism.”#

“This is the best of al possible worlds,” is the loving
idea Gottfried Leibniz gave the modern world from Plato
and Christ, for which Voltaire mocked him in Candide. This
Platonic, L eibnizian heritage, carried through the Americaof
Cotton Mather and Benjamin Franklin, isthe central issue.

DeMaistreletsthe underlying rage of hisfaction spill out
in away that shocks us across the centuries:

Not only do | doubt the stability of the American gov-
ernment, but the particular establishments of English
America inspire no confidence in me. The cities, for
example, animated by a hardly respectable jealousy,
have not been able to agree as to where the Congress
should meet; none of them wanted to concede the hon-
our to another. In consequence they have decided to
build a new city to be the capital. They have chosen a

24. Editorial notein de Maistre, Considerations on France, op. cit., p. 32.
25. Considerations, op. cit. p. 33.
26. 1bid, p. 31.
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very favourable location on the banks of a great river
and decreed that the city should be called Washington.
The sites of all the public buildings have been marked
out, the work has begun, and the plan of this queen
city hasalready madetheroundsin Europe. Essentially
thereisnothing in all thisthat surpasses human power;
a city may easily be built. Nevertheless, there is too
much deliberation, too much humanity in thisbusiness,
and one could bet athousand to one that the city will
not be built, that it will not be called Washington, and
that the Congress will not meet there. [emphasisin the
original]?

The madness and wreckage that the defeated Napoleon
left behind, kept the American model out of Europe for the
time being. But de Maistre was not an accurate forecaster on
the destiny of nations. The United States survived a Civil
War, 1861-1865, despite sponsorship of the insurgent dla-
veowners by the British and their French junior partner under
Bonaparte' s nephew, Napoleon I11.

Not only survived: Did the impossible! Abraham Lin-
coln’sradically nationalist economics transformed America
into the world's greatest industrial power within 20 years.
The example of America’ s Promethean success, under high
tariffs and huge public investments, was deliberately placed
before Bismarck’s Germany, Alexander II’s Russia, Meiji
Japan, Sun Y at-sen’s China, Arthur Griffith's Ireland, M.G.
Ranade’ sIndia, CarlosdeOlagibel’ sMexico, Rafagl Nufiez' s
Colombia. The impending end of peasant backwardness, the
age of eectricity, steel mills, and powered transport, under
explicitly anti-imperial politics, meant the coming end of
world power for the old financier oligarchs.

In this global showdown, three U.S. Presidents were shot
down: Lincoln, James Garfield, and William McKinley. And
America's European enemies assembled a new version of
the assault weapon earlier employed in France. Joseph de
de Maistre’s work was the glue for the imperial bankers
politics—including hisinsistence that the executioner (or as-
sassin) is all that holds society together; and his demand for
the Church to rule aworld from which Reason and Progress
have been banished—a world under Higher Powers which
are, candidly, the opposite of God.

The new imperia techniques of that era were built upon
thearray of manipulation that had goneinto the beast-project,
Napoleon. A Martinist magician cohort of deMaistre’ snamed
Fabré d’ Olivet had been hired as atop official of Napoleon’s
war department. Asoccult advisor, hetoo whisperedto Bona-
parte on Providence and the Triumph of the Will.

As the influence of America’'s sovereign-nation success
began transforming Germany, in 1878, the students of d' Oli-
vet and deMai strewereformed into thedistinctivemovement
which was to become known as Synarchism. Saint-Yves

27. 1bid, pp. 60-61.
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d’ Alveydre, in his book, Mission des Souverains, continued
deMaistre' sattack, calling the 1648 Peace of Westphalia“an
anarchistic Republic of powersarmed against each other, . . .
that the fundamental law of the sovereignty of force obliges,
under penalty of death, to function in this fashion, until the
abrogation and replacement of thislaw by abetter one.”? The
“better law”, Synarchism, isthe dissolution of nationsin the
night of bankers' dictatorship.

Georg W.F. Hegel put hisadmiration for Bonaparte’ sevil
at the center of his concept of the “end of history.”

Robespierreset up .. . . Virtue and Terror [as] the order
of the day. . .. Thistyranny could not last; for . . . al
interests . .. revolted against this terribly consistent
Liberty . . . [in] sofanatical ashape. An organized gov-
ernment is introduced, analogous to the one that had
been displaced; [further coups] proved. . . thenecessity
of a governmental power. Napoleon restored it as a
military power, . . . establishing himself as an individ-
ual will at the head of State: he knew how to rule, and
soon settled the internal affairs of France. . . . But the
antithesis of [Good Feeling] and Mistrust made its ap-
pearance. . . . Thusagitationand unrest are perpetuated.
[emphasisin the original]?®

For Hegel, the cycle—witless Jacobin mobs, tyrants, and
again, when necessary, new mobs—wasnow to bethe perma-
nent form of governing powerless mankind. (The pathetic
Francis Fukuyama directly revived Hegel’s end-of-history
filth for today’ s neo-conservatives.)

Friedrich Nietzsche called the one whom de Maistre,
d' Olivet, and Hegel summonedto bring order out of thechaos,
the Superman. By acting without any humanity, the absolute,
brilliant Beast soars above the contemptible ant-like rabble,
in Nietzsche' s nightmare fantasy.

Thesewerethewellsof experienceand craft for thearchi-
tects of Hitler and Mussolini: Bank of England Governor
Montagu Norman; Lord Halifax; Lord Beaverbrook; the War-
burgs; Lazard Freres; the French-Swiss banking axis; J.P.
Morgan; Brown Brothers Harriman; Hjalmar Schacht; Rich-
ard Coudenhove-Kalergi.

Thiswas the personal tradition of University of Chicago
fascist Leo Strauss; his mentor, Hitler's jurist Carl Schmitt;
and the Parisian Synarchist Alexandre Kojeve. And it isthe
life model for Strauss, Schmitt, and Kojéve's followers—
today’ s Cheney/Rumsfeld/Wolfowitz/Ashcroft berserkers—
and the guide for their religious fundamentalist, actually pa-
gan supporters. Unlessthey are removed from power, thecity
of Washington will be unbuilt, and the devil will win his bet.

28. Saint-Yves, Mission des Souverains, Paris: Nord-Sud, 1948, p. 272.

29. The Philosophy of History, trandlated by J. Sibree (New York: Dover
Publications, 1956), pp. 450-452.
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Blair Testifies on Iraq
WMD Lies: Will He Resign?

by Mark Burdman

No sooner had British Prime Minister Tony Blair finished his
appearancebeforethejudicial inquiry headed by Lord Hutton,
in London on Aug. 28, than most British mediaand informed
observers highlighted one crucial moment, during the two
and half hours of his testimony: Questioned about whether
hisofficehad“ sexed up” its September 2002 dossier on “Iragi
weapons of mass destruction” to make the Iragi threat seem
more imminent and dangerous than it was, Blair mooted his
own resignation. Thiswasan “ extraordinarily serious allega
tion,” he said, “which, if it were true, would mean we had
behaved in the most disgraceful way, and | would have to
resign as Prime Minister.”

He proceeded to spin out furious denials, yet his overall
testimony provided convincing proof that he and his entou-
rage were guilty as charged. The next day, his press spokes-
man, Alaistair Campbell, resigned.

Whatever may have been Blair’ s intent, he has probably
sped up the process of his own downfall. Undoubtedly, this
drama is being monitored extremely closely by U.S. Vice
President Dick Cheney and his neo-conservative friends, of
whom Blair has been the most reliable dly.

Self-Incrimination

Blair's appearance was the inquiry’ s most dramatic mo-
ment sinceit officially beganitswork, on Aug. 11. Heisonly
the second British Prime Minister in history to appear before
ajudicial inquiry. The Hutton inquiry was called to investi-
gate the circumstances of the July 17 death, an apparent sui-
cide, of Dr. David Kelly, Britain’s foremost expert on Iraqi
weapons. Kelly was theidentified source, inaBBC “ Today”
program, of the “sexed up” charge. After that broadcast,
Blair’ steam went into frenetic motion, against the BBC, and
against Kelly himself. So, theinquiry has pursued two related
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guestions. First, who forced the name of Kelly, who aways
worked quietly behind the scenes, into the public eye, leading
to his being hounded mercilessly, and likely even threatened
by those angered by his skepticism about the Iraq threat?
Second, was the “sexed up” charge true?

Lord Hutton asked Blair to explain his foreword to the
September 2002 dossier. Blair had written: “1 am in no doubt
that the threat is serious and current, that [ Saddam] has made
progress on WMD, and that he has to be stopped. . . . He has
existing and active military plans for the use of chemical
and biologica weapons, which could be activated within 45
minutes.” Blair responded to Hutton’s queries: “I am very
careful in my statement to make it clear what we were and
werenot saying. . . . Thepurposeof thedossier wasto respond
to the call to disclose intelligence that we knew, but at that
stage, the strategy was not to use the dossier astheimmediate
reason for going to conflict.”

This is a bald-faced lie; even his obfuscation with the
qualifiers “at that stage” and “immediate,” cannot hide the
fact that, by hisownimplicit admission, hisintent wasto“ use
the dossier” as “the reason for going to conflict.”

Blair said that he had squelched an earlier, March 2002
dossier on Irag, because it would “enflame the situation too
muchto publishit at that stage.” But by September, hedecided
to announce the publication of the dossier, because therewas
a renewed sense of urgency. He said that he had spoken to
President George W. Bush by tel ephone, and thetwo men had
decided to “ confront the Iraq issue, devise a strategy, and get
onwithit.”

In other words, the September 2002 dossier was designed
to “get on with” war against Irag. Guilty as charged! Follow
your own advice: Step down, Tony Blair!

By thetimeBlair had arrived at the witness stand on Aug.
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28, hisregime had aready been massively damaged, both by
the findings of the Hutton inquiry itself, and by the anger in
the U.K., at the growing numbers of British soldiers being
killed in Irag. New opinion polls showed a giant mgjority of
the British popul ation expressing an utter lack of trustin Blair
and his government.

On Aug. 26, BBC reported that Jeremy Corbyn, a left-
wing member of the British Labour Party, affirmed that the
Kelly affair had become Tony Blair's Watergate. Corbyn
stressed: “Thelonger this[Lord Hutton] inquiry goeson, the
more e-mails appear, the more documents appear, the more
damning evidence appears.” Corbyn is a member of the So-
cialist Campaign Group of Labour parliamentarians, whose
leading light is former parliamentarian and Cabinet minister
Tony Benn.

On Aug. 25, the London Guar dian published apiece enti-
tled, “PM Deeply Involved in Outing of Kelly,” which as-
serted, based on “normally secret documents made public
by the Lord Hutton inquiry,” that “Tony Blair was heavily
involved in the strategy that resulted in the outing of David
Kelly, the weapons inspector who subsequently committed
suicide. . . . A three-page document is headed: ‘Meetingsin
thePrimeMinister’ sstudy.’. . . Although Downing Street has
admitted Mr. Blair had been kept informed, the documents
show that hetook part in an extraordinary seriesof high-level
meetings. . . to discusswhat to do about Dr. Kelly. Mr. Blair
overrodetheadviceof hisaides, toinsist Dr. Kelly giveadvice
to both the Foreign Affairsand Intelligence Committees. The
documentsreveal an obsessivenessat the heart of government
over the affair, with hundreds of e-mailsand ad hoc meetings
devoted to the details on handling Dr. Kelly.”

This extraordinary pressure on Kelly, one way or the
other, iswhat drove the weapons scientist to his death.

Inan effort at damage control, Blair averred totheinquiry
that he does indeed “take full responsibility” for bringing
Kelly’ snameinto thepubliclight, athough heinsisted that he
actedin accordancewith usual British civil serviceprocedure.

Dossier ‘Unacceptable’

The Hutton inquiry has also brought out much evidence
about how Blair's 10 Downing Street office skewed intelli-
genceto get thewar drive against Irag going. On Aug. 25, the
London Independent published testimony presented by Air
Marsha Sir John Walker, aformer chief of Defence Intelli-
gence from 1991 to 1994, and deputy chairman of the Joint
Intelligence Committee (JIC) during the September 2002 pe-
riodinwhichthe“Iragi WMD dossier” was being composed.
A document from Walker was made public, charging that the
dossier was, insubstance, afraud, with the purpose of creating
an“excuse’ to gotowar, rather than presenting a“reason” for
war. Sir John also saidthat thelragwar had already effectively
started by around early September. Inanctetothe JIC, written
July 2, 2003, Sir John had suggested that the change in the
“no-fly operations,” from defensive to offensive operations
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last Autumn, was because the United States and U.K. had
already decided to “ prepare the battlefield. . . . When wasthe
decision taken to go to war? If this thesis bears examination,
then the nation was committed to war, in the late summer,
early autumn of 2002.”

Sir John asserted that it was “unacceptable” for Blair to
rely onasinglesourcefor thecontroversial claimthat Saddam
Hussein could deploy chemical and biologica weapons
within 45 minutes: “ 1t wastheimmediacy of the WMD threat
that convinced some MPs [Members of Parliament] to vote
with the Government on the crucial decision on taking the
country towar. Asan ex-deputy chairman of theJIC, and chief
of Defence Intelligence, | cannot credit that an assessment on
which such an awesome decision rested, should be based on
asingle source. | find that inconceivable. | also find it unac-
ceptable.”

The Independent asserted that this is “ perhaps the most
scathing criticism of Mr. Blair by aformer officer,” and that
“Sir John shared the concerns of hisformer colleaguesin the
Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) about the dossier.” Already
in the first hours of the Hutton inquiry, DIS senior figure
Martin Howard presented evidence highly critical of the
Blair dossier.

A close associate of Sir John Walker, himself a former
high-level official in the Ministry of Defence, told EIR on
Aug. 26, that “Blair issignificantly responsible for this nasty
mess we're in, in Irag now, since he probably could have
prevailed onthe American President, back inthat crucial time
in September 2002, not to go to war with Iraq, if hehad shown
the elementary courage and self-confidence of a Winston
Churchill. But instead, he did the opposite, and we' re all now
paying the price.”

TheBlairites' propaganda descended into farce, with the
Aug. 26 testimony of Sir John Scarlett, chairman of the Joint
Intelligence Committee. The JIC coordinatesall Britishintel-
ligence services, on behal f of the PrimeMinister, and Scarlett
played a central role in composing the September 2002
dossier.

He was queried about Dr. Kelly's reported skepticism
concerning the Blair government’ sclaims about Iragi WMD.
Scarlett replied that Kelly was probably misinformed in as-
suming that the government was making claims about Iragi
missiles. Rather, thealleged threat rel ated to “ battl efield mor-
tar shells or small calibre weaponry.” He affirmed that the
intelligence about Iraq’ s ability to mobilize weapons “within
45 minutes’ did not relate to “warheads for missiles. . . . In
fact, it wasnoat; it related to munitions, which we had interpre-
ted tomean battl efield mortar shellsor small calibreweaponry
quite different from missiles.”

The Aug. 27 Independent ridiculed the claim, noting that
“according to the experts, the normal definition of aninterna-
tional military WM D threat would not i ncludebattlefiel d mor-
tars, and certainly not small calibre weaponry, even if they
had chemical and biological stocks attached.”
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Mumbai Rocked by Bombs;
India a Terror Target

by Ramtanu Maitra

Thetwo bomb blaststhat struck Mumbai, Indiaon Aug. 25—
killing more than 50 people and i njuring hundreds—have put
the Indian authorities on notice: The rampaging terrorists,
boosted by the wars in Afghanistan and Irag, will not leave
India alone. In Mumbai (formerly Bombay), following the
mayhem, Deputy Prime Minister and Home Minister L.K.
Advani, pointed hisfinger to Pakistan as the mastermind be-
hindtheblasts. “| would say that our neighbor’ swar of terror-
ism against usisdirected not only in Jammu and Kashmir, as
theworldwideimpression hasit. . . . Theanalysisand experi-
ence of the past shows that the target is not only Jammu
and Kashmir, Punjab, or Delhi aone. There is an attempt to
destabilize the whole of India,” he said.

Mumbai Police Commissioner Ranjeet Singh Sharma
told an Aug. 26 news conference, heis convinced that terror-
ist groups were responsible for the twin blasts in the city,
and did not rule out the possibility that the banned Students
Islamic Movement of India (SIMI) and Lashkar-e-Toiba
(LET) were involved. A number of smaller bombings had
occurred in Mumbai—according to one account, nine bombs
had gone off over the last two months—and local authorities
have arrested individuals, who are linked to these two terror-
ist outfits. “Severa jihadi groups are targetting Mumbai, as
itisthe commercial capital of India, and we strongly suspect
their [SIMI and LET] role behind these two blasts,” Sharma
told the reporters.

A Look at the Two Groups

The two terrorist groups SIMI and LET, named by the
Mumbai Police Commissioner, were both involved in earlier
bombingsin Mumbai. SIMI, which wasbanned by the Indian
government under the controversial Prevention of Terrorism
Act in 2002, is headquartered in the national capital, New
Delhi, and has a following in north India and the state of
Kerala. The group has reported linkages with the Kashmiri
and pan-lsamic Pakistani organizations, but not directly
with al-Qaedaas such. SIMI, which consists of young, fanati-
ca students, who have declared “holy war” against India,
was formed at Aligarh in the state of Uttar Pradesh on April
25, 1977. Mohammad Ahmadullah Siddiqi, Professor of
Journalism and Public Relations at the Western Illinois Uni-
versity Macomb, wasthe outfit’ sfounding president. It origi-
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nally emerged as an offshoot of the Jamaat-e-1slami Hind.

Intelligence reports suggest that SIMI secures generous
financing from the World Assembly of Muslim Youth
(WAMY), inRiyadh, Saudi Arabia, and also maintains close
links with the International Islamic Federation of Students
Organizations (IIFSO), in Kuwait. Indian intelligence offi-
cias point out their discovery that the Chicago-based Con-
sultative Committee of Indian Muslims also supports SIMI
morally and financially. Groups of SIMI sympathizers re-
portedly exist in several places in the Persian Gulf states.
Jamayyatul Ansar, an organization of SIMI activists com-
prising expatriate Indian Muslims, reportedly operates in
Saudi Arabia.

SIMI aso has links with Jamaat-e-Islam units in Paki-
stan, Bangladesh, and Nepal, al neighbors of India The
outfit is alleged to have close links with the Hizbul Mujahi-
deen and Pakistan's Inter-Services Intelligence (151).

The second terrorist group, is the notorious Lashkar-e-
Toiba (LET). Trandated as the “Army of the Pure,” LET
was formed in 1990 in Kunar province of Afghanistan, as
the militant wing of Markaz Ad-Dawa al-Irshad. Based in
Muridke, near Lahore, Pakistan, LET is a powerful militant
group operating in Jammu and Kashmir (J&K), which has
carried out several suicide bombings against Indian govern-
ment targetsin J& K. Indiaaso accuses LET of involvement
in the Dec. 13, 2001 attack on the Indian Parliament. LET is
anti-U.S. in outlook, but claimsit does not espouse violence
against Americans. In fact, LET, despite its prominence in
Pakistan, has never indulged in anti-American terrorist acts,
and has kept the focus of its terrorist acts on India, and
on Jammu and Kashmir. It was actively promoted by the
Pakistani ISl since 1996, after another outfit, Harkat-ul-
Ansar, was declared a Foreign Terrorist Organization by the
United States.

Lakshar's first appearance in Jammu and Kashmir was
recorded in 1993, when 12 Pakistani and Afghani mercenar-
ies infiltrated across the Line of Control, which divides
the Indian-controlled section of Kashmir from the Pakistan
section, in tandem with the Islami Inquilabi Mahaz, aterror-
ist outfit then active in J& K’s Poonch district, report Indian
intelligence officials.

Pakistan Denies|nvolvement

The Pakistani authorities have strongly condemned the
Mumbai bombings as a “terrorist act.” Reacting to Indian
Home Minister Advani’s pointed attack on |slamabad as the
puppet-master behind the bombings, the Pakistani Foreign
Office said Advani’ s comments were “unserious.”

At thispoint, it seemsthat Indian authorities are accusing
Pakistan because of the latter’s past record. In early 1993,
Hindu fanatics, in the Hindu-majority state of Uttar Pradesh,
pulled down the Babri Masjid mosque, which they claim was
sited on the birthplace of the Hindu god Ram, and where they
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planned to erect a Hindu temple. In March, a few months
later, some 22 bombs had detonated in Mumbai. The attack
on Mumbai’s population claimed more than 250 lives and
wounded asmany as 750 others. Following an extensiveinter-
rogation of arrested individuals in Mumbai and those de-
ported from the Gulf Emirates, the Indian authorities con-
cluded existence of aclear link between theterroristsand the
Pakistani ISI. Some of these terrorists who had escaped the
Indian dragnet ended up in Pakistan. Islamabad, despite de-
mands made by New Delhi to return them, has refused to
acknowledge that the terrorists are living in Pakistan. Paki-
stani linkswere also established following the Dec. 13, 2001
attack on the Indian Parliament. At the time, New Delhi had
moved its troops aggressively to attack Pakistan. |slamabad
had successfully sought Washington’ shelp to defusethe situ-
ation over aperiod of time.

Building the North-South Corridor

The Mumbai blasts follow a series of initiatives that
India has undertaken lately, the most important of which is
to integrate Afghanistan into the India-lran-Russia North-
South corridor trade route. Following Hamid Karzai’ s emer-
gence as Afghanistan’s President, backed by the United
States, India has become very active in that country. The
Indians have built schoolsfor Afghan children, and hospitals
for Afghan women, as Indian buses by the hundreds ply the
streets of its capital, Kabul, and the Afghani national airline
Ariana is being resurrected by India's gift of three Airbus
passenger jets, as Central Asian scholar, Ahmed Rashid
pointed out recently. One could make the point that India’ s
recently exhibited interest is centered on its keeping the
Taliban (read: Pakistan) out of Afghanistan. The newest
strains in relations between Pakistan and Afghanistan have
helped the Indians further.

But New Delhi received a setback, when |slamabad an-
nounced that the Pakistani roads will be available to India
only for importing Afghan goods, but would remain closed
to cargo travelling the other way. Now Pakistan’s refusal to
alow Indiato havetwo-way tradewith Afghanistan hasmade
New Delhi sit up and think about integrating Afghanistaninto
the North-South Corridor.

On Jan. 4-5, India, Iran, and Afghanistan held atrilateral
meeting in Tehran, to discuss alternative transit routesto Af-
ghanistan. India, Iran, and Russia are involved in a North-
South Corridor Agreement that provides atrade corridor for
thosethree countries. The corridor connects Mumbai with St.
Petersburg via Tehran and Moscow. In effect, it links the
Indian OceanwiththeBaltic Sea. Oncethelndiancommercial
capital city Mumbai islinked by seawith the Iranian port city
of Bandar Abbas, the North-South corridor will then rely on
road and rail networks to connect Bandar Abbas with the
Caspian Sea ports of Bandar Anzali and Bandar Amirabad,
via Tehran. From here, cargo will be carried across the Cas-
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pian Seato the Russian port of Astrakhan. Thenalong stretch
of road and rail will run up to St. Petersburg, on the Baltic
Sea, viaVolgograd and M oscow.

The corridor is much more than just a link connecting
Mumbai, Tehran, and Moscow. It provides Europe access
to Asia and vice versa. The Russian network of roads and
railroads are connected to Central and Western Europe via
Eastern Europe. Iran has land links to Central Asia, and its
ports offer warm-water ocean routes to India. “With India,
Myanmar, and Thailand getting linked by road, the potential
of the North-South Corridor is endless. The corridor could
evolvetowards boosting trade between Europe and Southeast
Asia,” wrote an official in the Confederation of Indian Indus-
try (Cll) in arecent article.

The trilateral talks among India, Iran, and Afghanistan
included Indian Minister of State for External Affairs Dig-
vijay Singh, who had led the Indian delegation, while Iran
was represented by its Road Transport Minister Ahmad
Khorram, and Afghanistan by its Trade Minister Sayed Mus-
tafa Kazemi. The talks focussed on how to make operational
the Chabahar-Melak-Zaranj-Dilaram route from Iran to Af-
ghanistan. Chabahar is a port on the Iranian coast and is
crucial to opening this aternative route. Iran had planned
to upgrade the Chabahar-Melak road and construct a bridge
on therouteto Zaranj. India, according to an Indian External
Affairs Ministry spokesman, had already constructed afeasi-
bility study on the 213 km Zaranj-Dilaram route, which it
planned to construct. In late August, New Delhi announced
its allocation of $200 million the Zaranj-Dilaram road con-
struction.

Since their Jan. 4-5 meeting, Iranian President Moham-
mad K hatami visited Indiato bethe Guest of Honor onIndia' s
Republic Day on Jan. 26, 2003, and the Iranian External Af-
fairsMinister Kamal Kharrazi twice trekked to New Delhi.

These developments, needless to say, have not been
looked upon favorably in Islamabad.

Other Factorsin Making Indiaa Target

In addition to the developments around construction of
the North-South Corridors—including Afghanistan and ex-
cluding Pakistan—New Delhi’s recent announcement that
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vajpayee will be visiting Islam-
abadin January 2004 hasmadethe anti-I ndiafanaticsin Paki-
stan unhappy. Moreover, New Delhi was recently the venue
of a surprise visit from Maulana Fazlur Rahman, a top reli-
gious and political leader in Pakistan. Maulana Fazlur, who
iswidely acknowledged asthe“ Father of the Taliban” move-
ment in Afghanistan, made it clear, to the chagrin of the IS
and others, that the | ndia-Pakistan Kashmir dispute should be
settled by India and Pakistan bilaterally, without involving
a “third party.” Maulana Fazlur's statements in India were
strongly criticized by Pakistan’s anti-India fanatics, as well
as those (within the Indian subcontinent and beyond) who
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promote an independent nation of Kashmir.

Thereareothers, however, who believethat Indiaisbeing
subjected to these terrorist attacks because of its “economic
success.” In a lecture hosted by the Singapore think-tank,
Institute of Defenseand Strategic Studies, thelndian External
Affairs Minister Yashwant Sinha, who was in Singapore
when the Mumbai bombs went off, said that Mumbai “was
deliberately chosen because what these terrorists and their
sponsors envy the most is India's success in the economic
field.”

Other observers similarly point out, that, like New Y ork,
Mumbai has remained a terrorist target since 1993. It is the
financial and commercial capital, and the base of India’s off-
shore ail industry. It is the Indian city that is most like any
Western city, as the engine of national industrialization and
modernization. It isthe home of India slargest stock market,
and many multinationals have their corporate headquarters
there.

As aresult, many foreign investors tend to look at India
through the prism of Mumbai. If internal security in Mumbai
is sound, they seeinternal security in India as satisfactory. If
itisbadin Mumbai, they tend to project Mumbai’ sinstability
asareflection of security problemsin India. Hence destabiliz-
ing Mumbai would not only cause worry to India s financial
institutions, but also to foreign investors. Thisanalysis, how-
ever, is no longer wholly accurate, with the emergence of
Bangalore, Hyderabad, Chennai (formerly Madras), and De-
[hi itself, as significant engines of India s growth.

Finally, the temple-mosgue issue: The 1993 bombings
occurred after the Babri Magjid was pulled down by fanatic
Hindus. At thetime, theterrorism was attributed to an irratio-
nal exhibition of anger by the Muslim radicals, with the sole
objective of taking over the leadership of India's Mudim
community by showing its muscle. The Aug. 25 explosions
this year, followed within hours after announcement by the
government’s Archaeological Survey of India (ASl), of its
discovery that the 16th-Century Babri Masjid—nbuilt by In-
dia’sMoghul—was built atop ahuge 10th-Century structure.
AccordingtotheASl, which had been excavating thedisputed
site, the demolished and buried structure over which the
mosque was built resembles atypical northern Indian temple.
Assessing theimplications of the report on the dug-out struc-
ture, mgjor Muslim social and political organizations have
quickly challenged ASI’ sinterpretation. It is a certainty that
the Indian courts will have to deal with this in depth in the
coming days.

At the same time, the bombings must be looked at as a
provocation by a terrorist element operating internationally
to provoke fanatic Hindus. Fresh Hindu-Muslim communal
rioting, at thiscrucial juncture, may deeply underminelndia’ s
important initiatives in the region, and throw up an obstacle
to the Vajpayee Administration’s efforts to make India
emerge asamajor regional power, in cooperation with China
and Russia.

44  International

Sharon’s Maneuvers
To Kill the Road Map

by Jeffrey Steinberg and
Michele Steinberg

A review of crucial eventssince Aug. 21 revealsasystematic
campaign by Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon to kill the
Road Map, just as he earlier killed the Oslo Accords, the
Mitchell Plan, the Tenet Plan, and every other | srael-Palestine
peace initiative. As the chronology below shows, the cease-
fire was holding, and Sharon was coming under mounting
pressure at home, over election financial fraud charges. At
that point, Sharon’s government initiated assassinations of a
Hezbollah leader and two leading Palestinian militants, thus
breaking the cease-fire, which had also included a ban on
Israeli targetted assassinations.

On July 31, after meeting with Vice President Dick Che-
ney, the leading pro-Sharon warmonger in Washington,
Sharon told his intimate, New York Times reporter William
Sdfire, “It should be very clear we will not return to the
1967 borders.”

The modus operandi employed by Sharon: Violate the
Road Mapwith aseriesof targetted assassi nationsof Palestin-
ianactivists, toinciteaterror retaliation, then usethose attacks
to justify freezing Road Map implementation and launching
anew round of even morebrutal invasionsand assassinations,
while denouncing the Palestinian Authority for failing to
crack down on theterrorists.

The following summary time-line, beginning with Shar-
on’strip to Washington, tellsthetale:

July 29: Sharon met briefly with President Bush at the
WhiteHouse. Themeeting lasted only 30 minutes, and report-
edly, after a heated exchange between Sharon and National
Security Advisor Condoleezza Rice on the night of July 28
over thelsraeli wall, Sharon decided not evento present Bush
with a petition to free Israeli spy Jonathan Jay Pollard, that
had been signed by 112 Knesset members.

As Sharon was carrying around the Pollard petition, Pol-
lard’ s spymaster, “Dirty Rafi” Eytan, was covertly travelling
around the United Statesand Mexico, on fal se passports, most
likely organizing anew 9/11 terrorist attack.

What Sharon did present was adossier, with maps, onthe
threat allegedly posedto | srael by Iranian and Syrian weapons
of mass destruction programs, with the suggestion that if the
United States does not stop the Iranian nuclear reactor from
going online, Isragl might do it—asthey did with their attack
on Iraq' s Osirak reactor in 1981.

July 30: Sharon met with Vice President Cheney. Al-
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Sharon Kills a Peacemaker

The Aug. 21 targetted assassination of Hamas leader Abu
Shanab was another cynical move by Isragli Prime Minis-
ter Ariel Sharon to destroy any chancefor peace, let alone
atwo-state solutionto the | sraeli-Palestinian conflict. Abu
Shanab, as EIR reported on July 4, accepted a two-state
solution, and was deeply involved in formulating the
hudna, or cease-fire, negotiated between Pal estinian Prime
Minister Abu Mazen, and Hamas and other militant
groups.

In a Jerusalem Post interview published on June 24,
Abu Shanab said, “What isthe point in speaking in rheto-
ric? Let’ sbefrank, wecannot destroy Israel. The practical

solutionisfor ustohaveastatealongsidelsradl. . . . When
we build aPalestinian statewewill not need these militias;
all the needs for attack [against Israel] will stop. Every-
thing will changeinto acivil life. . . . [Thefuture Palestin-
ian state] is not one that is to take the place of Israel . . .
but onethat liveswith it.”

The day following that June 24 interview, the Israglis
carried out a targetted assassination of Palestinian mili-
tants in Gaza, attempting to prevent a cease-fire from be-
ing reached.

Asked by the Post whether Hamas would agree to a
cease-fire, Abu Shanab replied, “In fact, Hamas wants to
makeastrong public declaration of cease-fire, if Israel will
alow it to happen.”

—Dean Andromidas

though details of the meeting are scant, there was clearly a
much closer “meeting of theminds’ in this session than there
had been with President Bush—even though Bush “wimped
out” during his press conference with Sharon after their
meeting.

Aug. 2: Inaclear indication of Isragl’ s intent to provoke
aconfrontation with Syriaand L ebanon, apowerful car bomb
killed Hezbollah leader Ali Hussein Saleh in Beirut. Hezbol -
lah is a legitimate political organization in Lebanon, which
has not engaged in attacks on Israel, except in response to
Israeli provocations. Following the Beirut assassination,
which was attributed to the Israelis, Hezbollah units shelled
northern Isragl. Inretaliation, Israel staged a series of bomb-
ing raids into Lebanese territory, targetting Hezbollah (see
below).

Aug. 4. The Washington Post ran a front-page story
claiming that Secretary of State Colin Powell and his Deputy,
Richard Armitage, were going to leave the Bush Administra-
tionimmediately after the January 2005 inauguration, if Bush
were re-elected to a second term. Thisleak was widely read
asindicating that Powell was delivering an ultimatum to the
President: Either dump Cheney and the chicken-hawks, or
he would leave, virtually assuring Bush’s re-election defeat.
Bush subsequently gave Powell the green light to cut back
U.S. loan guarantees to Israd if it continues to build settle-
ments in defiance of the Road Map, and it was openly dis-
cussed that the State Department is considering deducting the
funds spent on Isradl’s “ apartheid wall” from the loan guar-
antees.

Also that day, a scheduled meeting between Sharon and
Palestinian Prime Minister Abu Mazen was cancelled.

Aug. 9: The Isragli Defense Forces (IDF) assassinated
Hamas|eaders Abu Salam and Faizal Sadar at the Askar refu-
gee camp.
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Aug. 9: Lebanese reported Isragli air-raids into southern
L ebanon.

Aug. 10: Hezbollah retaliated by shelling into northern
Isradl, killing ayoung boy.

Aug. 10: At an Israeli Cabinet meeting, the Sharon gov-
ernment decided to freeze implementation of the Road Map,
according to the neo-conservative, anti-Road Map New York
Post. However, the bombings the government would use to
justify thisaction would not occur until Aug. 12—aday after
the report in the Post. When the bombings occurred and the
Israelis announced the freeze on the Road Map implementa-
tion, “inresponse,” the Isragliswere caught in an embarrass-
ing situation.

Aug. 12: Two suicide bombings were carried out in the
West Bank, killing 2 Israglis, and injuring 13. The attacks
occurred at astrip mall in Rosh Ha ayin, and at a bus stop at
the entrance to West Bank settlement of Ariel.

Aug. 15: Idami Jihad activist Mohammed Sidr was assas-
sinated by the IDF in Hebron.

Aug. 18: Palestinian-born Reuters camera-man Mazen
Dana—from Hebron—was killed in Baghdad by U.S. mili-
tary tank fire.

Aug. 19: Huge suicide bombings occurred in Baghdad
and Jerusalem. Up until this point, Hamas, Islamic Jihad, and
theal-AgsaMartyrsBrigadehad all maintainedthat they were
adhering to the cease-fire agreement, which specifiesthat they
can retaliate for specific Isragli attacks.

Aug. 21: Hamas leader Abu Shanab was assassinated by
thel DF. Hewasknown asone of themoreimportant moderate
Hamas leaders, who worked closely with the Egyptian gov-
ernment to secure the cease-fire agreement on the part of
Hamas (see box). Following Abu Shanab’ s assassination, the
three Palestinian groups announced that the cease-fire was
over.
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How We Can Win the War Against
Synarchism: Start With the Truth

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Hereis Mr. LaRouche' s keynote speech to the Schiller Insti- So, he’s planning to run, from his career as an actor—
tute Summer Academy in Frankfurt, Germany, on Aug. 16,  which he was never very good at; | mean, having to imitate
2003. machines, or having machines imitate you—into the position

of governor of the state of California. So therefore, the issue
I shall speak on the world situation, from the vantage pointof ~ now, that’s going to hit Arnold Schwarzenegger, and others,
the Presidency of the United States. But, as in drama or anwwith this California recall campaign, is going to be: What
thing else, we never start with fiction. We don’t take abstract, caused the 50 million-person blackout, in the northeastern
unfixed locations as reference points. The reference point hdsgnited States and Canada? It was caused by deregulation.
to be in reality: real history, actual events, which people can ~ What caused the crisis in California, which was used, and
recognize, which put the thing into focus. And, then, you carexploited, to take this dumb Mr. Universe, this 40-kilo intel-
go into an abstract subject, as long as you have a real focus  lectual weakling, to run for governor of the state? Deregu-
for your discussion. lation.
We had recently, in the United States, still ongoing, a
collapse of the electrical supply, suddenly, for about 50 mil-T he Par adigm-Shift to Consumerism
lion people—which is fairly impressive, particularly when Now, this is typical of the problem of the world today.
you see the congestion in New York City, and the complica- For over 40 years, now, approximately 40 years, the world or
tions that involves there. various parts of it—the United States, the United Kingdom,
Now, the other point of reference, with the New York- and then spreading into Europe—has gone into a transforma-
centered collapse of the electrical supply, is a case of a yountjpn of culture, from the post-war culture, which was based on
fellow—not so young: Arnold Schwarzenegger. These are reconstruction of productive society: the building of regulated
two points of reference—New York and Arnold Schwarze-public infrastructure; the rebuilding of rail systems, transpor-
negger. He was in New York, by the way, trying to raise  tation systems, power systems, municipal water systems; or
money. He’'d have better luck raising children. But, in anyin Germany, the rebuilding of th&adtwerke, as a process.
case, here’s a case: You can visualize it. Here’s a man who  And, about 40 years, the beginning of the process, of goinc
was once called “Mr. Universe.” Muscle Man. But, muscled from a productive society, to@nsumerist society, in which,
men sometimes turn into 40-kilo weaklings, when they’re  first the United States and United Kingdom led the way, in
faced with reality. saying, “Well, maybe we should be parasitizing on the rest of
And, the two things are connected. Why? Because, as  the world. Maybe we should stop building nuclear plants.
things would stand now, the outcome of the Presidential eledvlaybe we should stop regulating our trade and industry.
tion next November—thatis, a year from this coming Novem- Maybe we should go into becoroamguanerist society.
ber—would be largely determined in the state of California,Without factory workers; without farmers, without infrastruc-
which is the most important state in terms of votes cast. Cali-  ture. Don't use the railway any more! Drive! Drive! Enjoy the
fornia is now in a crisis, and the crisis has to do with energyparking lots, called the ‘superhighways,’ when you commute
supplies. It has to do with the looting of California, by swin-  twice or three times a day!”
dles, such as Enron. Ithas to do with the effect of deregulation. So, what happened is, then, this got worse and worse.
So, the two things are connected, because the question that's We had deregulation, on a global scale—1971-1972. A ne
asked: Here we have, 50 million people are plunged into darkmonetary system. “Now! Consumer society came into its
ness by alack of electricity supply, whichis causedénggu-  glory! Because, now people in the United States, in the United
lation. Arnold Schwarzenegger is proposing to capitalize,Kingdom, in Europe, coul@arasitize on the poorest people
with his peculiar ambitions—since his muscles are turningto  inthe world, by making them work, as cheap labor, to provide
flab, from overdoses—you know what happens with steroidsys with a product we didn’t really pay for!” We swindled
you keep taking steroids too long, your muscle turns into flab, them, by devaluing their currency, in order to make them
and starts flapping around embarrassingly. Not a very goodiork for us cheaper. Their labor became so cheap for us,
impression for a Hollywood star, huh? we couldn’t afford to employ people in Europe, the United
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Kingdom, or the United States: They were too expensive!
And, everyone said, “Thisisgood. Thisisthetrend. We can
not go back tothe old ways, the old waysof the dirty factories,
and the dirty farmers, and the infrastructure, and the energy
production, and the railroads, and so forth. We can’t afford
that any more! We'renow goingtoamore’gentlesociety,’ of
the Dosenpfand [* return for deposit’ bottles].” We switched
bottles. We don’t produce; we exchange bottles.

That’s my problem! That's your problem. What you' ve
had istypified by Arnold Schwarzenegger—who would have
simply been abum. Y ou know, abum, he goes out, gets some
muscles, winsabeauty contest or something; and then hedlips
into obscurity. Now this idiot wants to become governor of
the state of California, capitalizing on a catastrophe called
“deregulation”; which created a crisis in California, which
he’ sblaming the present governor for! Who' sto blame?Who
didit? We dl did it! Not me—I was never part of that. But,
therest of you, or most of you, inasense, didit—or thepeople
you know—Dbecause you went through a change in culture
over the past 40 years. Y ou went away from the culture of a
producer society, to aconsumer society.

And now, you're running out of things to consume:
Y ou’ rerunning out of the power to buy thethingsto consume.
And evenif you could buy them, they aren’t made any more.
Andif you can get one, it probably won’t work. If it will work,
temporarily, itwill break down, andthere’ snoway torepair it.

So, thisisthe society. What happens now, is, you have a
situation, which around the world—notably in Europe, the
United States, and so forth; and most of theworld is affected
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Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.
addresses the Frankfurt
conference on Aug. 16. “ The
only way you' re going to move
the old goats, isto impress
them, with the fact that a
younger generation,
particularly university age, is
coming up, with ideas, and
providing moral leadership, a
moral principle of leadership,
to get the old goats out of old
goatishness, and get back to
humanity.”

by this, in onedegreeor another: Theworld hasadopted habits
of thinking, of acivilization which has lost the moral fitness
to survive. And, what’ s killing us now, is not the things that
are being doneto us, but the things we' re doing to ourselves;
which we' re doing to ourselves, by accepting, as habits, the
way of thinking, which has taken over the generation which
cameto maturity in the middle of the 1960s. That’ sthe prob-
lem. That’s the problem the youth face, young people face,
because their parents were saturated with this culture.

Originsof Synarchism

Now, the culture has several ingredients, apart from this
shift assuch. How did thishappen?How didthecivilization—
the culture and morals of Europe and the United States, and
Japan—degenerate, over the past 40 years? What did it?
Wheredid it start? And hasit come around to us, now, from
whereit started?

It started in 1944. As some of you know, in June of 1944,
theU.S. forcesand otherscracked throughin Normandy. And
oncetheU.S. and other Allied forceshad cracked throughinto
France, through Normandy, the entire Wehrmacht capability
was outflanked. It was a hopeless situation. At that point,
German generals and others decided it was the time to go for
peace; the war was definitely lost, irreparably lost. And that
was prevented, because some peoplein the United Kingdom
and elsewhere wished to prolong the war, so they could kill
more Germans, and kill more Americans and others by pro-
longing the war, to make things worse.

How’d that happen? Well, the people who, in part, had
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been behind Hitler originally, weredivided, in 1940, between
thosewho stayed with Hitler, or stayed with the peopl ebehind
Hitler—inItaly, in Germany, in France, in Belgium, in Spain,
and in the United Kingdom—and some in the United King-
dom, who said they were not going become part of the greater
synarchist or Nazi empire. And those people were unfortu-
nately led by a Winston Churchill, a minister at that time, a
defense minister of the United Kingdom. And the defense
minister of the United Kingdom contacted his acquaintance
Franklin Roosevelt—most of them were actually enemies,
politically—and said: If we continue this, at Dunkirk, then
the United Kingdom will be occupied. If it's occupied, this
alliance of Synarchists, in Japan, in Germany, in Italy, in
Spain, in France, and now, in the United Kingdom—their
navieswill beat the disposal of Hitler and Company. Andthe
next thing that will happen, is Hitler and Company will take
over the Soviet Union. And, once they’ ve taken over the So-
viet Union, they’ll destroy the United States. Because, they
will havethe greatest massof military power, including naval
power of the world, at their disposal.

So, Roosevelt and Churchill, and others, cameto an agree-
ment, to stopthis. Canarishel ped. Hescared Franco, the Span-
ish dictator, the Spanish Nazi, into not taking Gibraltar, and
that was aturning point in the process.

So then, the United States and Britain went on to win
thewar.

Then what happened? Those, who had been sympathetic
to Hitler, in the United States, and in the United Kingdom,
in 1944, once the war was implicitly won, moved to defeat
everything Roosevelt had represented. They couldn’tdoit all
at once. But, the first thing they did is, they put in a swine,
Harry Truman—oink-type swine, from the Midwest—as
Vice President. Knowing that Roosevelt was ill, and was
about to die. When Truman was coming in, at that point, then
began the terror bombing of Europe, the terror bombing of
Japan, thefire-bombing of Tokyo, the process of destruction;
the Lindemann policy of bombing Germany into extinction.
Innocent civilians were killed. The war was prolonged.

Then, the end of the war came. And the patriots of the
United States said, “Let’ sgointo this, and find out who actu-
aly was behind al this, in the continent of Europe. Who
was behind Laval? Who wasbehind Vichy France? Who was
behind Franco, Mussolini, Hitler, and soforth?Degrelle? The
Iron Guard? Who were the people behind these terrible fas-
cists? And they began to investigate. And they found docu-
ments. The documentsidentified the cartel, which had backed
and financed Hitler—some of them Americans.

So, an American, General Draper, came to Europe, and,
with others, suppressed theinvestigation. Suppressed thecir-
culation of documents which | now possess. We know who
put Hitler into power. And the same people are at it again,
today.

These areafinancier group, of Venetian-style bankers, in
the tradition of Venice: The same people that brought Napo-
leon Bonaparteto power, and al so created the Jacobin Terror,
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out of which Napoleon came. The purpose of putting Napo-
leon into power, was to prevent the spread of the American-
model republic into Europe: That is, atrue constitutional re-
public, not controlled by bankers. And, tothisday, in Europe,
notruerepublic hasever comeinto being. Becausethe present
European system of government, isnot atruerepublicanform
of government: I1t’san Anglo-Dutch, liberal model of parlia-
mentary democracy. Which is a defective form of govern-
ment, inherently; a form of government, that can be easily
turned, in any crisis. Parliamentary governments are easily
overthrown! They're not elected for a fixed term. They can
be overthrown, easily—and are, often, especialy at times
of crises.

Who runs the government, under such conditions? Well,
repeatedly, it has been the bankers. The bankers, who control
what are called “independent central banking systems.” So,
in Europe, asto some degreein the United Statestoday, there
is no true sovereign government! There is an entity, which
can act as if it were sovereign, from time to time, until the
bankers, moving through the central banking systems, which
they control, movein and crush the governments. When does
this happen? Whenever there’'s a mgjor, systemic financia
crisis—asin thelate 1920s.

When the world system is bankrupt, the financial system
is bankrupt; when the monetary system is bankrupt, what's
the issue? Theissueis: Who is going to be paid? Isit going
to be the people? Or, is it going to be the bankers? At that
point, the bankers say, “Uh-uh! No more representative gov-
ernment! Now, we want a dictator, whom we create; whom
weown; who will do aswe please. (And we can get rid of him
later, if wewant to.)”

And that’s what happened. That's what happened with
Napoleon.

The American Revolution, which was created in Europe:
It was created from the middle of the 18th Century on, created
by people, like the fellow we know as Kastner, Abraham
Kastner; by others, in France and so forth—who, under the
conditions of that time, knowing that no republic could be
created, in Europe, under thoseconditions, said, “We' regoing
to help create a model republic, in North America—the En-
glish-speaking coloniesof North America. And, that republic,
onceestablished, will contain our principles, and will become
amodel for our bringing into Europe, the republican model
we've established in the United States.”

That succeeded uptoapoint: In 1789, after great difficult-
ies, the Constitution of the United States was about to be
adopted. The first—the only Constitution | know of, in the
world—anywhere—which is based on a clear republican
principle, as expressed in the Preamble of the U.S. Constitu-
tion. Not always obeyed; often violated. But it’ s there!

Now, all over Europe, were these masses of people, who
had been mobilized around the American Revolution, assym-
pathizers of the American Revol ution—hoping that what had
been accomplished in the United States, would berealized in
Europe. As Lafayette said, the emergence of the United
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States, asan independent republic, wasa* beacon of hope. . .
atempleof liberty,” for the nations and peoples of theworld.

So now, going into the late-1780s, this was the state in
Europe. All of the good people in Europe, those who were
for justice, for a fair form of society, were inspired by the
American example, the success of the American Revolution,
andsaid, “Wecandoit here.” The countrieswhich were most
ripe for that were, on the one side, France, in which alarge
section of even the nobility, centered around Paris, had been
key supporters of the American cause. And France was the
most powerful country in Europe, with the most advanced
economy, the greatest capability; it was about ready and ripe,
to transform its monarchy into a republican form, as Bailly
and L afayette proposed, in the [June 20, 1789] Tennis Court
event. And, Germany was the second country ready for the
republic. Because the aspiration for the reunification of Ger-
many was—as typified by the influence of Schiller, and oth-
ers—was, again, the second great potentia for creating are-
public in Europe.

So, what happened? July 14th, 1789: Under the direction
of the actual dictator of the United Kingdom, Lord Shelburne
and hisagents, acult—an evil cult, freemasonic organization,
called the Martinists, typified by the better-known name of
Joseph de Maistre—created the French Revolution, begin-
ning the 14th of July, 1789, under the direction of the agents
of Lord Shelburne, the leader and controller of the British
East IndiaCompany, Barings Bank, and theactual ruler, from
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behind the scenes, of Britain. Philippe Egalité and Necker
were both Shelburne agents. Danton and Marat were Shel-
burne agents. The entire mess was run by British agents, in
collaboration with their Martinist agents—terrorists—which
wasthe beginning of what we call “fascism” today. The Mar-
tinists were fascists.

So, from that point on, we had a “left-right” process, in
which the “leftist,” Napoleon Bonaparte, became the first
modern fascist ruler. This bandit, this thief, this degenerate,
this thug, this despicable creature, became the Emperor of
Europe; and destroyed European civilization.

And, since that time, the bankers, the same type of bank-
ers—some of the same banking houses, which were behind
Napoleon—werebehind Hitler; werebehind Mussolini; were
behind the Vichy government; were behindtheLaval govern-
ment; and created the Franco government.

That’ sthe problem: Thissamegroup of bankers, thissame
ideology, the same ingtitutions, left over from that part of
history, are still around today. And they're ready to strike
again, strike for power, again. And in the United States, we
have agroup around the Vice President, Dick Cheney—who
isadumbjock; probably dumber than Arnie Schwarzenegger.
Arnie can sort of act, or at least he can mouth hislines. Che-
ney: “Arh, arh, rrrh, rrhh, arhh.” He thinks he' sthis character
out of Dickens, sitting knitting beforetheguillotine, watching
the headsfall. Thisguy, with the neo-conservatives, and their
dliesin the Isragli government today, are out to pull it off,
and they’ ve reorganized the fascist movement, and they’'re
deploying it for terrorist acts, on the way to power, now.

They're also trying to plunge the world into aworld war.
A world nuclear war, of pre-emptivenuclear warfare. Which,
if it continues, will result in areaction, from within Asiaand
elsawhere, and the whole world will find itself gripped, in
the years ahead, by a globaly asymmetric form of nuclear
warfare. And, we don’t know how much of the human race
would survive that.

So, that isessentially thereport from the United States, in
essence. That' sthe problem we' re up against. And, that’ sthe
problem with my candidacy, I’'m addressing the synarchist
problem, asit’ scalled, in the 20th Century and presently. It's
acting. We' ve been fighting thisthing for over 30 years, and
by name for over 20 years. We began to fight the synarchist
problem, by name, intheearly 1980s. Weidentified it, essen-
tialy, by name, then. I've been fighting it, by name, ever
since. It is now the visible enemy. It now sits in the Vice
President’ s chair in the United States and controls adummy,
who might be described as running one of these navigator
programsyou get in automobiles, these days. Y ou know, this
talking navigator business you get in a modern automobile,
here? You can imagine a dummy, operated by a navigator
program: He' s not really human, but he talks. And he comes
out of the speaker in your car, or whatever; tells you when to
make aright and left turn—so forth?

We' ve got adummy like that sitting in the White House.
It's called a President. And, we have to keep the President
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from being smashed, because he’ s such adummy. We'retry-
ing to get rid of Cheney.

Our Counterattack

There's areaction against this, as there was, back in the
time that Roosevelt and Churchill were talking in 1940. The
reaction is my building a government—my government—to
take over in January of 2005. That future government, in the
process of becoming, is aready acting. It is not something
waiting to be elected. There are people, lots of people, in
the U.S. military, retired and serving; the U.S. intelligence
community, retired and serving; diplomatic strata of the
United States, whether in service or out of service; other pro-
fessional layersrecogni ze, and are sl owly moving—and these
things do move slowly—slowly moving, from the Executive
aspects of the U.S. government, and moving in the direction
of trying to stop this. They mean it. What | put out, as my
campaign pamphl et onthe Children of Satan, produced within
two weeks a process of copying of the argument, in the New
York Times and other publications around the world: the case
of Leo Strauss, and his connection to, essentially, the Cheney
government, is now well known.

What has to be done—and we're doing now, we'll be
doing inanew issue of EIR, aspecial issue—ismaking clear
to the world what this synarchist phenomenon is, the syn-
archist phenomenon whichisbehindthe L eo Straussphenom-
enon; the synarchist phenomenon which is athreat to global
civilization today.

Now, we a so have some friendsin other parts of govern-
ment: We have friends in state government, that is, elected
officials; and peoplewho areal so part of that. Wehavefriends
inthe Federal government, in the Congress, who areworking
to expose and destroy this Cheney phenomenon. We have
a Demacratic Party which is against what I’'m doing! The
Democratic Party is for Cheney. The Democratic Party is
the chief instrument which is keeping Cheney in place now!
Cheney would have been impeached, or out by resignation,
but for the Democratic Party leadership, the “Filthy Nine,”
hmm?

So, we have problems, but we're fighting. And, if you
want to become the President of the United States—and | do
understand what the Presidency is, it's not like any head of
government, inany European experience: It scompletely dif-
ferent. Thenearest approximationin Western European expe-
rience, was de Gaulle's period, when he had the maximum
influence in France, in which the Fifth Republic did tend to
approximate a true republic under the special conditions of
his leadership, when he reached out to Adenauer, to form a
bloc, a Franco-German bloc, which was capabl e of providing
independent leadership for Europe. But then, he lost that
power, with the assassination of Kennedy.

So, the Presidency of theUnited Statesisdifferent, differ-
ent than any other ingtitution of government in the world—
whether in respect to the European model, the Anglo-Dutch
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hundred years—none.” Here, at a cadre school in Seattle,
Washington, members of the LaRouche Youth Movement work on
Gauss's conception of number and the powers.

liberal parliamentary model, or other models in different
ways. The Presidency of the United States, as crafted, was
intended to be the total Executive agency for every aspect of
Federal government. The President of the United States does
not sit, and issue proclamations. The President of the United
States, should be—if he's qualified—he hasto be athinking
person who defines the policy of the United States in the
world. Not the policy of the United States, just in the United
States; but the policy of the United Statesin theworld, inits
relationship to all parts of theworld; in consideration of what
the future of humanity as a whole must be. The President is
not just a person, who sits and babbles, as some of them
are, like the present one. The President is the person who
commands resources, persons, and institutions, which act;
which have the capability of acting, and of designing courses
of action; whichmakethe U.S. government, essentially, when
functioning, the most powerful government in the world—
not merely by physical means, but by its ability to act, in the
world aswell asinitslittle realm.

So, to do that, to be a President, you must have recruited
avery large apparatus, in the political system, in society gen-
erally, but especially, in theranks of those who are associated
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with the Executive branch of government.

And, that’swhat I’ m doing. It sin progress. Nothing big
about it, nothing extraordinary. That's just the way things
haveto be, in the United States, and that’ s what we' re doing.

So, our problem, therefore—coming back to the prob-
lem—our problem is, in society, that society, those who are
governing today, most of the adult generation, which reacted
with great fear to the succession of the missile crisis, the
assassination of Kennedy, and the impact of the Indochina
War—this so terrified the population of Europe, the Ameri-
cas, and elsewhere, that people said, “We don't like reality
any more. We don't like industrial society. We're afraid of
technology, because of nuclear weapons. So, let's go to a
technology-free, gentle, suburban society, without these gad-
gets; without this dangerous science; without these factories,
which produce instruments which frighten us. We want to
become stupid; we want to find pleasure; we want to distract
ourselves from fear of the world around us, by fleeing into
pleasure, into entertainment—maybe we can invent a new
sex!” Many have tried. Many have practiced non-existent
sexes. It s their life-style: They keep looking for new ones.
New formsof entertainment. “Don’t havemusic: Havenoise!
Bang, bang, bang, bang, bang!” The whole younger genera-
tion is tending to become one mass rave concert—wiggle,
wiggle, wiggle! (Don't think!) Wiggle, wiggle, wiggle!
(Don't think!)

Thisiswhat we're faced with! And, thisis why some of
the youth movement have been so successful in doing what
they’re doing. See, they’ re doing what’ s forbidden: They're
thinking! Actually thinking! And | expect Jonathan [Ten-
nenbaum)] to perform well in that regard this weekend. | un-
derstand he's going to do some more on the Crab Nebula.
And, we have something in the briefing today, done by Bruce
Director, whichisinthe samedirection, which I’ ve discussed
with him—it’'s a complement to the same thing. It al hasto
do with clarifying this question of visualizing the complex
domain.

Visualizing the Complex Domain

Let me just conclude with that: Because that’ s the pivot.
How are we going to win? Not, what am | going to do?I’'ve
toldyou, what I'mgoingtodoandwhat I'mdoing. I' mtelling
you what the situation is, how desperate it is: Now, what are
you going to do about it?

Well, you’ regoing to visualize the complex domain. And
what doesthat mean politically? Remember, thisyouth move-
ment is like no other youth movement in the past hundred
years—none. There has never been a youth movement like
this, not in the past century. (Almost 200 years, actually.)

What's the difference? What' s the basis of human soci-
ety? What isthe basis, which islost in al contemporary cul-
ture? Despite the fact that the churches are still popul ated—
somewhat—very few people could answer the question,
“What is the difference between Frederick Engels and a hu-
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man being?’ Remember, Frederick Engelsinsisted hewas a
monkey, an ape, with an opposable thumb. He didn’t know
that apes have opposable thumbs. Hethought the apes’ devel-
oping an opposable thumb caused man. And thisistypical of
Engels' philosophy: He' s stupid, hmm? And dangerous.

People do not know the difference between man and a
beast! They may have an opinion. They may say, “Y eah, of
course, peoplearenot likebeasts, why, they talk.” Well, some
peopledon’t talk much. Arethey beasts? Some peoplebabble
like monkeys. What' s the difference?

The difference is that, which you can define from the
standpoint of VVernadsky: that, from the standpoint of experi-
mental physical chemistry, you have three categories, which
you might call phase-spaces, of known existenceinthe physi-
cal domain. One, are principles, which we know, which are
universal physical principles—and provably so, in the sense
of Kepler’s conception of aphysical principle—which apply
tothe so-called “abiotic domain,” wherelifeisnot afactor in
causing the effectswhich weattributeto those principles. The
second, are physical effectswhich can be defined experimen-
tally, inphysical chemistry—or physical geobiochemistry, as
Vernadsky would insist—define these as effects, universal
principles, which express living principles; the principle of
life, as opposed to abiotic principles.

Y ou have athird category, as emphasized by Vernadsky,
which is called the “nogtic.” There are classes of principles,
which exist only in the mind of the human being, by which the
human being is able to make willful changesin the physical
universe, which no other living process can do. Hmm? This
quality can be called “the spiritual quality of man.” It's a
quality, whichismanifest in the one case, by thediscovery of
universal physical principles. It is also manifest, in what we
call “Classical culture,” andonlyin Classical formsof culture,
as opposed to Romanticism or Modernism. These are princi-
ples which pertain, in the second case, to ideas, principles
which pertain to the efficiency of human socia relationsin
enabling man to develop and use physical principles. In other
words, you can not just educate anindividual and assumethat
individual, by knowing physical principles, would be ableto
changesociety for thebetter. Itisonly when human beingsare
united by principles of action, which aretypified by Classical
artistic principles of composition and performance, that man
is able to coordinate the intellects of human beings, through
culture, into accomplishing great physical acts, for human
benefit.

What has been lost is, therefore—in past times, through
empiricism, through existentialism, and other things—what
has been lost isthe conception of the difference between man
and a beast. That difference is this creative power, of the
sovereign creative power of the individual human mind,
whichisable, asagreat scientific discoverer does, todiscover,
as Kepler did, for example, the existence of auniversal, effi-
cient principle in the universe, a principle which can not be
detected directly with the human senses. That defines what
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we call “the complex domain”: that what you can see, fedl,
touch, smell with the senses, is not redlity. It is only the
shadow, cast by reality, upon our sense-perception. But, be-
yond that, the mind of man is able “read” the paradoxes in
sense-perception, and to test them experimentally, to define
the existence of efficient principlesbeyond therange of sense-
perception. Not fantasy, not dreams, not pipe-dreams, but
real. Mankind isableto demonstrate, that these principlescan
be willfully controlled, and will enable man to change the
physical universe, in which he exists.

Now, the complex domain is nothing but that, as devel-
oped by Gauss. The understanding that we have a realm of
sense-perception, which has a geometry, which is a pre-Eu-
clidean geometry—not a Euclidean geometry—but pre-Eu-
clid. Imagine the universe as a kind of a large spheroid, in
which you're living; and you try to measure the effects that
you see in the universe, from the standpoint of the interior
surface of that large spheroid. But, then you find that ironical
effects, in the movementsin that spheroid, do not correspond
to spherical principlesor Cartesian principles. And therefore,
now, you must find the principle, which is intervening from
outside perception, which is causing these anomal ous devel-
opments within the realm of perception.

When you can go further, and use that discovery, to
change the way the universe acts—then, you are man. And
that’swhat society is.

We Start With theYoung Generation

So, the question of the complex domainis; You' vegot a
bunch of young people. The previousgeneration was crushed
by achangein the genera culture—not just in the culture of
a few privileged people—but a change in the culture as a
whole, typified by thisphenomenon of deregulation. A society
which would tolerate and encourage deregulation isasociety
which is committing suicide! It's a society which is morally
and intellectually insane. Phenomena such as deregulation,
the turn away from productive society to consumer society,
reflectsmassinsanity. And it ismassinsanity, that isdestroy-
ing us, with various kinds of effects it either produces or
fosters.

Therefore, we have to free ourselves of the culture of
insanity, which is the prevalent popular culture of the world
today. The reason institutions don’t function, is not that
they’re corrupt, in the ordinary use of “corruption.” They're
corrupted by popular culture. They're corrupted by popular
opinion. They’re corrupted by accepting popular opinion.
And, as long as they continue to accept what is presently
popular opinion, this culture, this civilization, is doomed!
Only by changing the cultureto reversethe processof cultural
degeneracy, which is producing the effects we face today,
will the human race survive, outlive, a new dark age, which
otherwise faces us.

Therefore, where do we start? We start with the young
generation, of university age, thosewho arewillingto become
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something serious; to become a serious proposition, and hav-
ing ameaningful life, as opposed to “going through the mo-
tions’ of trying to get through one end of the day to the other,
by finding some new pleasureto replacethe onewhichyou're
tired of. What do we do? They want to know the truth. They
must have a mooring place, outside the domain of fantasy
and decadence. What isthat mooring place? Tradition? Well,
there used to be traditions; there used to be Classical tradi-
tions, which have been largely destroyed. The tradition of
productive society, of modern European productive society,
which has been largely destroyed: Look at the Greenie phe-
nomenon. The existence of the Green Party, as part of the
government of Germany today, expressesamoral degeneracy
permeating the society! Otherwise, it could never comeinto
government. It's insane! | mean, do you want to live in the
world of the Dosenpfand, or one that produces wealth? Run
around trying to return bottles, return plastic bottles! Is that
your sense of ahuman life, ameaningful purposein life?

Therefore, you start, where? You start with truth. You
start withahistorically determined truth. That is, what history
has shown us up to now, isthetruth; by looking at the past of
man’ s greatest achievements, picking out apoint of reference
of man's greatest achievements, and saying, “Let’'s take
something, which is fairly fundamental, it's immediate, it's
general: Let usget anew mooring place. Let usget an anchor
on knowledge. An anchor on certainty, an anchor on what we
mean by truth. Now, if we know that what we're doing is
governed by our experience and practice of amethod of truth-
seeking, thenwecango outinsociety, asmissionaries, andtry
to organizethissociety to saveitself, whileit’ sstill possible.”

The reason that |’ ve been able to achieve the degree of
influence, the skyrocketing influence | have in the United
Statestoday, isbecause of the awed reaction of leading layers
in the United States, to what the youth movement represents
in respect to my candidacy as a Presidential candidate. That
iswhat hasmadethedifference. What I’ vedemonstrated with
that, and what the youth have demonstrated: Itisstill possible
to save humanity from a horrible holocaust, even at this late
stage of the game. And what you' retrying to do in that direc-
tion here, is part of it. We must realize, that only if we can
inspire the older generation—the old goats—you know, 50
years of age and so forth (baaal —old goats, you know)—if
we can inspire them, to come back to what the culture, the
tradition, had for them before—before this decadence—then
we can save society. The only way you' re going to move the
old goats, is to impress them with the fact that a younger
generation, particularly university age, is coming up, with
ideas, and providing moral leadership, a moral principle of
leadership, to get the old goats out of old goatishness, and get
back to humanity.

On that basis we can win! No guarantee, but we have a
chance to win. And, al | demand in war, isachance to win.
And we haveit now.

Thank you.
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Report from Germany by Rainer Apel

Euro-Russian Deals Skyrocketting

Thereisageneral increaseinjoint projects, with front-line aerospace
ventures ranking prominently in recent agreements and talks.

T heincreasing number of economic
agreements between Russia, and
France, Germany, and Italy, comes as
no surprise, because continental coop-
erative dealsare playing acrucial role
in Europe’s new policy of self-asser-
tion against the imperia drive of
Washington war-hawks around Vice
President Dick Cheney. Morethanthe
Franco-German-Russian  opposition
to the lrag War, these deal s—many of
them pioneering in high technol ogy—
demonstrate that the leading econo-
mies of the Eurasian land-mass are
looking after their own genuine in-
terests.

Someof thedesignsfor intensified
Euro-Russian cooperation that are be-
ing publicized only now, wereactually
formulated three years ago; but re-
cently, both sides have shown a com-
mitment to turn them into reality. Eu-
rope may soon sign long-term
cooperation and investment agree-
mentswith Russia, centering on secur-
ing the supply of crude oil and natural
gasfor Western Europe; several agree-
ments have been signed for joint man-
ufacturing of components of new gen-
erations of aircraft; and there are
several new initiativesfor cooperation
in space technology, aswell.

The original Russian proposal in
the Spring of 2000, to turn debt into
substantial industrial and infrastruc-
tural investment projects, unfortu-
nately, was not realized, especially for
Germany, which balked under the in-
fluence of short-sighted monetaristin-
terests in grabbing Russian debt pay-
ments.

A new Russian proposa to
Volkswagen, to build up an auto en-
gine production site in Russia, with

several billion euros of investments,
has a good chance of coming to pass.
But German efforts to have the Rus-
sian exclave of Kaliningrad be an en-
tryway for increased Euro-Russian
trade, has hit opposition in Moscow
and in other European capitals. Still,
Russia has just announced that direct
train connections between Moscow to
Berlin will run daily, and that a con-
nection from St. Petersburg to Berlin
viaKaliningrad will be open soon.

Moreover, an Aug. 20-21 Warsaw
meeting of theintergovernmental rail-
way commission of Russia, Belarus,
Poland, and Germany agreed to accel-
erate the completion of adirect freight
corridor from Moscow to Berlin and
ontoBrussels, viaMinsk and Warsaw.
With the improvements in customs
procedures at the respective borders,
announced by Russian Railway Min-
ister Gennady Fadeyev at the Warsaw
meeting, rail freight which now takes
three weeks to reach Berlin from
Moscow, will arrivein four days. Rail
freight traffic between Europe and
Asia, viathe Trans-Siberian Railroad,
has increased just this year, by 70%,
the Warsaw group announced.

The most spectacular progress,
however, is being made in aerospace.
At the just-concluded Moscow air ex-
hibit MAKS 2003, the Franco-Ger-
man-dominated European Aerospace
and Defense Agency (EADS) made
public some 20 cooperation agree-
ments with Russian manufacturers.
Thisincludes manufacturing essential
componentsfor civilian European pas-
senger jetslikethe Airbus, and also, as
emphasized in Moscow, for the A400-
M military air transport, which several
EU armed forces will use, beginning

in 2007. And, in 2005, a European-
Russian cooperation project will com-
plete the new launch site for Russian
launch vehiclesin French Guiana, not
far from where the European Space
Agency launchesitsArianelaunchve-
hicle.

What was unprecedented, was the
inking of Russo-German agreements,
on the sidelines of MAKS 2003: This
involves launching, over the years
2005-07, fiveGerman military spy sat-
ellites from the northern Russian site
at Plesetsk, which is operated by the
Russian Space Forces. The Germans
will usethese satellitesto operatetheir
SAR-Lupecamera, anew kind of syn-
thetic aperture radar surveillance sys-
tem, whichissaid to haveeven greater
precision than the U.S. devicesin use,
at present. Withthefivesatellitesand a
ground station systemin place, global
surveillance can take place indepen-
dently of the U.S. systems, making
available genuine, unfiltered intelli-
gencefor the Germansand the French,
who arealso are part of the agreement.

Once completed in 2007, the sys-
tem, which will orbit at 500 kilome-
ters, and operate night and day withno
interference from weather conditions,
will provide high-quality radar images
for at least ten years. The launches
from Plesetsk include use of the Rokot
launch vehicle, a joint project of
EADS and Russid's leading rocket-
developing agency Krunichev.

This cooperation agreement ap-
parently is only the kick-off for afar
more extensive cooperation in space
technology, as indicated by an Aug.
21 statement by the Russian agency
Rosoboroneksport, which announced
that this German-Russian deal “testi-
fiestothefurther expansion of cooper-
ation between Russian aircraft-mak-
ing enterprises and their Western
colleagues, and proves the existence
of a great potential in Russian-Ger-
man cooperation.”
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Cheney’s Energy Pirates Behind
Schwarzenegger Recall Hoax

by Jeffrey Steinberg

The very same Dick Cheney-Enron energy pirates who ripped strongman in power. California does not have to go through
off the people of California during the 2000-01 so-called en-that again.
ergy crisis, are now out to loot the state once again—under
the guise of the “recall Davis” referendum, and the candidacyCheney to California: Goto Hell
of the man Lyndon LaRouche refers to as the “overpriced The looting of California by the energy pirates, led by
geek act,” Arnold Schwarzenegger. Enron, Dynegy, Reliant, and Williams, was already under
While the rationale behind the drive to recall Gov. Gray way when George W. Bush and Dick Cheney were sworn in
Davis is that he drove the state into a $38 bhillion deficit, as President and Vice President in January 2001. But that was
EIR has systematically exposed (see chronology, below) thatothing, compared to the White House-sanctioned looting
California was robbed blind by Enron, Reliant, Williams En- ~ once they were in office. In 2000-01, California’s annual en-
ergy, and the whole crowd of energy pirates, who criminallyergy bill went from $7 billion to $28 billion, as a result of
conspired and profiteered off energy deregulation, while vir-  deregulation and the unbridled price manipulations brought
tually destroying the U.S. electric power grid. on by California’s passage of energy deregulation in 1996 to
The same people who brought Californians 1,000% in-  take effectin 2000.
creases in energy prices and resulting massive deficits, corpo- In December 2000, Governor Davis held emergency
rate bankruptcies, and job losses, were responsible for the  meetingsin Washington with President Bill Clinton, Treasury
Northeast energy blackout in August, which crippled manySecretary Lawrence Summers, and Federal Reserve Chair-
U.S. and Canadian cities, and left 50 million in the dark. man Alan Greenspan, to head off the imminent bankruptcy
And now, they want to overturn the 2002 California gu- of California’s two major public energy utilities, Pacific Gas
bernatorial elections by a GOP-bankrolled recall drive, aimed & Electric (PG&E) and Southern California Edison—the
at installing a Milton Friedman-loving Hollywood geek act fruits of year one of dereg. The utilities were caughtin a bind,
whose greatest claim to fame is that he pumped himself with because there were regulatory caps on the rates they coul
enough steroids, and puffed enough marijuana, to win someharge customers, but no ceiling on what the private energy
bodybuilding contests, and parlayed that into Hollywood hits ~ suppliers could charge them. By January 2001, the utilities
and a multimillion-dollar portfolio managed by some of Wall faced $11 billion in unpayable debts.
Street’s most notorious speculators. On his ownwebsite, “The As soon as Bush-Cheney took office, they delivered a
Terminator” boasts of his business acumen, which he learnetiessage to Californians: Go to Hell! President Bush an-
from his “mentors,” underground economy-promoter Milton ~ nounced a one-time-only, two-week extension of Clinton’s
“legalize drugs” Friedman, casino magnate Donald Trumpgemergency order forcing power-merchant companies to sell
real estate wheeler-dealer Leslie Wexner, and mega-specula- power to the near-bankrupt California utilities.
tor Warren Buffett. Vice President Cheney, appointed to head up the Admin-
As LaRouche comments, we already had one bad experi- istration’s energy task force on day eight of the Bush Presi-
ence, in Germany, when they installed a right-wing Austriandency, candidly told reporters the emergency order would not
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be renewed, and the Bush Administration would not lift a
finger to help California to counter the energy pirates. “I'm
a believer in markets,” he babbled. “1 think the notion of
deregulationisbasically sound. What happenedin California,
it was poorly executed.”

Never mind Cheney’s own lucrative career as CEO of
the energy firm Halliburton; never mind that Enron was the
largest corporate contributor to the Bush-Cheney campaign,
and the other energy pirates were right behind Enron in bid-
ding for Administration favor.

Shut off from any help from the Federal government,
California was compelled, on Jan. 31, 2001 to legidate $10
billion in new state bonds—just to buy electrical power. And
it would take a Feb. 21 Federal court order to force Reliant,
Williams, AES, and Dynegy to even keep selling to Cali-
fornia.

By March 2001, the piracy by the energy companies had
reached the point that the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission (FERC), although dominated by dereg backers, had
to launch a confidential probe into price manipulations by
Williams Energy and Reliant. Eventually both firmswould be
fined tens of millions of dollars for shutting down California
power generatorsin order to drive up prices. In the Williams
case, the shutdowns were carried out in 2000, before Bush-
Cheney, during the opening phase of the looting, but were
kept secret by FERC until after the Cheney task force report
wasissued fully embracing deregulation.

The fines were a dap on the wrist, as Williams' profits
soared by 172% in the first quarter of 2001, and Reliant’s
jumped by 104%—Ilargely due to the scalping of California.

All told, from the 2000-01 crisisto the present, California
has been robbed of asum greater than the current $38 billion
state deficit!

Dick, Arnie, and Ken Conspire

The Cheney energy task force was a rubber stamp for
Enron and the other energy pirates, who virtually wrote the
text of thegroup’ sreport, whichwasrushedto releaseon May
16, 2001 (a new Genera Accounting Office report assails
Cheney for keeping the entire effort secret—see accompany-
ing article). While the Cheney report peddied energy cartel
looting on the homefront, it also targetted Irag and other oil-
rich countries for imperial conquest and energy grab.

The Cheney report made scant mention of the California
crisis. Cheney also spat on Californiain a PBS “Frontling”
interview after the report was unveiled, coldly denying that
the energy giantswere functioning as a cartel. “ The problem
you hadin California,” Cheney lied, “was caused by acombi-
nation of things—an unwise regul atory scheme, becausethey
didn’t really deregulate. Now they’re trapped, from unwise
regul atory schemes, plusnot having addressed the supply side
of the issue. They’ve obviously created major problems for
themselves and bankrupted PG& E in the process.”

In April 2001, Cheney had met with Enron’ s chief execu-
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The grooming of the Governator. Warren Buffett (Ieft) and Arnold
Schwar zenegger are met by Lord Rothschild (right) asthey arrive
at Waddesdon Manor near Aylesbury, England in September 2002,
for an elite conference of global financial powers.

tive, Kenneth Lay, a member of the Pioneers group of Bush
campaign mega-contributors, who presented the Vice Presi-
dent with a memo laying out eight proposals. Seven of the
eight, al promoting radical deregulation, were adopted al-
most verbatimin the Cheney report. Lay reportedly also pres-
sured Cheney to ensure that his report made little mention of
Cadlifornia. Cheney obliged.

Lay was running a simultaneous campaign in California,
to focus the blame for the energy crisis on Governor Davis,
and to dodge state and Federal prosecutorsfor Enron’ spreda-
tory actions. Former Dow Jones Californiabureau chief Jason
Leopold recently revealed that on May 24, 2001—one week
after the Cheney report’ s release—L ay held a secret meeting
at the Peninsula Hotel in Beverly Hills, to organize a group
of GOPbigshotsand Hollywood celebstojoin hispropaganda
push against Davis, and peddle Enron’ s schemes for acceler-
ated looting of the state through even more drastic deregu-
lation.

Amongtheattendees: former LosAngelesMayor Richard
Riordan, infamous Drexel Burnham junk bond felon Michael
Milken—and Arnold Schwarzenegger! The attendees were
given aproposal titled “ Comprehensive Solution for Califor-
nia” One key feature was that all state and Federa probes
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into Enron’ srolein the Californiaenergy crisisshould imme-
diately be shut down.

Lay knew Enron was dying, despite robbing California
blind—the firm would file for bankruptcy Dec. 2, 2001—
when he made the pitch to end the probes and give Enron one
last chanceto loot itsway out of bankruptcy court.

A Leopold source at the meeting revealed that Schwarze-
negger and Riordan had been asked to the session as likely
GOP gubernatorial candidates against Davisin 2002.

Just beforethat meeting, on April 15, 2001, the New York
Times reported on a meeting between “Bush political advi-
sors’ and the Terminator, to discuss a gubernatorial run.
White House chief political advisor Karl Rove was quoted
sayingthat aSchwarzenegger run“would benice. That would
bereally, really nice. Thatwouldbereally, realy, really nice.”
In fact, Arnie had been at the White House, meeting with
Rove, on April 12.

Lord Jacob’sDark Age Soiré

While Schwarzenegger declined to run against Davisin
2002, he was being groomed by a much bigger group of fi-
nancier pirates for some political slot. On Sept. 23, 2002,
amid the Washington-London mobilization for war against
Irag, Arnold accompanied speculator Warren Buffett to a
gathering at the Waddesdon Manor estate of L ord Jacob Roth-
schild in Britain. London Times correspondent Anatole Ka-
letsky, aguest at the European Economic Roundtable confer-
ence, co-sponsored by Buffett and Rothschild, wrote about
the“dark age” gathering in acolumn on Sept. 26.

By Kaletsky’s account, the meeting aimed at giving the
elite financiers a preview of the hell to come, as Cheney and
British Prime Minister Tony Blair steered their governments
into a string of perpetual wars, starting in the Mideast, but
soon to engulf Eurasia. “The apocalyptic tone was set by a
hair-raising discussion of the Middle East,” Kaletsky wrote.
“ After hearing presentations from two well-placed Washing-
ton officials, it becameclear not only that war now wasinevi-
table—and in amatter of weeks, not months. Far morealarm-
ing, was that the war would not stop with the removal of
President Saddam Hussein, still less with a UN-sponsored
campaign to eliminate Iragq’s weapons of mass destruction.
... After dealing with Iraq, the pressure for ‘ regime change’
would shift to Iran, then Saudi Arabia, Syriaand Pakistan. . .
Asif an ever-expanding war were not bad enough, the eco-
nomic outlook presented to the gathered plutocrats was even
grimmer, since it was not overlaid with the blustering confi-
dence of the Washington war party. ... The economic ex-
perts—including James Wolfensohn, president of the World
Bank, Paul Volcker, the former chairman of the Federal Re-
serve Board, and, of course Buffett himself—all emphasized
theimpotence of monetary and fiscal policy after the collapse
of one of the greatest specul ative bubblesof all time. To make
matters worse, the assembled company generally agreed that
America and Britain would soon be threatened by new bub-
blesin the property market.”
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Since the September 2002 session, Lord Jacob Roth-
schild has emerged as the “white knight” designated to save
Russian oligarch Mikhail Khodorkovsky, should President
Vladimir Putin move against Khodorkovsky's Y ukos oil
empire. The same Khodorkovsky was recently a guest of
Buffett et a. at the Sun Valley, Idaho ranch of Meyer
Lansky’s favorite broker, Herbert Allen, Jr., at the annual
gathering of telecommunications executives and Wall Street
speculators. According to one Russian source, Kho-
dorkovsky capped his U.S. visit with a secret meeting with
Vice President Cheney.

In July 2000, a somewhat less €lite collection of finan-
ciers, technocrats, and politicians than those assembled by
Lord Jacob at his British manor, had gathered at the Council
on Foreign Relationsin New Y ork City, to anoint George W.
Bush and Al Gore asWall Street/L ondon-vetted Presidential
candidates, because both men would hand financia crisis
management to the Federal Reserve and the banks.

According to accounts by Reuters and the Scotsman, the
Waddesdon Manor event similarly vetted the Terminator as
the man for this season of wars and financial catastrophes.

Enter George Shultz

Tomakeclear that Schwarzenegger isout to rape Califor-
niain thetradition of Dick Cheney’s Enron: On the opening
day of hisquest for the governor’ smansion, Schwarzenegger
showed up with his new chief campaign economic advisor,
George Shultz, the man who installed Paul Wolfowitz and
Richard Perle as top campaign policy wonks for George W.
Bush, and whoin 1971 was the official who convinced Presi-
dent Nixon to end the Bretton Woods system, thustriggering
more than 30 years of global speculativelooting and physical
economic breakdown.

Inrecent years, Shultz, whileretaining his status asdirec-
tor of the Bechtel Corp. (a key benefactor, along with Halli-
burton, of theBush-Cheney IraqWar), hashecomeacel ebrity
in his own right—by peddling the legalization of drugs and
thetotal deregulation of theglobal financial system. Not even
the International Monetary Fund would survive Shultz’ saxe.
He proposes a totally Darwinian global financial system, in
which only the fittest would survive. Perhaps Shultz should
take a second look at his new protégé, since many years of
steroid abuse have turned his Mr. Universe legendary pecto-
ralsinto flabby feminine breasts.
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California’s 2001 Crisis

Cheney Covered for
The Energy Pirates

by Marcia Merry Baker

OnJan. 28,2001, VicePresident Dick Cheney wasdesignated
head of the National Energy Policy Development Group
(NEPDG), created as one of the first actions taken by newly
inaugurated President George W. Bush. Although the Bush-
Cheney ticket was already seen in 2000 as the “Big Energy”
candidacy—for reasonsthat were obvious, such as Cheney’s
heading the Halliburton oil company—what ensued over the
next four months of the Task Force's operations went way
beyond mere* special interests’ corruption. Therecord shows
that Cheney, at the highest level, covered in 2001 for outright
criminal activitiesin California by the energy pirate compa-
nies—Enron, Williams, Reliant, Dynegy, etc.

Asof today, the state of Californiahas$43billioninlong-
term energy contracts as a direct result of the bilking during
2001. Before deregulation, the average price of a kilowatt-
hour (kwh) of electricity in Californiawas $30-35, but during
Spring 2001, it jumped to more than $300 on average, with
spikes as high as $3,700. Compared to paying $7 hillion for
electricity in 2000, Californiapaid $28 billion in 2001—fully
$12 hillion “extra’ going to the pirates.

Figure 1 summarizesthe essential point: During January
to May 2001, when Cheney’s Task Force was in operation,
the wholesale price of electricity skyrocketted in California,
while power output was taken off-linein aclearly contrived
pattern that further drove up prices. Cheney protected those
perpetrating the looting and fraud. How did Cheney pull it
off? No mastermind he, Cheney simply stonewalled and lied:
“Any energy problems are the result of imperfect deregula-
tion. Wewill have morederegulation.” Themethod isexactly
the same as that which Cheney displayed in the recent count-
down to war against Iraqg, in which he asserted: “Saddamisa
nuclear threat. We will make war against Irag.”

Thedamageto the publicinterest during the January-May
2001 period of Cheney’s energy tenure, was unprecedented
in the history of the nation—and it continues today. During
four monthsin 2001, Californiawas hit six times with state-
widerolling blackouts, for the first time since World War I1;
wholesale electricity prices spiked from $90 per megawatt-
hour (MWh) to more than $2,500 per MWh; Pacific Gas &
Electric (PG&E), one of thetwo main Californiautility com-
panies, declared Chapter 11 bankruptcy; the state went from
abudget surplus of $12 billion in Summer 2000, to a deficit
in 2001, which today stands at $38 hillion.
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FIGURE 1

Energy Pirates Withheld Electricity, Jacked
Up Prices in California During Cheney’s
Energy Task Force — January to May 2001
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Sources: California Energy Commission; California Power Exchange;
University of California Energy Institute.

Elsewhere in the country, prices also spiked throughout
2000 and 2001 for energy of al kinds—natural gas, propane,
gasoline. During the Winter months, the spot pricefor natural
gas hit $9.50 per million btu, up from under $2.50 one year
earlier. By May 2001, 4.6 million U.S. households (7-10 mil-
lion people) faced power cutoffs for non-payment of hills,
mainly because of energy-price hyperinflation. Agriculture,
industry, and transportation were slammed.

But, on May 16, 2001, the Cheney Task Force report was
released, demanding even more energy deregulation as the
national policy. This program remainsthe Bush-Cheney pol-
icy, despite the fact that Enron and the other major energy
pirates that looted California have been exposed as thieves.
The “California Effect”—the end result of deregulation—
was most recently seen again in August, in the 50 million-
person Northeast blackout. And, fuel pricesareagain soaring.

January 2001: U.S. Energy Crisis Explodes
Situation: Asof the new year 2001, the price of all types
of energy inthe United Stateswerein thethroesof hyperinfla-
tion, shortages (much of them contrived), and wild profiteer-
ing by the nouveaux “merchant” (that is, speculator) energy
companies (see Figure 1, and Figure 2-4). This was the im-
pact of thevarious state, local, and Federal deregulation mea-
sures that were taking effect for electricity, natura gas, ail,
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FIGURE 2

World Qil Price Disconnects From Supply
Under Deregulation
(Indexed to 1995=100)
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FIGURE 3

U.S. Natural Gas Disconnects From Supply,
Under Deregulation

(Indexed to 1995=100)
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Sources: California Power Exchange, U.S. Dept. of Energy, EIR.

FIGURE 4
California Electricity Price Disconnects From
Supply, Under Deregulation

(Indexed to August 1998 =100)
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and other forms of energy. (Even a coal futures market was
being created by Enron.)

In the forefront was California, thefirst state to have en-
acted el ectricity deregulation, signedintolawin 1996 by Gov.
Pete Wilson (R), after apolitical assault by Enron and related
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Sources: U.S. Dept. of Energy, EIR.

financial circles. The policy kicked in during 2000, and by
December, spot price spikesonthe Californiawhol esale el ec-
tricity exchange (Cal PX) were hitting levels more than 15
times higher than two years earlier, before the “ free market”
wasin operation. On Dec. 13, the day-ahead average Uncon-
strained Market Clearing Price (UMCP) of electricity on the
Cal PX hit $1,406.76 per MWh; California’s 1998 average
pricewas $90.30. During December, the average UMCP was
$398.97 per MWh. Thepirate power companies—Enron, Dy-
negy, Reliant, Williams, Capine, AES—posted record
profits in the fourth quarter of 2000, while, with end-user
prices capped, California's two main utilities, PG& E and
Southern California Edison, had to borrow heavily and
headed toward bankruptcy. As of Christmas 2000, electricity
rates to end users throughout the West, as well aswholesale
prices, weresoaring in many |ocations—for example, on Dec.
25, rates rose 30% in Tacoma, Washington.

OnDec. 28-29, Governor DavismetinWashington, D.C.,
in emergency sessions with Treasury Secretary Lawrence
Summers and Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Greenspan.
Davisappealed for Federal intervention, after the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission (FERC) had issued a finding
in December that “merchant power companies’ (the energy
pirates) were, indeed, not charging “fair and reasonable”
rates, but then said it would take no action.

Elsewhere, energy prices of all kinds were soaring; in
New England, fuel oil was50% higher thanthepreviousyear;
inthe Midwest, natural gasrateswere morethan 200% above
previous levels. Governors, Congressmen, and city councils
were all appealing for Federal emergency action. Some 20
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stateswerediscussing energy re-regulation, in contrast to the
earlier deregulation bandwagon.

On Jan. 17-18, rolling blackouts struck California.

On Jan. 18, George W. Bush, in interviews, made clear
his Administration intended to do nothing to curb the profi-
teering of the private companies. In particular, he dismissed
the idea of Federa price caps on the price of wholesale elec-
tricity in the West, which had been requested by Governor
Davis, California’ s Senators Dianne Feinstein (D) and Bar-
baraBoxer (D), and the governors of the surrounding states.

Cheney’s Record: On Jan. 20, Bush was inaugurated
President. On Jan. 23, he announced that he would extend
for two weeks a Federal order compelling merchant power
suppliers to continue to sell electricity to California utilities
(now facing an inability to pay the hyperinflated prices). But
that would be the last action he would take for California.
He then announced that Cheney would head a newly created
National Energy Development Task Force.

On Jan. 28, Cheney gave hisviewsininterviewswith the
Sunday nationally televised talk shows. He reiterated that
Bush’s Jan. 23 two-week extension of emergency orders for
energy firms to continue to supply California would be the
only help forthcoming: “ The President madeit very clear that
that is an absolute deadline.” Asked about state intervention
to take control of the electricity sector, Cheney responded,
“That wouldn’t be my choice. I'm abeliever in markets. . . .
| think the notion of deregulation is basically sound. What
happened in California—it was poorly executed.” He an-
nounced a Feb. 1 meeting with Western states’ governors.

On Jan. 29, the first meeting of the Cheney Task Force
was held at the White House. Those in attendance included
Secretary of Energy Spencer Abraham, Treasury Secretary
Paul O’ Neill, Commerce Secretary Donald Evans, Transpor-
tation Secretary Norman Mineta, Agriculture Secretary Ann
Veneman, and Environmental Protection Agency head Chris-
tine Todd Whitman. Bush said that this would be the first of
a series of meetings to be chaired by Cheney. White House
spokesman Ari Fleischer told reporters later, “There was no
new ground broken” at the meeting regarding California
Fleischer repeated what was to become the consistent line:
The Cheney-Bush energy policy would focus on how to pro-
videmoreoil and gasfor thefuture. Cheney’ sdogmawasthat
any special problemsin Californiaweretheresult of “flawed
deregulation,” and that more deregulation, not Federal inter-
vention, was required. This was repeated for the next four
months by all Administration spokesmen, the President, and
in particular, by Ken Lay, chairman of Enron.

What was most striking at the time was the number of
members of the incoming Bush Administration who had ties
to Enron and other energy companies, and al so the significant
amounts of funding provided by Enron, Reliant, and other
energy firms to the Bush-Cheney campaign and to the cam-
paigns of other selected candidates.

Both the mega-profits and mega-donations by the energy
pirates were unprecedented. Table 1 shows the percentage
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TABLE 1
Profits Soar at U.S. Energy Companies:
Increase in Net Profts, 2000 over 1999

Percent
Increase

570%
436%
277%
259%
250%
238%
218%

Company

EOG Corp
Unocal
Williams
Apache
Phillips
Calpine
Kerr McGee
Dynegy 210%
Occidental 176%
AEA 165%
Conoco 149%
Texaco 139%
Chevron 138%
BP Amoco 129%
ExxonMobil 102%
Shell 85%
Reliant Energy 65%
Dominion Resources 36%
Enron 32%
Coastal 31%
Duke Energy 18%

Source: EIR, March 9, 2001, p. 14.
*EOG Resources, formerly Enron Oil & Gas, is a spin-off of Enron Corp.

increase in profits for 2000 over 1999 by the leading U.S.
energy companies, for example, Enron Oil and Gas (570%),
Williams (277%), Calpine (240%), and Dynegy (210%).
Table 2 shows the percentage increase and total dollar in-
creasein profits of themajor suppliersto California. But high
astheserateswere, therate of hyper-profitswas even steeper
in the opening weeks of 2001.

Mega-political funding went along with the profiteering
(see Table 3). For example, for the 2001 Bush-Cheney Inau-
guration Committee, Enron, Enron’s Jeffrey Skilling, and
Kenand LindaL ay each gave $100,000; Reliant Energy CEO
Steve L etbetter al so gave $100,000, asdid Southern Co. Alto-
gether, electric utilities donated $845,000 to the Inaugural
Committee.

Enron donated $1.61 million to Republicans overall dur-
ing the campaign, of which $630,179 was hard money and
$979,850 was soft money. Altogether, the energy companies
donated $2,032,883 in hard money and $2,061,950 in soft
money to the Republicans. (Smaller, though significant,
amounts went to Democrats.)

These companies donated $196,395 to Bush’'s campaign.
Enron was the leading contributor to both Bush and Gore,
giving Bush $127,525 and Gore $11,250, followed by Reliant
(James Baker’ scompany), which gave $35,070 to Bush. The
Republican National Committee received $1,366,090 from
energy companies. Again, Enron led the pack, giving
$713,200. (Smaller amounts went the the Democrats.)
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TABLE 2
California Power Suppliers Post Mega-Profits
for 2000

TABLE 3
Political Donations by Energy Cartel Firms,
2000

($ Millions) ($ Thousands)
% Company Republicans Democrats Total

Company 1999 2000 Change

Enron $1,610.0 $ 728.3 $2,338.3
Williams Cos. $ 221 $ 832 276% Southern Co. 856.5 275.0 1,131.5
Calpine Corp. 95 323 240% Reliant Corp. 634.6 190.3 824.9
Dynegy 146 452 210% Edison Electric
AES 228 657 188% Institute* 347.1 293.6 640.6
Arizona Public Svc. 127 307 141% Williams Cos. 244.0 30.9 274.8
Reliant 528 819 55% Duke Energy 210.8 66.3 277.0
Enron 893 1,266 42% Arizona Public Svc. 92,5 14.8 107.2
Duke Energy 1,507 1,776 18%  Dynegy 60.2 59.9 120.5
Southern 1,276 1,313 3% AES Corp. 4.7 76.2 80.9
Total $5,022 $7,745 54% Calpine Corp. 34.7 39.5 74.1

Total $4,095.0 $1,774.5 $5,869.4

Source: Company reports, analyzed by Public Citizen, February 2001.

February 2001: Cheney Stonewalls

Situation: On Feb. 1, with the Federal government refus-
ing to help, the California Assembly passed a bill, approved
by the Senate the day before, that wasintended by thelegidla-
ture and Governor Davis to shore up the state's electricity
system. At thispoint, PG& E and Southern California Edison
had racked up at least $12 billionin debt because of the higher
electricity prices and were facing bankruptcy.

The gist of the emergency law was that the state would
interpose itself between the energy merchant pirate compa-
nies, and the utilities PG& E and Southern California Edison,
with the state buying the electricity from the merchant power
suppliers and selling it at alower price to the two utilitiesto
supply their end-user customers. The state had to gointo debt
to do this—thefirst estimate was a$10 billion bond issuance,
but this was soon seen as way too small. At the same time,
the state committed itself to signing long-term contracts with
the energy piratesto obtain electricity at priceslower thanthe
exorbitant market rates. Theenergy pirates balked at entering
into such contracts. Some even refused to provide electricity
for California, arguing that they anticipated non-payment by
PG& E, Southern California Edison, and the state.

The pattern then began to become widely knownin Cali-
fornia, of an unually high number of power plants that were
being closed down for suspicious reasons, which inevitably
drove up prices. Several of the energy companies were con-
spicuous in this “gaming,” including Reliant of Houston.
Governor Davis denounced Reliant and called for an investi-
gation. In the San Diego area, lawmakers gathered evidence
for acriminal suit.

On Feb. 15, the“ Stage Three Alert” in Californiamarked
the 31st day of potentia rolling blackouts in the state. Still,
the energy companies continued their gaming and threats.

On Feb. 21, aFederal judge ordered the merchant energy
companies to continue selling electricity to California, on
groundsthat the public safety was at stake.
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* Association of investor-owned power companies.
Source: Public Disclosure Inc. (www.tray.com) data analyzed by Public Citi-
zen, February 2001.

Public Citizen shows that the major California power producers
and marketers donated $5.9 million to Federal candidates and
political parties during 1999-2000; of thisamount, $4.1 million
went to Republicans and $1.8 million went to Democrats.

As of Feb. 23, only four out of ten wholesale supplier
pirates had agreed to sign along-term contract with the state.
They weretill holding out, and holding the public at ransom.

Governor Davis, in theframework of the attempted state-
level rescue, went to Wall Street to talk up his new state
measures for shoring up the bankrupt utility companies, and
for a near-future bond issuance by California. The state was
now incurring debt in the range of millions of dollars aday.

Hyperinflation in California had extended throughout all
kinds of energy. Natural gas prices in Calfornia had risen
by 489% from March 2000 to February 2001, with the two
Houston-based energy companies—Enron and El Paso Natu-
ral Gas—raking in mega-profits.

Cheney’ sRecord: OnFeb. 1, the Cheney Task Forcemet
with the governors of the Western states. Cheney decreed
that no price controls, nor any Federal intervention to ensure
reliable electricity supplies, would be forthcoming.

On Feb. 26, as the chaos worsened, President Bush at-
tended asecond Western states governors meeting. Washing-
ton state Gov. Gary Locke personally appealed to Bush for
Federa intervention to set regional caps on wholesale elec-
tricity prices. But Bush repeated the Cheney decree: No.
Meantime, Cheney refused to respond to repeated reguests
to his Task Force from Western states' Congressmen for a
meeting on the energy disaster.

March 2001: Cheney to California, ‘Goto Hell’

Situation: On March 1, a “Stage Two Alert” was an-
nounced for California, signifying blackout danger, because
power reserves had fallen to under 5%. The same day, PG& E
announced it was defaulting on another $1.21 hillion in pay-
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mentsto merchant power suppliers. Thescaleof overcharging
had reached the point that on March 1, the Independent Sys-
tem Operator (I SO, coordinating the el ectricity sector) of Cal-
ifornia issued figures showing that for the two months of
December 2000 and January 2001, Californiahad paid atotal
of $11 billion for electricity! This compared with $7 billion
for the entire year 2000. The SO published its calculations,
and stated that two-thirds of the charges to California for
December-January were “excessive.”

California Congressmen attempted various flanking ac-
tions against the Cheney lock on Washington. On March 5,
Rep. Bab Filner (D), from the San Diego area, filed acriminal
suit against some of the energy pirate firms, citing how they
were gaming the markets and bilking the population.

Cheney’s Record: Cheney continued to refuse any con-
tact with California Congressmen, to the point where 26
Western states lawmakers—including Republican Rep.
Duncan Hunter from San Diego, wrote on March 6 to Presi-
dent Bush, appealing to him directly for aFederal emergency
price cap on wholesale el ectricity prices.

At aMarch 6 House Commerce Committee hearing, Rep.
Jay Inslee (D-Wash.) denounced Cheney for stonewalling.
Inslee recounted that it was President Bush who personally
toldIndeeto“talk totheVicePresident,” when Bush attended
aDemocratic Party retreat in Western Pennsylvaniaearlier in
the year and Inslee had asked him about the possibility of
Federal intervention in the energy crisis. Inslee said he had
tried for three weeksto reach Cheney and the Task Force, but
got no reply. On March 19, Cheney presented an “interim”
report to President Bush from the Task Force, formulated
to bar any Federal relief for the worsening Western states
power crisis.

Under the Cheney Task Forceregime, asecrecy wrap was
placed on a FERC investigation begun in March, which was
documenting blatant gaming of the Californiael ectricity mar-
kets by Williams and Reliant. The companies were gaming,
by shutting down capacity and thus driving up prices. Under
the Cheney policy, these findings were kept secret. Eventu-
ally, the illegalities were made known, and Williams was
fined $10.8 million and Reliant $13.8 million—token penalt-
ies, given their looting worth billions of dollars.

Themerchant energy pirates’ profitsduring thefirst quar-
ter of 2001 were off the charts. For January through March,
Enron Oil and Gas profitsincreased 448% over ayear earlier;
Williams, 172%; Reliant, 104%. Calpine, heavily operating
in the California markets, showed a 424% increase (see
Table4).

April 2001: Cheney ConfabsWith Enron’sLay

Situation: On April 6, PG& E declared Chapter 11 bank-
ruptcy. The state, continuing its policy of buying electricity
on the speculative markets to supply PG&E and Southern
California Edison, was now paying as much as $70 million a
day. Governor Davis, facing the disappearance of the 2000
state budget surplus, came up with $3.2 billion in expenditure
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TABLE 4

Profits Soar at Selected Energy Companies,
First Quarter 2001

(First Quarter 2001 Compared to First Quarter 2000)

Company Increase Company Increase
EOG Resources* 448% Chevron 53%
Calpine 424% BP plc** 52%
Williams 172% Duke Energy 51%
Apache 158% El Paso 46%
Unocal 122% ExxonMobil 44%
Reliant Energy 104% Texaco 39%
Occidental 93% Southern 35%
Phillips 86% Dominion 28%
Mirant 84% Enron 26%
Kerr McGee 81% Shell 23%
Dynegy 73% AES 19%
Conoco 58%

Source: Company financial reports.
* EOG Resources, formerly Enron Oil & Gas, was a spin-off of Enron Corp.
** BP had dropped the Amoco from its name, reverting to BP plc.

cuts from the budget he had proposed in January. On April
18, Davismet withtheL egislatureand asked for authorization
for astate bond issuance of $14 billion, not the $10 billion he
had requested barely five weeks earlier.

Lawmakersin other states, seeing what was happeningin
Cadlifornia and the Cheney-Bush intransigence on protecting
thepiracy, scrambled to comeup with state and local formsof
re-regulation. On April 18, Nevada Republican Gov. Kenny
Guinn signed into law are-regulation hill.

The energy merchant companieswere claiming wild suc-
cess. The April 16 Fortune 500 list now posted among the
top 20 companies: Enron, in 7th place (up from 18th a year
earlier); Duke Energy (now 17th, up from 69th).

Cheney’ sRecord: During April, Cheney met with Enron
Chairman Ken Lay, among other private energy company
officials he met with in the name of Task Force business. Of
theeight recommendationsL ay includedinamemorandumto
Cheney, seven appeared in thefinal draft of Cheney’ sEnergy
Task Force Report. Lay’ smajor point wasthat morederegula-
tion of energy must be implemented.

On April 30, Cheney spoke in Toronto, Canada, telling
the Associated Press that no form of electricity price caps
would be implemented.

Cheney’s secrecy practice of shutting out Congressmen
and othersfrom the Task Force continued to the point that, in
April, the GAO was asked by six Representatives and Sena
torsto examinethe process used by the Task Force. The GAO
eventually said, “ TheVicePresident denied usaccesstovirtu-
ally al requested information.” (See accompanying article.)

May 2001: Cheney’sEnergy Policy
OrdersMore Chaos

Situation: OnMay 7, thefifth day of rolling blackouts hit
Cdlifornia. The fact that this was contrived is dramatically
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FIGURE 5

Blackouts Hit California in Spring 2001
Despite 35,000 MW Demand — Far Lower
Than Past Peaks
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Source: California Energy Commission.

clear from the fact that peak demand the first week in May
wasin the range of 34,450 megawatts, far bel ow the peaks of
the previous Summer of more than 44,000 MW when black-
outsdid not occur (seeFigure5). What was behind the black-
outs, was the removal, all at one time, of a huge amount
of power generation capacity. An estimated 12,000 MW of
power generation, including four nuclear plants, were offline
for repairs—and so the pirates could game the markets, as
was later documented, and as was known in the control and
trade rooms of the big-name speculator power companies at
the time. Spot wholesale electricity prices were running at
$510 MW per hour, more than tenfold higher than one year
earlier, and at a time when electricity usage was down in
Californiaby 9% from one year earlier!

On May 7, the California State Assembly approved Gov-
ernor Davis’ bondissuancerequest of $13.4 billion. But many
guestions were unanswered: What interest rate would be re-
quired? Could the issuance succeed? Would more money be
needed?

Governor Davis began to intensify his attacks on the pi-
rates and the Bush-Cheney policy. On ABC News “This
Week” Sunday talk show, on May 13, Davis blasted Reliant
Energy for charging the state $1,900 per MWh in the first
week of May, when the state was desperately looking for
electricity in order to avoid blackouts. Reliant was charging
fivetimesthe prevailing, already outrageous market price.

‘That’s obscene,” Davis told ABC News' George Ste-
phanopoulos. “No one can defend that. The company is
named Reliant. It's in Texas. It's a big buddy of President
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Bush and Vice President Cheney, and they can’t just sit back
and say, ‘Hey, itain't our proplem.” ”

On May 16, Davis signed a hill into law creating a state
power authority. At the signing ceremony, heleveled awarn-
ing at the speculator electricity suppliers: “1f they don’t want
to seetheir plants seized [by the state, under eminent domain
procedures], they should make sure their plants are up and
running this Summer.”

Cheney’s Record: On May 1, Cheney went to Capitol
Hill to give a private briefing to House Republicans. He
warned that he, that is, the Administration, would aggres-
sively oppose anything resembling electricity price caps. On
the same day, an amendment that would have implemented a
Federal wholesale €electricity price-control measure was de-
feated by avoteof 20to 12. Onthesameday, “ The Electricity
Emergency Act” wasintroduced by Rep. JoeBarton (R-Tex.).
It was nicknamed the “Emergency Rule’ bill because it
spelled out how the Federal Emergency Management Agency
and other entities should carry out domestic control opera-
tionsin the event of widespread power outages.

On May 5, Bush, Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld,
and Assistant Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz gave a
White House press conference to announce that California
military bases would be ordered to cut use of electricity, to
“do their share” to cut energy usage in the state.

Cheney launched amediablitz for hisgo-to-hell message
to California. On May 5, he told Los Angeles Times writer
Doyle McManus, that he opposed any action to bring price
relief toCalifornia. “1I’ maskeptic. I’ ve never seen priceregu-
lationsthat I’ vefelt very good about,” Cheney said. “ Theway
you addressthese issues, isyou either have to reduce demand
or increase supply. And anything that doesn’t do that is count-
erproductive. Ultimately, | think we' re going to be better off
if we have a deregulated energy market in this country.” He
reiterated this policy to Cable Network News on May 9.

On May 16, Cheney presented hisfinal, 170-page report,
“ Affordable, and Environmentally Sound Energy for Ameri-
ca's Future” Downplaying Cadlifornia's crisis, the report
called for morederegulation acrosstheboard, and for interna-
tional control over priority oil resource regions.

Within days of the release of the Energy Task Force Re-
port, the Public Broadcasting System program “Frontline”
broadcast its interview with Cheney. Asked whether energy
corporationswere acting like a cartel, Cheney said, “No.” He
added: “The problem you had in Californiawas caused by a
combination of things—an unwise regulatory scheme, be-
causethey didn’t really deregulate. Now they’ retrapped from
unwise regulatory schemes, plus not having addressed the
supply side of the issue. They’'ve obviously created major
problems for themselves and bankrupted PG&E in the
process.”

Enron’sKenLay, like Cheney, went onthestumpinMay,
to insist on more deregulation, and lay blame on California,
and on Governor Davis in particular. On May 22, Lay ad-
dressed the New England Regulatory Commissionersconfer-
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ence in Mystic, Connecticut, saying that, a year ago, most
states and countries were moving toward deregulation, but
today, there is a lot of second-guessing going on, thanks to
Cadlifornia Governor Davis having said, “Deregulation is
dead.”

Lay then gave ashort history of deregulation, going back
to British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher. He said that
Cadliforniaderegulated in afaulty way, and that this might be
why the state could have atotal electricity bill of $70 billion
and rolling blackouts. But for certain, price caps are not the
solution, he said; they never were. Lay told the New England
audience that the “solution” for Californiais “real-time pric-
ing’—installing meters everywhere, commercial and resi-
dential, and offering inducementsto forgo use of electricity.

Thenon May 24, Lay wasin Californiafor asecret politi-
cal meeting. Former Dow Jones Californiabureau chief Jason
Leopold recently revealed that the session took place at the
PeninsulaHotel in Beverly Hills, for Lay to organize agroup
of GOP higshots and Hollywood celebritiesto join his propa-
ganda drive against Davis, and peddle Enron’s schemes for
accelerated looting of the state through even more drastic
deregulation schemes.

Among the attendees were former Los Angeles Mayor
Richard Riordan, infamous Drexel Burnham junk bond felon
Michael Milken, and Arnold Schwarzenegger. The attendees
at the 90-minute session were given an eight-page proposal
titled “Comprehensive Solution for California” One of its
key points was that all state and Federal investigations into
Enron’sroleinthe Californiaenergy crisismust immediately
be shut down.

Sequelae

On Oct. 15, 2001, Enron announced it had falsified finan-
cial statements; on Dec. 2, 2001, Enron declared bank-
ruptcy—the largest corporate bankruptcy in U.S. history.
Subsequent investigations have also documented the fraud
and looting practices by the other prominent energy pirates,
including Reliant, Mirant, El Paso, and Williams. The state
of California sdebtisnow $38 billion. And the Bush-Cheney
energy policy today remains the same as the May 16, 2001
Cheney National Energy Report.

LaRouche’s Record
For Reregulation

On Jan. 3, 2001, speaking at an international webcast event
in Washington, D.C., Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon H.
LaRouche, Jr. declared what had to be donefor the California
and national energy crisis: “ Immediately, through the Fed-
eral Government, create two steps: . . . Establish reregula-
tion, emergencyreregulation. Doit under Clinton. Don’ t wait
for Bush. Do it now! . .. And then get some money in there.
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... Get some power generation going in that area. We're
going to ensure a safe and adequate supply of energy, to
industry and to populations throughout the area.”

The following are some of the key interventions by
LaRouche during the 2000-2001 energy disaster period.

Sept. 19, 2000: LaRouche issues a 10-point memoran-
dum, as a policy summary, “On the Subject of Emergency
Action by Governmentsto Bring the Present Petroleum-Price
Inflation Under Control.”

Dec. 4, 2000: In Boston, LaRouche's policy proposals
are presented in testimony at a hearing of the Boston City
Council’s State and Federal Affairs Committee, convened
to hear public discussion on a “Resolution on Emergency
Governmental Action to Reduce Oil and Natural Gas
Prices’—a proposal for reregulation by Councilman Chuck
Turner. LaRouche's statement of support was presented,
stressing, “ Themeasurebeforeyou, if adopted, issurely, once
again, ashot which will be heard around the world.”

LaRouche and associates collaborate with state and local
lawmakers for reregulation. In Nevada, State Sen. Joe Neal
(D-North Las Vegas) introduces a bill to roll back deregula-
tion; other states and citiesdemand reregulation. Neal travels
to California, Ohio, and later, Mexico, collaborating with the
LaRouche effort to expose the energy pirates, and reregul ate
electricity.

Jan. 3, 2001: In Washington, D.C., LaRouche calls for
emergency Federal energy reregulation actionfor California.

Feb. 4, 2001: In California, LaRouche addresses ayouth
conference, calling for afull-scale energy reregul ation organ-
izing campaign, and warning against Cheney, et al. His ad-
dress is titled, “On the California Energy Crisis—As Seen
and Said by the Salton Sea,” and specifies how deregulation
and energy speculation led up to the crisis, what practical
measures are called for immediately from government, what
legal precedents exist, and what consequences can be ex-
pected if the proper action does not take place. The candidate
made an explicit warning on Cheney: “ The present Adminis-
tration and its complement in the Congress, hastwo principal
features. On the one side, as typified by cases such as Vice-
President Cheney and Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld, it is
identified with the Wall Street ' establishment.” ”

Jan. 31, 2001: LaRouche' sreregulation program is sub-
mitted to the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Commit-
tee, in EIRtestimony to ahearing onthe Californiacrisis, and
at many subsequent hearings.

Feb. 13, 2001: A 200,000 press run of LaRouche’s Feb.
4 Cdifornia crisis speech is issued as a national mass pam-
phlet on reregulation by the LaRouche in 2004 campaign,
with follow-up reprintings.

Feb. 14, 2001: In Sacramento, California, the LaRouche
Y outh Movement conducts an intense “lobbying day” for
reregulation, timed withthe State A ssembly’ s Special Session
on Energy Pricing. Theyoung activists continueto hold these
action-daysin coming weeks.
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Feb. 23, 2001: A new, LaRouche-commissioned weekly
EIR feature commences, “EIR Energy Crisis Update—
Agenda for National Emergency Action,” for the purpose
of arming the growing political organizing drive with the
broadest view of the battle.

March 7, 2001: In addition to a Sacramento mass-1obby-
ing day, such lobbying actionsare now taking placeregularly
in many other states, including Texas, lowa, Illinois, Minne-
sota, and Pennsylvania.

April 18, 2001: The Nevadaenergy-reregulation law ini-
tiated by Sen. Joe Neal (D) issigned into law by Gov. Kenny
Guinn (R).

May 22, 2001 In Harrisburg, Pennsylvania a “Day of
Action” takes place, one week after Cheney’s Energy Task
Force Report is released, in which 75 activists from around
the state, associated with LaRouche's 2004 campaign, stage
arally under the capitol rotunda against deregulation. Rep.
Harold James (D-Philadelphia) calls for support for
LaRouche' semergency financial reorganization proposals—
a“New Bretton Woods® effort, and adds:. “1 respect hisidea
when he proposesthat public utilities should be reregulated.”

GAOQ: Cheney Hid Truth
On Energy Dealings

by Richard Freeman and Arthur Ticknor

U.S. Vice President Dick Cheney “denied us accessto virtu-
ally all requested” records of his Energy Task Force's con-
duct, the U.S. General Accounting Office (GAO), Congress
investigativearm, charged inareport issued Aug. 25. The 26-
page report, “Energy Task Force: Process Used to Develop
the National Energy Policy,” has a delimited scope, but con-
tains adevastating indictment of Cheney’ s backing the dere-
gulation and manipulation of energy prices, by Enron and
Duke Power, which sent prices skyrocketing, crippled the
Cdiforniaeconomy, and destroyeditsbudget. Whilethe Task
Forcewasmeeting, he met with Enron’ sKen Lay; but for two
and a half years, Cheney has not allowed any records of the
Office of Vice President relative to the Task Force to be re-
leased.

The Cheney Energy Task Force—officially, the National
Energy Policy Development Group (NEPDG), which he
chaired—had been set up on Jan. 29, 2001, eight days after
the Administration took office. In April 2001, six members
of Congress asked the GAO to examine the process used by
the Task Force, and the costs associated with it; they included
Reps. Henry Waxman (D-Calif.) and John Dingell (D-Mich.),
then-ranking minority members of the House Committeeson
Government Reform, and Energy and Commerce, respec-
tively; and Sens. Carl Levin (D-Mich.) and Ernest Hollings
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(D-S.C.), chairmen of the Permanent Subcommittee of Inves-
tigations (of the Senate Committee on Government Affairs),
and the Committee on Commerce, Science and Transporta
tion. Specifically, GAO’ s objectives were to: 1) describe the
process NEPDG used to devel op the National Energy Policy
report, including whomit met with and thetopi csdiscussed at
these meetings, and 2) determine the costs associated withit.

The GAO report statesthat starting in Spring 2001, GAO
contacted the Office of the Vice President (OVP) to obtain
NEPDG records; but, “from the outset, OV P did not respond
to our request for information,” and even denied GAO the
opportunity to interview staff assisting Cheney. “ Despite our
concerted effortsto reach areasonable accommodation,” the
GAO said, “the Vice President denied us access to virtually
all requested information.” Moreover, Cheney’s “denial of
access, challenged GAO'’ sfundamental authority to evaluate
the process by which NEPDG had developed a national en-
ergy policy, and to obtain access to records that would shed
light on that process.”

Amid Lyndon LaRouche's campaign to force Cheney’s
resignation, the timing of the GAO report’ s rel ease may for-
cast an escalation against Cheney by Representatives Wax-
man and Dingell when Congressreconveneslater this month.

The National Energy Palicy report, which was presented
to Bush and released to the nation on May 16, 2001, “wasthe
product of acentralized, top-down, short-term (three and one-
half months), and labor-intensive process,” the GAO said.
Cheney’s Task Force “controlled most facets of the report’s
development.” Further, the GAO examines the role of the
energy companies, which it calls stakeholders, whose offi-
cials were meeting with the Vice President’ s Office, the En-
ergy Department, the Environmental Protection Agency, and
other government departments, while the Task Force Report
was being devised. The GAO report states, that due to Che-
ney’s “unwillingness to provide” records, even though the
Task Forcemet withrepresentativesfromtheenergy industry,
GAO was unable to determine “the extent to which submis-
sions from any of these ‘stakeholders' were solicited, influ-
enced policy deliberations, or wereincorporated into thefinal
report.” The Task Force even claimed that it did not know
whether minutes of the meetings were taken.

According to the GAO report, staffs of the Energy Task
Force held at | east two meetingswith Enron’ sKen Lay—EIR
knows of one meeting Lay held with Cheney—as well as
with Duke Power and the Southern Company; all three were
gaming energy pricesto above $1,200 per delivered kilowatt
hour. According to the GAO report, several of the Task Force
meetingsdiscussed the Californiaenergy crisis. In May 2001,
CaliforniaGovernor Gray Davishad ameetingwith President
Bush, asking the President to apply price caps on energy
prices; Bush repeated Cheney’ slinethat the problem wasthat
“regulation in Caifornia had not gone far enough.”

The GAO report “is a sad chronicle of the efforts of the
Office of the Vice President to hide its activities from the
American people,” charged Representative Dingell.
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the medical history of that individual.” After Shays reminded
Winkenwerder of the 12-year battle over the Gulf War syn-
drome, Winkenwerder tried to make a distinction between a
“physical examination” and a “medical examination.”

NeW Gu1fwar Syrldrome A little over a month later, on April 29, the Defense De-

partment announced an enhanced post-deployment health-

Hltt]ng TI‘OOPS ]n Iraq gssgssmentprocess,toin_clude“g more compre.hensive exam-
ination that will better assist medical personnel in evaluating
by Carl Osgood the health of returning service members.” It amounts to a

revised questionnaire, to be followed by the taking of a blood
sample within 30 days of the individual's return from the

The U.S. Army’s acknowledgment, at the end of July, that an theater of operations. In response to an inquiElRfrom
unexplained pneumonia-like iliness has broken out amongeputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Force Health Pro-
U.S. troops deployed in and around Irag has led to renewed  tection and Readiness Ellen P. Embrey replied, on Aug. 26
concerns that the Department of Defense did not take ththat “DOD has recognized that the exposures and experiences
measures, required by law, to protectthe health of the soldiers.  service members have during deployments often contribut
Prior to the March 20 start of the invasion of Iraq, numerousto the health concerns they subsequently experience.”
anti-war and veterans groups charged that the DOD was ig-
noring the law, passed as part of the 1998 defense authorizh-ack of I nformation on Casualties
tion act, which required it to collect baseline health data, in-  The news media made much of the fact, on Aug. 27, that
cluding blood samples, from every individual slated to  total U.S. casualties since May 1, the day President Bush
participate in overseas contingency operations. In a March @eclared major combat operations in Irag over, have now
press conference, Steve Robinson, the executive director of  exceeded the casualties covering the six-week period betwee
the National Gulf War Resource Center, reported that soldierMarch 20 and April 30. According to the official figures pro-
deploying to Afghanistanin 2001 and 2002 were notscreened  vided by U.S. Central Command, 112 U.S. military personnel
prior to their deployments. were killed in action, and 550 wounded before May 1, and 62

In a March 25 hearing of the House National Security, killed and 528 wounded in action between May 1 and Aug.
Emerging Threats and International Relations Subcommittee€6. In addition, 78 have died of non-hostile causes and 162
subcommittee chairman Chris Shays (R-Conn.) demanded wounded. Information on the non-hostile casualties, how-
to know why the Pentagon Department was not conductingver, is often very hard to come by, including for the families
actual physical exams of every military member being de-  of the dead and wounded. A U.S. Central Command spokes-
ployed. He noted that the law requires that the Departmentnan toldElRthat Centcom does not investigate non-combat-
establish a system to assess the medical condition of troops  related deaths.
deployed in overseas contingency operations, and that that The resultis a growing list of unexplained deaths of U.S.
system “shall” include pre-deployment and post-deployment  soldiersin Irag. One is the case of Spec. Joshua Neusche (se
medical examinations, to include a mental health assessmemigcompanying interview), a reservist serving in Iraq, who
and drawing blood samples, “to accurately record the medical died on July 12. Accordind-tkéfaun Leader of Cam-
condition of members before their deployment and anydenton, Missouri, initial reports indicated that Neusche died
changes in their medical condition during the course of their ~ of complications of pneumonia. However, when the family
deployment.” Assistant Secretary of Defense for Health Af-flew to Germany to see their dying son, they saw, according
fairs Dr. William Winkenwerder said, “We believe we are  to the father’s account, 30 to 40 other soldiers at the hospital
following the law,” and he argued that the best way to conductvith the same symptoms. “It never sounded like pneumonia,”
such assessments was in the form of questionnaires. He con-  saidthe father. The Neusches and the family of another soldi
tinued, “I think, from my experience as a physician, that his-who died have written to Secretary of Defense Donald
tory-taking is really the most useful information to get a pic- Rumsfeld asking that he involve the Centers for Disease Con-
ture of the health status of an individual, not so much a handdgrol and Prevention in the Army’s epidemiological investiga-
on physical examination.” tion, but, as of this writing, Rumsfeld has not replied. The lack

Shays was not satisfied, telling Winkenwerder, “From myof information in the Neusche case is typical of the Defense
standpoint, you're not meeting the letter of the law clearly, Department’s reporting of non-combat-related casualties in
and | don't think you're meeting the spirit of the law.” He Iraq. Given that the war in Irag has been provably based on
demandedto knowwhere it says in the law that “this examina- lies—lies about the threat Iraq supposedly represented to the
tion should be a self-assessment.” Winkenwerder back-pedJnited States and the rest of the world—it is not surprising
alled a bit, explaining that in addition to the self-assessment,  that suspicions are arising that Rumsfeld and the chicken-
“there is a review by a medical provider with questioning by hawk gang in the Pentagon are being less than truthful about
the medical provider that gets at the history of the individual,  the casualties the U.S. military is suffering in Iraq.
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Interview: Steve Robinson

Stop the Coverup on
Gulf War Illnesses

SeveRobinsonisexecutivedi-
rector of the National Gulf
War Resource Center, an or-
ganization which helps Gulf
War veterans with health is-
sues stemming from the 1991
Gulf War. Heisaretired Army
Ranger, a veteran of both the
first Gulf War and the 1991
Operation Provide Confortin
northern Irag. Hislast assign-
ment before retiring fromthe military was as the senior non-
commissioned officer in the Preliminary Analysis Group, In-
vestigations and Analysis Directorate, Office of the Special
Assistant to the Secretary of Defense for Gulf War lInesses
(February 1999-September 2001). He was interviewed on
Aug. 20, by Carl Osgood.

EIR: How did you get involved the Gulf War illness issue?
Robinson: | retired October of 2001, and on Sept. 11, |
was on terminal leave, processing out of the military. So |
started a new job, | was on an airplane going to Egypt to
do some work, and, of course, Sept. 11 happened, and we
got diverted to Greece, and | got stuck in Greece for alittle
while. My last assignment waswith the Secretary of Defense,
and the role that | had there, was | was in the Deployment
and Analysis Group, which was responsible for developing
information from multiple sources, from veterans of thefirst
Gulf War, from intelligence, and media reports, to develop
those thingsinto issues that could be given to senior analysts
for review, that needed investigation. | also handled immedi-
ate-action requests for information from foreign nationals
and dignitaries, with the officer in charge, and routinely
reviewed a lot of information coming from different
sources.

In doing my job, | began to develop an opinion that, a-
though there were many peoplein the officethat | worked in,
who were well-intentioned, the leadership at the top had a
preconceived idea of what Gulf War illnesswas, and what it
wasn't, and they were promoting their agenda, which was
“stress.”. . . | worked therefor three years. Asyou can seeon
the wall, that's a plague that they gave me when | left: |
did not leave a disgruntled employee. The things that | took
difference with while | worked there, | said them while |
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was there. | wrote down memorandums that are part of the
historical record, and often, nothing was done about the con-
cernsthat weraised. . . .

When | |eft there, | was so mad that my legacy washaving
worked in an organization that |eaned away from the veteran,
that | wanted to do something to fix what | had been apart of.
And, since | couldn’t change it from the inside while | was
there, | got offered the job to come work in this office. | got
offered the job of executive director. Now, at the time, they
were paying about half of what | made while | was on active
duty. It wasasubstantial pay cut, but | was so pissed off about
what | had seen and what | knew, that | told them | would
come and do it, and try to make a difference. I’ ve been here
now for about two years and something, and in that time we
really shook the Earth about some substantial issues; we've
changed perceptions about whether or not Gulf War veterans
areill, and what they areill from.

What | knew from the inside has been reinforced by sci-
ence. Scientific data is coming in that shows, for example,
that low-level exposure to sarin can have long-term health
effects; that the drug pyrostigmine bromide that was givento
veterans can cause testicular damage. As medical findings
begin to present themselves, it reinforces what we' ve been
saying all along: that when veterans came home and began to
complain of illnesses, they were ignored. And rather than
turning over the stonesto find out what happened, the Depart-
ment set out on a campaign of obfuscating the truth, and
manipulating the news and the science, to promote their the-
ory, which was “ stress.”

EIR: “Stress.” | find that kind of amazing because this was
arelatively short war.

Robinson: It was avery short war. If you compare the first
Gulf War to this Gulf War. ... First off, let me say that
stress is a factor in illnesses . .. but the Gulf War was a
hundred-hour war, with limited actual combat, long-range
engagements, very few people actually seeing death—
maybe driving past it. For those people it can be significant;
for the vast majority it was a limited thing, not much more
stressful than going to Ranger school, or some other type
of thing. To get that on the record, stress can be a factor,
but it can’t be the sole factor, which is what the Department
said. The Department ruled out chemical-weapon exposures
by saying that, early on, there were no chemical-warfare
agents in the theater of operations. This was a lie they
maintained up until 1997.

EIR: Therewasabunker that they blew up—
Robinson: Khamisiyah.

EIR: Everythingl saw onthat—they never eveninventoried
what was in the bunker before they blew it up.

Robinson: Actually, documents have proved that the CIA
knew that K hamisiyah was achemical-weapons storagefacil-
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ity, going back to, at least the late *80’s. Other people that |
am in communication with, that were actually on the ground,
have commented that the military must have known that it
was achemical-weapons storage facility, because some units
were stopped short of coming to the actual location, and were
required to receive inoculations for certain things. The mili-
tary says that it was a mistake—kind of like the Chinese
Embassy bombing—where somebody just didn’t get the in-
formation into General Schwarzkopf's hands. Genera
Schwarzkopf, unfortunately, won't give us access to all of
thelogs and information for incoming and outgoing message
traffic, which would confirm or deny whether or not he knew
Khamisiyah was aweapons storagefacility. . . . But, the CIA
knew that it was achemical-weapons storage facility, and the
engineerson theground did not, and they went and conducted
anormal demolition operation, and then went on about their
business.

Wefind out some 12 yearsafer thefact, hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars spent on research looking at stress and other
things in Gulf War veterans . . . that potentially as many as
300,000 people may have been exposed!

The government’ s original estimates started off like this:
They said, maybeahundred peoplemight have been exposed.
Then, acoupleweekslater, they came back and said, it could
be as many as a thousand. Then they came back and said,
it could have been 10,000, and the estimate stood at about
140,000, for about five years. Then the GAO [General Ac-
counting Office] did an investigation, to look at how the De-
partment modelled Khamisiyah and what information they
used, and they found their modelling was flawed, and that
they underestimated the strength of the sarin contained within
the rockets; they completely miscalculated the direction of
thewind, the degradation of the Sun, and the speed and direc-
tion that the agent could havetravelled; and by doing all those
things, they limited the potential exposure, and they published
areport. That report was used to deny veterans benefits at the
Department of Veterans Affairs [VA], because according to
the Defense Department, there was no exposure that would
cause a long-term health effect. Therefore, if a veteran
claimed chemical-weapons exposure at Khamisiyah, the VA
could rightfully say, “Well the DOD says nothing happened
that would cause a long-term health effect, because we've
modelled it.” But, we now know that that model’s flawed.
The GAO put out a study just recently that said the model’s
flawed, and as many as 300,000 people could have been
exposed.

Now, sarin exposure, chemical-weapons exposure isjust
one event of many eventsthat could be acausal factor in why
peopleareill. Let melistthemfor you: . . . depleted uranium,
chemical - and biol ogi cal-weapons exposures, pesticidesused
inthe Gulf War, investigational new drugs and vaccines, and
environmental factors, like oil-well fires, endemic diseases,
sand. . . . Science has shown that the reason why everybody
didn’t get sick, is because some people have agenetic predis-
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position to be protected from these types of exposures, and
others have the genetic predisposition to be like sponges, and
be harmed from these exposures. And it turns out that the
statistical amount of peoplethat have thisgenetic predisposi-
tion isabout 30%, and consequently, about 30% of Gulf War
veterans have reported significant illnesses, debilitating ill-
nesses. And so, the scienceisall starting to cometogether on
thisissue.

EIR: Let' sfast-forward alittle bit. There was some legisla-
tion—

Robinson: Public Law 105-85, subsection 762 through 767.
This dealt with lessons learned from the Gulf War, suppos-
edly. It started off as a concept by the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
They needed a way to mitigate the debacle of Gulf War ill-
nesses and how the government was handling it. Their idea
was, if we had screened soldiers before they deployed and
then screened them after they came back, we could show that
there were no changes in their blood and that there are no
toxins or chemicals in their blood, thereby proving to them
that nothing that happened during the war iswhat made them
sick. And so, in adocument called Joint Vision 2010, which
isthefuturevision of the military, they came up with theidea
of “force health protection.”

Force health protection wasaconcept that said you screen
soldiers medically before they deploy, then you conduct a
routine surveillance while they are deployed to look for
emerging diseasesand trends, and then you screen themwhen
they return. Congress took it a step further and said, “That's
agreat idea; let’ sincludethat when you screenthem, you also
draw and storetheir blood in the before phases and draw and
store their blood in the post-deployment phase, and screen
them for mental concerns that may have arisen out of the
conduct of war.” And that was their intent in the public
law. . ..

Thisconcept wasdevel oped when | wasintheDepartment
of Defense, and | would go out and brief commanders, and
say, “Thisiswhat we are now doing, and you guys got to get
onboard, and let’sdo it to protect the troops.” Then, | retired
and | noticed that every person | ever talked to in the field
would look at me as if something was growing out of my
forehead whenever | would say “force heath protection.”
They hadn’t heard of it, didn’t know what it was, didn’t know
how to implement it. Nobody in the medical command knew
whatitwas. . . .

Then, there was a hearing on March 25 of this year, in
which | testified, and a hearing on the 26th, in which the
Vietnam V eterans of Americatestified. Congressasked DOD
why they weren’t followingthelaw; both hearings, two differ-
ent committees, Dr. Winkenwerder, who isthe Assistant Sec-
retary for Health Affairs, said, hey, we're doing what we
believe the law intends. And in both hearings, both Chris
Shays and othersin the House Veterans Affairs Committee,
said, no, you' renot. Theblack | etter of thelaw saysthat you're

National 67



supposed to draw blood and conduct a hands-on physical,
before, during, and after, and you' re not. And what are you
going to do about it?

Well, on April 30, when we were well into the war, they
admitted they were going to enhance their post-deployment
screening process. . . . They wereinviolation originaly, be-
cause they were just handing out a questionnaire, instead of
doing an actual physical of soldiers. So, they said they were
going to enhancethe questionnaire, thereturning soldierswill
see a clinician, and they will have their blood drawn and
stored. So, it was ahalf-victory, because they had missed the
opportunity to screen 300,000-something people before the
war started.

And that’'s where we're at right now, because we've got
someillnessesin Irag: People are dyingin their sleep; people
are faling off of buildings, people are having mysterious
pneumonia-like illnesses and falling into comatose states in
arapid onset of illness. If the Department had collected the
pre-deployment serum, and we could look at, in the case of
people who have died, look at the post-mortem tissue, we
might be ableto—. It’slike apuzzle. If you can say, well he
was healthy here, and he's not healthy here, and here are
the changes in his blood, or here are the cellular changes—
because we can look at blood to the cellular level. We can
look at a molecule and see shifts in T-cells, cytokines. . . .
We can see that something happened, and forensically try, to
figureit out.

Right now, | don’'t know what they’re going to do. The
Department hasidentifiedthat therearesomeillnesses. We' ve
asked them to send the CDC [Centers for Disease control]
over there.
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U.S soldiersduring a sand
stormin Irag, April 2003.
Inhalation of sand can cause
respiratory illnesses—although
the Pentagon denied it for 12
years, after thefirst Gulf War.
Today, while hastily ruling out
chemical and biological
weapons as a cause of
unexplained illnesses among
troops, the official lineis, “ It's
probably sand.” “ So, it's
interesting—the public
relations strategy that’ s going
on,” says Robinson.

EIR: What the Army has said is that they have identified
approximately 100 cases of this pneumonia, 17 serious
enough to require medical evacuation from the theater of op-
erations, and two that they say have died in connection with
this.

Robinson: In my estimation, and we' re tracking it, it could
be as high as seven who have died of the complications of
this pneumonia-type illness. Here's a letter I'm sending to
Secretary [of Defense Donald] Rumsfeld. Here’ sanother one
from another family, the Kolungafamily. . . . Thefamily was
told he died of sudden onset pneumonia, and then after they
started seeing that, they al so noticed he had acute onset leuke-
mia. . . . If there had been screening before he deployed, and
it doesturn out he had leukemia, you should have caught that
before you deployed him. . . .

There was another female who was medivac’'ed and
nearly died; she was in the newspaper as having tried to re-
ceive benefitsfrom the Department of V eterans Affairs. What
happened was, they medically evacuated her, and thought she
was going to die. Shewasin acoma; but she got back. They
medically retired her because they thought she was going to
die, and then suddenly sherecovers, and that caseal so appears
to be pneumonia-related. . . . They’'re caling it other things
now; they're calling it “filling of the lungs with fluid,” as
cause of death. They're calling it chest problems, chest pain,
chest problems. We're concerned that we're not being told
quitethetruthin all these cases.

The other thing that’ sreally bothersomeisthat they were
very quick to rule out a whole bunch of things. “It wasn't
chemical weapons. It wasn't biological weapons. It wasn't
vaccines. It wasn't anything that we did to them, or anything
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that might’ ve been doneto them. It s probably sand.” What's
funny about that, isin thefirst Gulf War, asveterans began to
return, we were concerned that sand may have played arole
intheillnessesthat veterans suffered, particularly therespira-
tory illnesses. Many veterans who deployed returned with
respiratory illnesses that have never gone away. The sand
there is very fine, approximately two microns. It's respira-
ble—it can get into the lungs; it can get into the lung tissue.
If, for example, you sprayed a dusty agent on the sand, and
then a sand storm whipped up, and you breathe it, that agent
could be coated on that sand, and it could go into your lungs.

EIR: | recal frommy tripsto Saudi Arabiathat the sand just
hangsintheair.

Robinson: Yes. What about depleted uranium? Can de-
pleted uranium oxides be whipped up into the air? So, we had
concerns. It wasinteresting thistimeto seethetotal reversal:
In the first Gulf War, they said absolutely not, sand did not
play arole, and, inthisinstance, they said sand’ stherole. But
that ignores the denial of the last 12 years that they’ve told
veterans. So, it's interesting—the public relations strategy
that’ s going on.

EIR: You mentioned to me on the phone, one of the fami-
lies, Neusche?

Robinson: Yes, Josh Neusche, the son who passed away,
developed an upper respiratory illness and dlipped into a
coma. There' salot of thingsthat happened that | don’t under-
stand. Thefirst oneisthat, as soon as hefell into acoma, the
military medically retired him. . . . | don’'t understand what
the gain is, to medically retire someone while they're in a
coma, and not let the family know that you' re going to do it,
but they have some reason why they do it. So, first off, they
medically retired him. The family found out that he wasiill,
and requested to get out of the country and go see him in
Germany. The military made no effort to get the family over
there.. . . They had to get their Senator involved, | ke Skelton.
He got them emergency passports. My understanding is that
by the time they got there, he was just on his way to dying.
They made the family “suit up”—thisis asrelayed to me by
the father; he said they made them suit up in all kinds of
protectivegear togointotheroom. . . . Andthefamily noticed
that there were others getting off the buses that had the same
illness, in the hundreds.

Now, thisnews story broke, by alittleindependent news-
paper called the Lake Sun Leader, and Marsha Paxson, and it
caught our eye, because we had been tracking this issue
through contacts in DOD. Medical professionalsin Kuwait
were telling us there was an epidemic occurring, and that it
was not only happeningto U.S. soldiers, but it was happening
tolraqgi citizensand to foreign national sthat werein the coun-
try. Something was happening and it was SARS-like. It was
rapid onset of death. In some casesit was the degradation of
tissues and flesh, which isvery unlike SARS.
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And that’ swhat happened to Neusche. InNeusche' scase,
he had tissue, kidneys, and liver function problems al of a
sudden, and degradation of those tissues. So, the family gets
over there, and he passes away, and they return back home,
and they want to know what happened, for two reasons. . . .
Their son’s life had meaning, there's no doubt about it; but
what they’ relookingto doisto say, isthisdeath that occurred
with my son—can understanding it somehow prevent another
tragedy from occurring to somebody else’s family? So, they
want answers as to why their son died, and the military ini-
tialy told them, we're not going to investigate this. It's not
uncommon for people to die of pneumonia. Well, that’s just
not necessarily true. Twenty-year-old young men don't die
of pneumonia. Fit military people don't die, can usually with-
stand a bout of the common cold and pneumonia. And so,
with pressure, they began to ask, could it be more, because
we remember seeing people get off the bus. . .. And that's
when the military admitted as many as 100 people had been
evacuated. And that wasthe first deception. . . .

You don’'t have to be a conspiracy theorist to look back
over the last 50 years and see that whenever the Department
of Defenseisinvolved in an experiment, atest, or the conduct
of atreatment trial, whatever it is, or even combat operations,
sometimes, like Agent Orangein Vietnam, they want to miti-
gate the story. It's the best way to ensure that it doesn’t get
out of control, and so, we were keen to that, and we noticed
that they weren’t telling the truth. So we started talking to
peopletofind out if therewerein fact more peopleill; and the
more organizations like ours and others began to probe, the
more information began to flow, and they would admit, yes,
there’ s at least 100 people, and yes, and now we'reup to 17.
Just recently, today, it’sup to 19.

So, for the Neusche family, then, their quest was, “Let us
know what happened withour son.”. . . They haven’treceived
back his dog tags, hisID card, photos he might’ ve had in his
wallet, personal items that he had with him in Irag. They
want those things to remember him. They’ve received no
information on the status of the teams that are over there
investigating. And they also requested that the CDC become
involved, becausethey recognize, aswe do—I mean, welook
back on the Gulf War experience of 1991, and we see that
had other outside organizations become involved—. I’'m not
saying that the Department of Defense is pseudo-science,
they’re not. But let’ stake Enron for example. We didn’t hire
Ken Lay toinvestigate Enronto tell uswhat the outcome was
of the investigation. And so, when we allowed DOD, in the
first Gulf War, to be the sole proprietor of information, and
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information flow, we were amost always failed by their ef-
fort.. . . They mitigated the story and they had apreconceived
idea of what had happened. . . .

So far, we have not heard back from either the President
or Secretary Rumsfeld or the Office of the Surgeon General,
and the families have not been contacted by the Department
of Defenseto update them on the current status of theinvesti-
gation, or to let them know if they’'re going to return the
personal effects. Neither has the Kolunga family been con-
tacted. Another soldier just recently died. He' sout of Christo-
pher Shays' district in Connecticut; Shays has followed the
Gulf War illness issue for quite some time. He was one of
the people | testified before, on March 25, on “force health
protection.” Congressisbecoming awareof thisissueand I’'m
told by communi cationswith different membersof Congress,
that they’ reinterested inthefamilies’ request to sendtheCDC
over, and they’re going to look and see what they can do
about it.

It's not an unusual request. First of al, it's not a budget
buster. It sthe CDC' sjob to determine the nature and path of
emerging diseases and trends. This happens to be U.S. sol-
diersinlrag. That’ snot unusual for the CDC to get involved.
They have the capahility; they can deploy immediately. But
just recently, in aU.SA. Today article, yesterday or the day
before, there was an editorial piece, and it said the military
should tap into the CDC to investigate this illness; and Dr.
Winkenwerder responded, in the opposition to the editorial,
that look, we've got experts in the Department of Defense.
WEe' ve got people like Walter Reed and other scientists who
have had distinguished careersin looking at epidemiological
trends—and he threw out a long list of names of famous
peoplethat areall dead, and said that that’ sthe reason why we
should be confident in the military’ sanalysis of thissituation.
Andwhen | read that, | thought, that’ s such alame excusefor
why he wouldn’t send the most competent authority to go
get involved.

It' sthesamething that the Department did in thefirst Gulf
War. They prevented the CDC from getting involved. They
prevented outside agencies from getting involved, from hav-
ing access to medical information, to samples, things like
that.. ..

This organization that we're in right now, the Vietnam
Veteransof America, isworking on anissue called Operation
Shipboard Hazard and Defense, on the exposure of veterans
to chemical-weaponstestinginthe’ 60sand’ 70s. But it didn’t
cometolight until theyear 2001, some40 yearsafter thefact.
So, it doesn't serve us for thisissue to wait 20 years. We're
getting on it right now.

EIR: Thedrugthat you mentioned earlier, pyrostigminebro-
mide—could you say something about that?

Robinson: Inthefirst Gulf War, conventional wisdom said
that Saddam Hussein had a whole bunch of capabilities, and
one of them was anerve agent called soman; and the military
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has always had a forward-thinking outlook about what the
potential threats are, and how do we mitigate them. Some-
times that forward thinking has focussed more on what they
want to accomplish, and less on the efficacy of their actua
trial. And so, they said, there’'s a drug out there called PB,
pyrostigmine bromide, that is used for the treatment of adis-
easecalled myastineagravis. Myastineagravisisavery debil-
itating neurological disorder; and what this drug does, is it
goestothecentral nervoussystem andit bindstothereceptors
of these different sensory inputs and outputs, and slows the
firing of different mechanisms within the body that send sig-
nals. An example would be if | exposed you to sarin, and
you did not have pyrostigmine bromide, you might have an
immediate absorption of the sarin; but if you took the pyro-
stigmine bromide, it would slow the absorption of that sarin,
thereby delaying the neurological effects, and giving you a
few more seconds to reach into your pocket and pull out
what’s called tupam chloride and atropine injector, and give
yourself a nerve agent antidote. In theory, it sounded like a
great idea. So, they decided, we'regoing to do it.

Unfortunately, the drug was not approved for that use.
You can'ttakeViagraand giveit to someone as seizure medi-
cation, just because you think it “might” work. Y ou're sup-
posed to conduct human efficacy tests, treatment trials. . . .
So, they just totally waived al that, and said, we think it'll
work; we're going to give it to them. And the President was
asked to sign awaiver of informed consent, and soldierswere
given the drug and weren’t told what it was.

The problem was, number one, there was no implementa-
tionplan. So, instead of it being dispensed by competent med-
ical authorities, it was put into the hands of supply sergeants
and NBC officers; and they turned around and gaveit totroops
and said, when wetell you to take this because of achemical
attack, start taking it, and here's how many. Well, you know
that if it's not written down, or if it's not clear guidance, it
can get screwed up pretty quick in abig organization. Some
soldiersstarted taking it then right away; otherswere ordered
to stand in line and take them, mandatorily; and then, many
thought, using the P factor (P equals plenty), “If one’s good
for me, then five will really protect me, and let me take a
bunch of them.” So, people started taking them and had ad-
verse effects right away. Y ou can't give a drug designed for
peoplewithasignificant neurological problem, you can'tgive
that drug to healthy people and not think that there’ sgoing to
be a consequence. Many people had immediate symptoms
and others had long-term symptoms, some of them related to
their ability to produce children. It's clearly been shown that
pyrostigmine bromide, in combination with exposure to or-
gano-phosphates, causes damage to the testicles of labora-
tory animals.

So, al of thishappened. And on the eve of this next Gulf
War, after all of the scientific studies 1) that show it can cause
damage to veterans; 2) that it caused damage to laboratory
animals; and 3) that the DOD investigated and couldn’t rule
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it out as a factor in Gulf War illnesses, guess what happens
before the war? The FDA approvesit. They approved it asa
drug. Why did they do that? They did it so the President
wouldn’t have to sign awaiver of informed consent. Then,
they issued a protocol for how they were going to put it out.

What isbaffling about pyrostigminebromideanditsFDA
approval, is that it gets approved without a review process,
without human efficacy trials, and it comes under anew pro-
gram that was initiated under President Bush called Project
Bioshield. It'sa$6 billion program designed to speed drugs
tothemarket. Andvery quietly inthePatriot Act, whilepeople
weresd eeping, the Department of Defense pushed for changes
in the way that the FDA could approve drugs, and now, they
no longer have to show human efficacy. They can simply
create adrug, useit in laboratory animals, and then it can go
to market. And pyrostigmine bromide was thefirst drug they
diditwith, adrugthat wasclearly shown—threeweeksbefore
the FDA approved it, a study came out of Duke University
that said pyrostigmine bromide, in combination with organo-
phosphates, causes testicular damage. . . .

EIR: Youmentioned stress, earlier. Inthispresent operation,
people are going to be in the country for a year, and even if
you don't look at the physical health problems, you already
have a problem with people under a lot of stress. Literaly,
somebody could shoot at them when they go around the next
corner. So, you combine that with the physical health prob-
lemsthat are devel oping—

Robinson: That'swhat’s different about thisfirst Gulf War
and thiswar. . . . Stress in this war is going to play a major
factor in what happens with these guys. Their combat was
up close . .. in particular, the guys from the Third Infantry
Division. They fought thewar. They got themselvesinto Bag-
hdad, and where normally, if planning had been conducted
properly, they would have been rotated out immediately, and
replaced by someone who could then take on the additional
role of peacekeeping; but they didn’'t get that. . . . Their en-
dorphins are popping; they're in Baghdad, and now, sud-
denly, become peacekeepers. That's incredibly stressful.
That's just bad planning on the part of the military. In fact,
Gen. Eric Shinseki, who was very soundly criticized by alot
of people in the Administration before he left, said, beware
the 12-division policy for the 10-division Army, and he's
absolutely correct. The guy is vindicated, in that we didn’t
have a policy for what we were going to do once we got in
there. We know that the combat was different in this war,
so we're going to see more cases of stress-related injuries,
psychological trauma. We're aready seeing arisein suicides

inlrag.

EIR: Are these the non-combat-related gunshot wounds,
that they’ ve reported in the press rel eases?

Robinson: Absolutely, and they’re calling them non-com-
bat-related injuries, or non-combat-related gunshot wounds.
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.. Psychological stressteamsarethere, but arethere enough
of them? Arethey in the centers of wherethe most troubleis?
These are al thingsthat we' re concerned about, and trying to
make sure that we address, because when these guys return,
if history’ sapredictor, 50% of themwill get outimmediately,
and the rest of them will go on to careers [in the Armed
Forces], and they’ll try to stay in; but for the 50% that get out,
how are you going to do outreach to those people, to work out
therepair of thedamage, for the psychological, theemotional,
the physical trauma of war? We spend literally millions of
dollars teaching guys how to pull the trigger, but we hardly
spend that much when they return, teaching them to copewith
the act that they have just committed. Those are things that
we'reinterested in.

Let me just say, too, for me this is not a Republican or
Democratic issue. It'sasoldier health-care issue. | wouldn't
careif John F. Kennedy wasthe President right now. Policies
that are being implemented: the lack of funding to the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs; the long waiting lines that are
occurring for soldiersthat arereturning; thelack of following
the public law. ... Somebody is going to have to educate
me one day, why policymakers make decisions based on
the benefit for their policy, rather than the impact on the
human; where you would think that there should be at least
some balance in what they do. But | don’t see any balance
in any of this.
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Editorial

Where We Should Go—Not Iraq

Aug. 27’s bright and bold approach of Mars, to sonear  Congress—the 1990s decline resulted from an unholy
an encounter with the Earth—as if to conduct a closalliance between Al Gore’s “reinventing government|”
and inquisitive inspection of mankind’s progress down  and Newt Gingrich’s conservative budget-cutting|revo-
here—should remind us: More than a decade ago, Prediition. The Board said that NASA was putin a position
dent George H.W. Bush adopted a space-policy report  oftrying to do “too much with too little” money. Ngither
calling for a return to manned Moon exploration as athe White House nor Congress has been interested [n a
step to manned voyages to Mars in the 21st Century.  “reinvigorated space program,” its report states
But he never exercised any leadership to implement Let us start with an obvious axiom: under the prod-
that brief report. It was the last time a President even  dings of Dick Cheney’s imperial war-mongers ground
formally spoke of that goal—exploration of the Red the White House, President George W. Bush has |n-
Planet and its regions—which was once the vision of ~ vaded Iraq at a great human cost and a cost in wealth—
all of mankind'’s great rocketry scientists and space pioso far—of $60 billion, ticking at $4 billion a month and
neers. America'’s real budgets for NASA's space pro-  rising fast. This is three times the budget NASA heeds
grams shrank drastically during the 1990's so-calledor a “reinvigorated space program.” This war is failing
“New Economy boom”—a 40% decline in Shuttle inallits supposed objectives, while Cheney’s gang lays
funding and workforce over the decade. the plans for new wars like it. Yet among the same
When the Shuttle Columbiawas destroyed withloss ~ Americans who accepted this vastly costly folly| have
of seven astronauts’ lives this past JanutiRstressed  been many who have foolishly learnedto call the human
in its coverage that theconomic axioms of that lunatic ~ mission of Mars exploration, “ridiculously costly and
1990s speculative, “outsourcing” consumer boom weravasteful!”
fundamentally to blame, and would have to be changed President Reagan had the wisdom, after the 1986
for the United States to regain its great mission inChallenger disaster, to take money from the Pentagoh’s
space exploration. budget to build a new Shuttle and restore the program
The Investigation Board which examined the lossto flight. President George W. Bush has been given fan
of Columbia and its crew—whose report will be exam-  opportunity for a greater wisdom. Reports on Aug. 28,
ined in detail in a coming issue—although it had nothe day after the Board’s report was released, fell shprt
mandate to discuss NASA's funding levels, fundamen-  of that opportunity for leadership. The President was
tally confirms the need for axioms to change. Thereported, by investigative reporters frdghorida To-
Board does, indeed, state that NASA carried with itday, to have turned down a NASA request to add $1|6
into the 1980s, the Apollo-era “can-do” attitude, wherebillion for the Space Shuttle program, as a supplemental
the agency was posed “impossible” tasks and repeat-  to its FY04 budget, $20 billion in additional fuhding
edly accomplished them. This justified confidence be-over the next five years. NASA clearly was readyi
came overconfidence as the Shuttle fleet aged, and itself toimplement the recommendations of the Colum-
fewer and fewer resources were available to constantlbia Accident Investigation Board.
re-engineer the fleet. The report observes that going But the opportunity is there, if Cheney and his crew
from the challenge of landing men on the Moon, toare kicked out—pull the United States’ lives and treq-
launching and re-launching the same spacecraft for  sure out of the imperial adventure in Irag; stop Ipoking
20 years, with no future exploration goals, led to afor targets for new wars; spend that honor and treasfire
bureaucratization and loss of engineering emphasisin ~ on a true mission of humanity which can restgre our
the agency. space exploration program to the scientific, technoloii-
The fault for this lies with the White House and the  cal, and economic driver it was at its best.
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STORM OVER ASIA

Turn to sane leadership
in a time of crisis.

globalization, is the only institution
which can save nations from total
destruction.

“It is under these conditions that plans to
move toward military adventures, even
wars, even general wars, and that risk of
nuclear war is pushed by madmen; some
in the United States, some in the Congress
who don’t even know what they’re doing,
as well as in Britain and elsewhere.”

How did he know?

2 hour, 40 minute video $50
Order #EIE-99-015

In this feature-length educational video,

LaRouche teaches the lessons of statecraft Shipping: $3.50 first item; $.50 each additional item.
needed to shift the world away a “clash of Order from

civilizations,” and toward a community of EIR News Service, Inc.

sovereign nations and a cultural P.O. Box 17390 Washington, D.C. 20041-0390
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