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From the Associate Editor

T he international air waves were humming on Sept. 9 with reports
on two interventions by the LaRouche Youth Movement: civil dis-
obedience in Baltimore, at the limp “debate” of LaRouche’s nine
rivals for the Democratic Presidential nomination; and a raucous
confrontation with Mexico’s former Foreign Minister, the foreign
bankers’ lackey Jorge CaStm, in Monterrey, Mexico. Also on that
day, in Mexico City,EIR held a seminar titled “Say Goodbye to
the World Financial System. Now Is the Time for the LaRouche
Solution.” One hundred people, half of them youth, heard reports by
EIR's Dennis Small and RubeCota, on LaRouche’s plan for the
development of the Great American Deseifthét’s why we need
LaRouche!” exclaimed one attendé#R’s representatives then ad-
dressed 400-600 students on the campuses of Saltillo and Monterrey.

Next came LaRouche’s own press conference and town meeting
in Burbank, Californiaon Sept. 11 (shational), where he mobilized
opposition to Dick “Halliburton” Cheney’s bid to recall the elected
governor of the state, Democrat Gray Davis. LaRouche engaged an
audience of 450 people, about 200 of them youth, at the town meeting,
in discussion of the most profound issues of what it takes to save the
nation. “How we think is reflected in the ways we engage neighboring
countries, like Mexico,” he told the press, referencing the need to
develop the Great American Desert, and the alternative new dark age
policy, whereby Mexico is being turned into one liigquiladora
slave-labor camp.

The explosive potential for organizing on both sides of the border
shown in just these three days, gives you an idea of why LaRouche
was keen on rushing into print as quickly as possible a new pamphlet,
The Sovereign States of the Americas, on the principles of a foreign
policy for the United States, in the footsteps of John Quincy Adams
and the Monroe Doctrine. Otieatureconstitutes LaRouche’s open-
ing sections of that pamphlet (which will also be released in Spanish);
two additional chapters will provide details of the programs to be
implemented, and on the history of the Synarchist opposition to such
cooperation among sovereign nations of the hemisphere.
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Breaking Out of Maastricht,
Europe Moves to Tremonti Plan

by Rainer Apel

Some European Union members have begun to think abouta  “European mobilization for growth,” and reiterated, that he
more serious approach to incentives for a true recovery imid “notintend to be some kind of accountant, owing explana-
industrial production and employment. All other approaches, tions to some office in some country in Europe,” referring
from tax cuts to budget cuts, have proven to be an illusionfo the EU budget watchdogs in Brussels. His main role, he

said Italian Finance Minister Giulio Tremontiatagatheringof ~ asserted, was to worry about creating jobs for the French
international financial policy experts in Cernobbio, on Sept. 6 people and for the Europeans. German Economics Minister

As author of the “Tremonti Plan"—for the EU to forge ahead =~ Wolfgang Clement, in Berlin on Sept. 8, insisted that a policy
with infrastructure investments, regardless of “Maastricht cri-to stimulated industrial production was urgently needed: “The
teria” which regulate how deep EU member-nations’ budget industrial sector employs 45 million persons in Europe. So
deficits can go—the ltalian Finance Minister has been arong as thatis not understood, we will not reach our objective,
active campaigner recently. He is requesting that the Maas-  which is to get Europe to achieve its highest growth rate in
tricht Treaty constraints be lifted, in order to amass the tenghe world, between now and 2010.” After the Franco-German

of billions of euros that such investment requires. France and meeting in Dresden on Sept. 4, French media quoted an higk
Germany have already signalled support, conditional on “cerlevel official at the German Chancery, that “industry must

tain amendments to the plan,” but others—Britain, Denmark, be reinforced at all costs, because that is the way we earn

Sweden and Finland—are opposed. our bread.”
_ _ EU Commission President Romano Prodi also took to the
Maastricht Monetarism Obsolete media on Sept. 8, commenting on the fact that France’s and

Debate overthe Tremonti “European New Deal”recovery ~ Germany'’s level of new state indebtedness—both are close
plan has visibly intensified, around three major diplomaticto 4% of GDP—is higher than the 3% allowed by Maastricht.
events: the Franco-German meeting in Dresden on Sept. 4; Prodi asserted that these two economies are too important
the EU finance ministers’ meeting in Stresa, Sept. 12; and thEurope’s economic growth to be forced to strictly observe
Franco-German Summit in Potsdam on Sept. 18. In Cernob-  the regulation, and instead, their borrowing at that level was
bio, Tremonti strongly intervened: He affirmed that Europearjustified. (The U.S. ratio is currently at 5%, officially, and
politics must always be based on accomplishing “the common higher in fact.)
good,” which would notjustify punishing France or Germany  The Franco-German campaign received a public boost
should they violate the Maastricht budget constraints, so long from Siemens CEO Heinrich von Pierer. The company is a
as those “violations” serve to stimulate production and em+top manufacturer of infrastructure and transporttechnologies,
ployment; he added, that “extraordinary approaches, with a  including components for magnetic levitation trains. Pierer
vague flavor of Colbertism,” are now required. The 17th-told a Sept. 9 event at the Hamburg Chamber of Commerce,
Century French Finance Minister Jean-Baptiste Colbert was  that “industrial investments have to again be put at the cente
famous for his dirigist policy of state intervention to promote of politics.” He urged extra efforts to prevent the European
useful production and infrastructure. continent, which has already suffered a substantial loss of

French Prime Minister Jean-Pierre Raffarin, in a publicindustry in the past years, from becoming completely dein-
meeting in Paris on Sept. 8, repeated his earlier call for a  dustrialized and turned into an R&D monoculture with no

4 Economics EIR September 19, 2003



production. Pierer said “outsourcing” had itslimits: Building
up production sites abroad makes sense in countries such as
China, simply becauseit issuch alargemarket; but generaly,
he argued, industrial firms must always keep a considerable
production base within Europe, even if that means higher
costs than in low-wage countries.

Berlinand Parisarestriving hard now towin over opposi-
tion withinthe EU: Raffarin plansto meet with British Prime
Minister Tony Blair, and French President Jacques Chiracis
to meet with Spanish PrimeMinister Jose MariaAznar. Spain
may be ready to join the bandwagon, because, as Aznar a-
ready said, “At the end of September, we will be able to
communicate to Europe a European mobilization project for
employment.” And Berlin hassignalled it will seriously con-

sider Copenhagen’s proposal to fund infrastructure, like the
Fehmarn Belt crossing, that will connect Denmark and the
rest of Scandinavia across the Baltic to the Hamburg areain
Germany; Germany has so far been very reluctant to promise
funding. The Fehmarn Belt crossing “might be financed the
way that Denmark financed the projects acrossthe Great Belt
and the Oresund earlier, by granting state guarantees,” said
assistant German Transport Minister Angelika Mertens on
Sept. 8.

In Dresden, German Chancellor Gerhard Schroder and
French President Chirac listed some “meaningful projects’
they want to propose to the EU governments, including sea-
and airports, railways, science and research centers—and the
planned maglev train in Munich.

LaRouche Youth Intervene
In Sweden Referendum

Amidst the worsening economic situation in Europe,
caused by decades of “freetrade’ and globalization insan-
ity, the leaders of continental Europe have, albeit slowly,
understood that the M aastricht Treaty and its Stability Pact
are blocking the necessary expansion of credit for large
infrastructure projects and industrial development, with-
out which Europe is diding ever deeper into depression.
As Schroder, Chirac, and Berlusconi move towards the
Trans-European Network/Tremonti Plan—which justisa
starting-point for reversing economic policy—elsewhere
in Europe we see adifferent tendency.

In Sweden, which will hold a referendum Sept. 14
whether to join the European Monetary Union (EMU, es-
tablished by the Maastricht Treaty in 1992) the establish-
ment united to back an entrance, while Premier Gran Pers-
son and Finance Minister Bosse Ringholm attacked the
TEN/Tremonti Plan and called the continental govern-
ments irresponsible for defying the regulations set up by
the financial powers. But, with the campaign to join the
EMU shut down in Britain, as the Blair government van-
ishes, thisis more complicated for Persson. Worried that
Swedes are becoming more skeptical, he has recently said
that “yes’ on the referendum might not, after all, be yes,
and that Sweden hasto eval uate when isthe right moment
tojoin.

Now, what the Swedish elite believed was unlikely, is
now about to happen. The “no” side is leading; thisis a
sign of rebellion from the people, who have lost more and
morelosefaith in the politicians and big finance.

Enthusiastically, members of the LaRouche Youth
Movement from France, Germany, Denmark, and Norway

LaRouche Youth organizing for a New Bretton Woods, in
Sockholmon Sept. 6.

gathered in Stockholm with their Swedish fellowstointer-
vene into the political atmosphere and to make a lasting
impact on Sweden, well beyond the referendum. By liber-
ating people from the artificial, Orwellian arguments
around the referendum, they brought Swedesinto thefight
to put on the table areal agenda: overcoming the depress-
sion and the threat of war.

Challenging the leaders of the “no” campaign to pub-
licly oppose the Stability Pact, the LaRouche Y outh were
ableraisethe debate, to how to begin aconstructive coordi-
nation among European nations, on finding solutions such
asLyndon LaRouche’' s New Bretton Woods, and the con-
struction of the Eurasian Land-Bridge asthedriving force
for the world economy, and peace and security for sover-
eign nation-states. Alongside Sweden’'s university stu-
dents, they organized collaboration among youth interna-
tionally, to take responsibility for the future world which
they will live in.—UIf Sandmark

EIR  September 19, 2003
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TABLE 1
U.S. Aged Infrastructure Deteriorating

General Welfare Demands Category 2001 Grade 2003 Status
. Roads D+ Declining
Rebuild U.S. Infrastructure s c No progress
Transit C- Declining
. Aviation D No progress
by Arthur Ticknor Schools D- No progress
Navigable Waterways D+ Declining
] _ Drinking Water D Declining
The Aug. 14 deregulation-caused blackout that left 50 millionwastewater D Declining
people in darkness, shed light on the so-called “economi®ams D Declining
recovery”: All of the nation’s infrastructure is similarly de- Solid \gVaSte C+ No progress
cayed, making day-today existence increasingly precariouglazardous Waste D+ No progress
. . .. . nergy D+ Declining
Current failed economic policies, such as deregulation an

“ " . . . . _Total investment needs: $1.6 trillion over five years
free trade,” must be reversed immediately, and this nation Y

must return to the general welfare principle expressed in theource: American Society of Civil Engineers Progress Report for America’s In-
Preamble of the U.S. Constitution or, as the blackout showedstructure.
“We ain't seen nothin’ yet.” New York City, for example, it
depends on two antiquated, leaking tunnels for most of the
1.3 billion gallons of water it uses each day. There’s noway  torepairand expand infrastructure, which “provides the foun-
to fix them until construction is nearly complete on a third dation for our economy,” has jumped to $1.6 trillion over a
tunnel, begun in 1969. Repairing the tunnels would require  five-year period, ASCE estimafba{esh.
the city to turn off the water; but, lacking a backup supply,  For more than three decades, speculators have looted the
there would be severe shortages. More important, the valves  nation’s investments in infrastructure and the manufacturing
are so brittle, that engineers worry that if they close thembpase, under “free market” mania, along with deregulation and
they will not be able to open them back up. If City Tunnel  fiscal austerity, in order to build up a speculative financial
No. 1 cavesin, as many experts fear it could, then all of Lowebubble. Under President Nixon, the United States went from
Manhattan and downtown Brooklyn would lose its water sup- being the world’s leading producer nation, into becoming a
ply; if the aqueducts failed, the entire city would go dry. No “post-industrial” pleasure society, plunging deeper into bank-
water for drinking, hospitals, or fighting fires—a “potential ruptcy, as it preyed on its own citizens, its posterity, and
apocalypse.” cheap-labor poor nations. Think of how Lazardres Felix

Already, while the Cheney-usurped Bush Administration Rohatyn destroyed New York City in 1975, with his Mutual
peddles the “recovery is here” hoax, Americans face a dailyAssistance Corp. “Big MAC” austerity racket. And, how Fed-
nightmare of congested roads, rickety bridges, burstingwater  eral Reserve Chairman Paul Volcker, in 1979, achieved his
mains, and dilapidated schools. If America fails to invest in“controlled disintegration” of the U.S. economy, with interest
its deteriorating transportation, water, and energy systems—  rates that hit a usurious 20%.
infrastructure which had “long set the standard for the The continuing destruction of the productive labor
world"—then, “anything” could happen. That's the message force—which makes the physical economy of a nation func-
of the American Society of Civil Engineers in its 2003 “Prog- tion—was revealed by the mounting losses in manufacturing
ress Report for America’s Infrastructure,” released Sept. 4, jobs in August. The Bureau of Labor Statistics’ “establish-
as Congress reconvened. The grim report is a follow-up tanentsurvey” showsthatthe U.S. economylost 93,000 payroll
ASCE’s 2001 “Report Card,” which graded 12 infrastructure  jobs in August. Of these, a further 44,000 manufacturing
categories at a discouraging D+ overall, and estimated theorkers’ jobs were eliminated, the 37th consecutive month
need for $1.3 trillion in investments over five years, just to inwhichmanufacturing jobs have been axed. Since July 2000,
return conditions to acceptable levels. In 1988, a Presidentiahore than 2.7 million manufacturing jobs have been slashed,
commission had graded U.S. infrastructure (minus energy gutting more than 15% of the manufacturing workforce. Of
and schools) with a “C” overall. these, nearly 2.3 milliomanufacturing productionjobswere

Since 2001, the ASCE found, conditions “continuetode-  eliminated—workers who physically alter nature to improve
cline” for the nation’s roads, transit systems, energy, drinkingnankind’s existence, such as making electrical generators or
water, wastewater, dams, and navigable waterways, even as  water tunnels.
population and demand increases. In addition, there was “no  The only solution for the current economic breakdown, is
progress” in the condition of bridges, aviation, schools, or  towrite off unpayable, speculative debts; and issue long-term
treatment of solid waste or hazardous waste. “Recovery” rhegovernment credit for large-scale infrastructure projects,
oric aside, no category showed improvement. Now, the cost ~ which boost productive employment and create physical
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wealth. President Franklin Roosevelt’s TVA program was a
model for reversing the disaster wrought by the Coolidgeand
Hoover Administrations, and providing many U.S. house-
holds with their first electricity. Leading Democratic Presi-
dential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche has spearheaded a
a similar fight, with his campaign Special Report, How To
Reconstruct a Bankrupt World, for the United States to lead
a 25-year mission centered on industrializing Eurasia, in co-
operation, not competition, with China, Russia, India, and
Europe.

This “technology transfer” approach combined with
emergency infrastructure projects in the Americas, such as
high-speed rail and aNorth American Water and Power Alli-
ance, would act as a“ science-driver” for the moribund U.S.
economy, giving a boost to manufacturing and reviving the
crucial machine-tool sector. In committing itself to techno-
logical and scientific progress by developing the cognitive
powers of its citizens, the United States would renounce the
fascist austerity of the Warren Buffett-Robert Mundell syn-
archists, and honor itsdedicationto thegeneral welfareprinci-
ple of Benjamin Franklin.

As detailed in the Economics lead article, the European
Union, under Italy’s presidency for this semester is moving
in this direction. Italy, France, and Germany, especially are
taking thelead in a push for large-scale European infrastruc-
ture investment projects known as the “ Tremonti Plan,” for
itsauthor, Italian Finance Minister Giulio Tremonti. No small
part of this campaign is overthrowing the straitjacket regula-
tions of the Maastricht Treaty, which limited EU members
fromincreasing their national budet deficitsto more than 3%
of GDP, whichwould precludeany credit generationfor infra-
structure investments.

In asimilar spirit, China recently inaugurated a maglev
train in Shanghai as part of plansfor 8,000 km of high-speed
rail, and isforging ahead with the Three Gorges Dam project
to control the devastating floods on the Y angtze and provide
hydropower to millions of Chinese. Southeast Asian nations,
and China, are launching a Mekong River infrastructure de-
velopment project; and Thailand seeks to start a $21 billion
Transportation Revolution with electric and high-speed rail .

Contrast thesetruejobs-creation programs, with the Bush
Administration’ snonsensical blaming of Chinafor U.S. man-
ufacturing job losses, claiming that if China's revalues its
currency, that would stem the jobs hemorraghing in the
United States.

The ASCE report insists, that Federal action is urgently
needed, not only for Congress to authorize critical funding to
repair and upgrade infrastructure, but also to create a“long-
term infrastructure agenda’ for the nation, echoing
LaRouche's proposal for a Super-TVA. “We must adopt a
coordinated national approach, to the devel opment and main-
tenanceof our infrastructure,” urges ASCE President Thomas
Jackson. Jackson called on Bush to appoint a new Federal
commission “to develop America sinfrastructure agendafor
the 21st Century.”
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China, Brazil, India
Join Battle in Cancun

by Ramtanu Maitra

The World Trade Organization (WTO) Fifth Ministeria ne-
gotiationsin Cancun, Mexico, which began on Sept. 10, may
lay the ground for the evolution of the global trading system.
But, if the developed countries continue to resist pressures
from the devel oping countries—now led by India, China, and
Brazil, which seem more determined than ever to balance
asymmetries in the development agenda—the meeting will
fail. At thetime of writing, the devel oping and the devel oped
nations are both in afighting mood.

The ministerial conference in Cancun is taking place al-
most two years after the Doha meeting in November 2001,
and is dealing with three unresolved issues:

» The four-point Singapore issues—trade facilitation,
transparency in government procurement, competition pol-
icy, and investment. These issues are called “ Singapore is-
sues’ because they were set up at the 1996 WTO Ministeria
Conference held in Singapore.

» Patents.

» Compulsory licensing by countries without domestic
manufacturing capacity and agriculture.

Some Differences Within

At this point in time, the devel oping nations from South
Asiaand Africahave made clear they arenot ready for negoti-
ations because they have not reached consensus on these is-
sues. The East Asian and | bero-American devel oping nations
have not rejected the negotiation process outright, but have
indicated that they might if they don’'t get satisfaction on
other issues.

By far the most contentiousissue isthe subsidiesthat the
developed nations' farmers get from their governments. The
developing nations chargethat the large export subsidy given
by the devel oped nationsto their farmers prevent developing
countries’ farmersfrom entering the international market and
exporting their products. The devel oping nations haveidenti-
fied five specific agricultural trade policy objectives:

1. Ending export dumping: WTO rules aready call for a
total ban on dumping—the selling of goods into the global
market at prices below the cost of production. While these
rules are strictly enforced for most industrial goods, they are
generally ignored for agricultural commodities.

2. Supporting fair trade: There is broad support for the
general concepts of certified fair trade—the independent
(non-governmental) system of agreements between produc-
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ers and buyers that ensure the prices paid to farmers and
charged to consumers are fair and reflect the full costs of
production, including environmental protection and socia
justice. Some recent proposals for changes in WTO rules,
such as those on limiting the flexibility of government pro-
curement, threaten the fair trade system and must therefore
be rejected.

3. Promoting commodity agreements: There is a newly
energized debate over how to adjust WTO rules to enable
the effective operation of global agreements for the major
agricultural crops. Record-low prices in coffeg, cotton, and
other commodities have sparked a renewed debate over the
best way to structure the balancing of supply and demand
at the global level. Developing and developed nations need
international agreements designed to ensurefood security for
consumers and fair prices for producers.

4. Prevent monopoly control: Current agricultural trade
rules have resulted in a handful of corporations taking near-
complete control over critical sections of food supply. There
hasbeen near-universal rejection of new proposal sthat would
further increase this monopoly control over seeds, animals,
germ plasm, water and water infrastructure, and other vital
inputsneeded by farmers, including strong oppositionto“ pat-
enting of life” proposals being made by the U.S. government
and the European Union (EU).

5. No privatization of water: There is strong support for
keeping water rights under public control. There are growing
efforts to oppose WTO proposals that would encourage the
privatization of water systems. Because many farmers rely
on water for their livelihoods, there is a great concern about
moves to create private water monopolies.

Joining Hands Against EU-U.SA.

A few weeksago, the EU and United Stateshad submitted
ajoint proposal covering the so-called threepillarsof agricul-
ture that have been the hardest to resolve: market access,
domestic support, and export subsidies. Just one week |ater,
Brazil, India, and Chinaled a group of developing countries
in Geneva, unveiling new, joint proposals on how to reform
global farm trade. The Brazilian Ambassador introduced the
paper in apresentation to a WTO heads-of-delegation infor-
mal meeting on Aug. 20. The developing nations' paper was
attacked by the EU representative, who accused the co-spon-
sors of seeking confrontation, promoting South-North con-
flict, and aiming at the stars in order to get the Moon. The
Brazil Ambassador said his aim was not the Moon, but to get
access to markets in Europe and el sewhere on earth.

Thereare now two major proposalsonthetable—the EU-
U.S. paper, and one submitted by Argentina, Brazil, China,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Guatemala, India,
Mexico, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, South Africa, Thailand,
and Venezuela. The aim of the discussions is to prepare a
paper on agriculturemodalities, or “framework,” to be placed
in the Cancun Ministerial Declaration. In essence, however,
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the 16 countriescall for asubstantial reduction of all subsidies
to farmers, in what amounts to more far-reaching demands
than those contained in the EU-U.S. proposal.

On tariff cuts, the 16 propose major differences in ap-
proach between developing and developed countriesin for-
mulating commitments. It also calls for the elimination of
all export subsidies. The U.S. view is that many developing
countries have tariffs that are nine times that of the United
States, and hencearguesfor adoption of the Swissharmoniza-
tion formulafor tariff reduction in the U.S.-EU paper. Indian
Ambassador to Geneva K.M. Chandrasekhar said the whole
issueis about market access and protection for farmers. The
United States and the EU provide protection for their farmers
through subsidies, tax policies, tariff protection, and price
supports. And thisis20-30timesthelevel of domestic support
in devel oping countries, which could not afford such budget
support. Theonly protection they can provideto their farmers
isthrough tariffs.

It is evident that having formed a powerful trio, Brazil,
India, and Chinaarenot goingto beeasily intimidated. Deliv-
eringtheinaugural addressat the Second I ndia-A ssociati on of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) Business Summit, Indian
Prime Minister Atal Behari Vgjpayee said: “We try to high-
light theasymmetriesand imbalancesin the multilateral trade
agreements, but keep getting sidetracked into non-trade-re-
lated issues. Wearefinding that the Dohaagendanegotiations
are a two-tracked process with our concerns always on the
slower track.” Calling onthe ASEAN member nationstojoin
handswith India, Brazil, China, and other devel oping nations
to arrest this trend, he added: “We have to insist that the
multilateral trading regime takes into account the genuine
concernsof the not-so-rich countriesfor thewelfareand live-
lihood of billions of their citizens.”

Smarting From WTO Decisions

Similar news is also coming out of Cancun. The feisty
Indian Commerce Minister, a former student union leader
from Delhi University, Arun Jaitley, has led a 60-member
delegation to Cancun, and he has already told reporters that
hewould opposeany moveto bringininvestment and compe-
tition rulesinto the WTO work program. He also made clear
that any effort by the EU and United States to bulldoze their
way through the tough agricultural negotiations will be met
by abrick wall.

The process which led to the collaboration between India
and China began in May, when a cooperation memorandum
was signed in Shanghai between the Shanghai Consultation
Center for the WTO, and the Federation of Indian Chambers
of Commerce and Industry. According to the memorandum,
both sideswill mainly exchangeviewsonworldtradepolicies
within the WTO framework and discuss cooperation to ex-
ploreissuesrelevant to theguarantee of devel oping countries
interestsin the world economy.

India is particularly smarting from a ruling by a WTO
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dispute settlement panel in early April. The pandl created a
watershed whenit summarily ruled that thecontroversial U.S.
rules of origin for textile and apparel products—instituted in
1996 to restrict burgeoning textile imports from Asia—do
not violate the core principles of the WTO rules-of-origin
agreement. That agreement allows most customs administra-
tions to decide the origin of goods, according to where the
product underwent the last substantial transformation. The
most widely applied criterion attributes origin to a country if
the product was sufficiently changed there to move its cus-
toms classification from one heading to another.

Inadisputeraised by Indiaagainst theUnited States' rules
of origin for textile and apparel products, a three-member
panel said in an interim “confidential” ruling that New Delhi
had failed to show how the purported measures by Washing-
ton undermined Indian textile exports.

In textile trade, the rules of origin play a mgjor role be-
cause of the existing quotas perpetrated by theindustrialized
countries on textile imports from developing countries. New
Delhi said that, faced with a major trade dispute with India
and the European Union, Washington struck a bilateral deal
with Brussels.

Generic Life-Saving Drugs

The 146 WTO member-states agreed on Aug. 30, that
developing countries can import generic versions of patented
medications to tackle serious and epidemic diseases, such as
HIV-AIDS, tuberculosis, and malaria. The decision was not
unanimously accepted by thedevel oping nations, particularly
Argentinaand the Philippines. These countries point out that
the negotiations were rushed to allay fears of broad failure of
thetrade liberalization talksin Cancun. The origina intent of
the talks, they say, was to facilitate the supply of affordable
generic drugsfor developing countries. However, this agree-
ment hasthrown up new legal, economic, and political obsta-
cles to ensuring production and export of generic medicines
in the future. The statement that the United States insisted
on, adds another layer of uncertainty that leaves developing
countries vulnerable to pressure not to use the system. But
in India, Abhay Shukla, coordinator of the Mumbai-based
People’ sHealth Movement, said, “The changein WTO rules
torespondto publichealthemergencies. . . will certainly help
India’ s pharmaceutical industry, which is strong on generic
drugsand isamajor player in the export trade.”

Brazil’s Foreign Minister Celso Amorim applauded the
accord because it reduces the cost of medicinesthat are often
purchased by the government to distribute to those in need
through health programs, free of charge. Asagesture of suc-
cess, Brazil’s President, Luiz Inécio Lulada Silva, issued a
decree on Aug. 30 that authorizesimport of generic medica-
tions—drugs identified by their main active ingredient, and
usually much cheaper than their trademarked equivalents—
without the consent of the holders of the corresponding pa-
tents. These drugs will beimported from Indiaand China.
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Is U.S. Picking Russian
To Loot Iraq’s Economy*?

by Rainer Apel

The Russian Liberal politician Boris Nemtsov revealed in
Moscow on Sept. 8 that the United Statesis recruiting Boris
Yeltsin's former tsar for economic shock therapy, deregula-
tion, and privatization, Y egor Gaidar, to provide “ expertise”
for a postwar economic policy in Irag. George W. Bush has
decided to seek Gaidar out of the conviction that “Gaidar
is the world's sole specialist who knows how to recover a
country’s economy,” Nemtsov said.

Gaidar, with agroup of fellow technocrats who had been
trainedinthe 1980sat L ondon “free-trade” think-tanks, pion-
eered the brutal shock therapy that looted and ruined the Rus-
sian economy and completely discredited Y eltsin, beginning
with Gaidar’ sterm as prime minister in 1992.

After Nemtsov’ s announcement at the party congress of
the Union of Right Forces, Gaidar confirmed that he has re-
ceived an invitation from the Temporary Administration of
Irag. Accordingto | zvestia on Sept. 8, Gaidar himself clarified
that the Americans are concerned not even so much with
reconstruction, as with creating a different type of economy
inlrag, than what it had before: “ They arefacing the problem
of a collapsed totalitarian regime with a high level of state
participation in the economy.”

Strana.ru noted, “ The American offer to Gaidar hasacer-
tainlogic. Truly, there is probably no specialist in the world
today, more experienced in privatizing the oil sector of an
entire country. . . . Reform of the oil industry was one of the
first undertakings of thefirst-wave reformists[in Russig], led
by Gaidar.” TheUSAID hasbeen prescribing“ shock therapy”
for the Iragi economy, wrote commentator Sergei Pletnov,
with “mass privatization of Iragi industry.” Of course, “Itis
well knownthat the privatization of Russian oil resultedinthe
concentration of the sector inthe hands of afew monopolists;
hence the Americans should have no problem making use of
Y egor Gaidar’ s experience. After that, Iraq will also need the
people who thought up Russia' s loans-for-shares auctions’
(the privatization swindles by which the Russia’s oligarchs
fortunes were amassed).

Gaidar said heisleavingfor Iragon Sept. 19, leading what
amounts to a Mont Pelerin Society international hit squad:
According to lzvestia, he will be joined by former Bulgarian
President Petar Stoyanov and Estonian ex-premier and
“young reformer” Mart Laar. In 1997, Stoyanov surrendered
Bulgaria's sovereignty under a “currency board’ scheme
modelled on British colonial times.
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The Crab Nebula and
The Complex Domain

Investigating and understanding the “Crab” is a great project by which today’s
“no-future generation” can prove how man is different from the beasts. A
challenge by Schiller Institute science advisor Jonathan Tennenbaum.

Hereisthe presentation, edited for publication, of Jonathan
Tennenbaum to the Schiller Institute Summer Academy, held ~ FIGURE?

on Aug. 16-17, in Frankfurt, Germany. Attended by some 120 The Crab Nebula
youthsfromall over Europe, it wasalso addressed by Lyndon
LaRouche and Helga Zepp-LaRouche.

The reason why | invited the Crab Nebula to visit us and tg
participate in this conference, is because | want to give al
additional, new proof, for the difference between human be
ings and animals, the difference between man and beast. B
cause it should be clear that it's not enough to have heard th
there is a difference between man and animals, not enough
just believe it or to remember that at some time you under
stood that there was a difference, but you have to keep provi
it. It's not one of these things that you prove once, and the
you say, “Okay, now we know.” You have to keep proving it.
In fact you have tdive the proof. Each person in this room,
all the time, has to be a living demonstration of the differencg
between man and animal.

So, now, how can the Crab Nebula help us in this? Thers
are several different ways, that are all connected with thq
same core conception. Firstly, you see thisimage lrégei( e
1). If man were an animal, we would not be seeing this. Be
cause the Crab Nebula is not visible to our eyes directly. You
don’t see it. You can look in the heavens all the time; youPull of paradoxes for 21st-Century astronomy. * There'sno

o , - . formula, no software, no procedure that would allow you to input
won Fflnd the Crab Nebula. .It stoo small, too weak, too.falnt. sense per ception, and get ‘reality’ asthe output. Theworld doesn't
And in fact, most of the objects of modern astrophysics areyork that way. To discover truth. you have to go outside the
not directly visible to the human eye. We study them usingdomain of formal procedures.”
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scientificinstruments. Wel ook at thescien-

tific instruments and they do something; " Con -2

and we say, “Ah hal There's something
out there.”

And also, we would not be talking
about the Crab Nebula unless human be-
ings, scientists, were actively looking for
something, searching for anomalies. It
didn’t cometo usand hit usontheshoul der.
It wasn’t something you stumbled over on
a pathway somewhere, taking awalk. But
scientists were actively looking. Some-
thing that, also, only man really does.

Thirdly, these scientific instruments,
without which we wouldn't be talking
about the Crab Nebula—the telescope and
other types of instruments form a kind of
extension of our own sense organs. Their !
construction, however, embodied princi- 7 3 ol

Cricimd P
e fiar £
h r

The real

Universe

plesof design, physical principlesthat man [* . —Ll =)
T gl N Sennze Puiteplsai
i

has progressively discovered and mastered

for practice, over along history of scientific T

discoveries. No animal isableto do that.

But there's more. We're going to do
something with these observations, that no
animal does. We're not going to just do what most scientists
do, trying to just interpret their measurements on the basis of
what they learned, on the basis of textbook knowledge—
just as animals react to sense perceptions according to pre-
programmed instincts. We're not going to do that. We are
going to be uniquely human. We're going to use these obser-
vationsto deliberately generate paradoxes. And, on the basis
of those paradoxes, we're going to locate and discover,
through a process of reflection using human reason, some-
thing flawed or incomplete in our thinking—not just in some
detail, but about the whole way we have thought about the
world up to now. And by doing that, we then generate a new
idea, a new axiomatic conception, which actually changes,
implicitly, everything about the way we think and we deal
with the Universe.

Finaly, if we can prove the validity of this hypothesis—
by demonstrating that this new way of dealing with the Uni-
verse providesuswith agrowing power to sustain humanlife,
as demonstrated in economic development and so forth—
then we have demonstrated scientific truth.

Another thing enters into this. The process of reflection
called human reason, which permitsusto generate new scien-
tific conceptions, involves a very specia sort of relationship
of ourselvesto other human beings, whichisuniquely human:
avery intimate, very profound relationship with people who
arenot aliveany moreinthebiological sense. Great scientists,
great thinkers, great creative personalities of the past, with
whom we carry out akind of Platonic dialogue of reflection
on the way we think about the Universe. And these cregtive
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personalities make a kind of “second celestial sphere’— not
the ordinary celestial sphere with the stars we see with our
eyes, but a“sphere” that is populated by creative human per-
sonalities which form, in a sense, our intellectual Universe.
Those are the “monads/stars” with whom we carry on a sort
of Platonic dialogue, through which we increase our powers
to develop human existence.

From Sense Per ception to Knowledge

Now what I’ ve presented here, in avery condensed way,
isanordered, multi-step process, going from sense perception
to scientific knowledge. It goes from the sense perception to
scientific instruments that extend the powers of perception;
from the design principles of the scientific instruments; to
paradoxes, which, ironically, show that there is something
implicitly flawed or incomplete in those same design princi-
ples, andfromthere, to adialogueinsidetheindividua human
mind, inwhichwe converse with the other creative personali-
ties, living and dead, to generate a new hypothesis. Finally,
from the generation of anew hypothesis, viathe communica-
tion of thenew ideato other human minds, anditsassimilation
into the productive practice of society, to an increase in the
per-capitapower of society to sustain human life, demonstra-
ting the validity of the new hypothesis as a genuine advance
in human knowledge.

Let’s look more carefully at the different phases of this
process. And start very, very simply, with the realization that
our sensesdo not tell usthetruth. They couldn’t; it’s not that
they want tolieto us. They are not ableto tell uswhat thereal
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Universeis. For example: Objects that are far away from us,
look smaller. Arethey really smaller? They look smaller. So,
by this simple sort of paradox, we see that vision doesn’t tell
us the true size of objects. More importantly, we see things
happening, but we don’t seetheir causes with our eyes or the
other senses. That, we have to use our mindsfor.

Figur e 2 showsthe general problem posed by what | have
just said. Inthelower corner isthe notion of sense perception,
asit occursin astronomy: the so-called celestial sphere, with
the starsand other astronomical objectswe seewith our eyes.
In the upper corner of the diagram, is the real Universe, that
we don't see directly. The question is, “How do we get from
sense perception to thereal Universe? What kind of aprocess
isthat?’ Thisisexactly the subject of epistemology, as Plato
develops this in his famous “Allegory of the Cave,” and in
all of his dialogues, where he speaks of the realm of sense
perceptions as akind of shadow of reality.

Thistakesusto the central focus of the Classical Greeks
work on geometry. Many people think, “Oh yeah, Greek ge-
ometry isabout straight linesand circlesand pointsand trian-
gles, and so on.” That's not quite true. The real subject of
the geometry of the Platonic tradition is epistemology, the
guestion of how the human mind can cometo know redlity. |
shall demonstrate that to you in a moment.

The geometry | am talking about isthe geometry Lyndon
LaRouche callsthe“ pre-Euclidean geometry” ; the geometri-
ca method that was brought in from Egypt, and developed
by Thales and Pythagoras and their successors up to thetime
of Plato, but which was lost when the teaching of geometry
became dominated by the influence of Aristotle.

The Significance of Geometrical M eans

One of the central topics of investigation of this Classical
geometry, was the construction of what were called “means
between extremes,” such as the geometrical mean, the arith-
metic mean, the harmonic mean. At first glance, these means
have to do with numbers and line segments. For example:
Y ou take two numbers—2 and 8. How can you get from 2 to
8 by some kind of lawful progression? Well, one way to do
it, is via the so-called geometrical mean, which is 4. To get
from 2 to 4 is by doubling. And to get from 4 to 8 is by
doubling again; so you have the same relationship; 4 medi-
ates, so to speak, thetransition from 2to 8.

Now it’ sinteresting to note, that at least in the languages
that | know, the word “mean” signifies not only something
whichisinthe middle between two things, but also an instru-
ment or power by which you do something. Soitisin German
with the word “Mittel,” in French with “moyen,” in English
“mean,” in Russian “stredstvo, sredneye.”

Now, | want to illustrate this connection using some geo-
metrical problems most of you arefamiliar with.

Figur e 3 showsthe problem of doubling asquare. Given
asguare: Y ou want to construct a square with exactly double
the area. The Greek geometers discovered that this problem
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FIGURE 3
Doubling of a Square
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can be solved, if you can construct, between alength 1 and a
length 2, anintermediatelength called the geometrical mean:
alength A, for which theratio 1 to A equalstheratio of A to
2. Infact, if you look at the familiar solution for doubling the
sguare, by meansof diagonals, you can see geometrically that
thediagonal of the original squareisactually the geometrical
mean between 1 and 2. Thisisapparent from the similarity of
thetwo trianglesABC and ACD.

Another way you can understand the geometrical meanis
to ask, “How do you go from the original squareto the larger
one?’ Imagine you found the right length, A, for the side of
the larger square. Y ou take your square and you first stretch
itin ahorizontal direction to get arectanglewith sides A and
1. And then you stretch it again in the vertical direction to get
the square with sides A and A. Evidently, both transforma-
tions increase the area by the same proportion. The area of
the rectangleisthe geometrical mean between the area of the
original square and the area of the second square.

Doubling the Cube

Now let’slook at the famous problem of doubling acube
(Figure 4). On the left, | have a cube whose side is a unit
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FIGURE 4
Doubling of a Cube

second cube involved three
“gretchings’™—from the first
cube to abox, from that to a sec-
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ond box, and then to the final
cube, in such away that the vol-
ume was increased by the same
proportion in each step.

I nvestigating thematter along
theselines, the Greeks concluded
that the problem of doubling the
cube, isequivalent to that of find-
ing two means between the two
extremesland?2;i.e., two magni-
tudes A and B with the property,
ﬂ thaa 1L A=A:B=B:2. These

“ magnitudes are volumes of the
two “boxes’ we just interposed
betweenthetwo cubes. Infact, the
first box has volume A and the

P second box hasvolume B = A2,

Now, it turns out that actually
doubling a sguare, or even dou-
bling aline, requires actually do-
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ing something whichisnot part of
just theworld of straight lines. To
double aline, you must use rota-
tion. To double the square we
haveto get theidea of adiagonal,
which is, again, in a different
ream, from that in which the
problemisoriginally posed. That
iswhy peopletend to besurprised
and delighted at the solution, and
why Plato emphasized it in his
Meno dialogue. Now, in both
these cases—doubling the line
and the square—the solution
could be constructed, or at least
seemedtobeconstructable, onthe

f.-'F.I.F"".'

length. Now suppose, hypothetically, that | have found away
to construct a cube with twice thevolume; i.e., 2 cubic units.
How could | get from the first cube to the second cube? As-
suming | have somehow constructed the side A of the second
cube, | could do the transformation in the following way: |
start with the original cube, and | extend it in one direction,
pulling it out, so to speak, lengthwise, so it has one side equal
to A, while the other two sides remain of unit length. That
will increase the volume by the factor A. Secondly, | now
extend it vertically, by the samefactor, to get a“box,” two of
whose sidesare of length A, and the other of unit length. And
finally, | stretcheditindepth, by the sameproportion, arriving
at the second cube. So the transformation from thefirst to the
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basis of ordinary procedures of

geometry, with ruler and com-
pass. Although actually, the idea behind the doubling of the
square, what Plato highlights in the Meno, is not part of the
procedures of geometry.

In the case of doubling the cube, however, it turns out
that there is no construction at al within the procedures of
geometrical construction laid forth by Euclid. You cannot
double a cube using Euclidean procedures. That was known
to the Platonics, known to Archytas; and it's a very crucia
point. The problem of doubling the cube belongs to a higher
“power.” Y ou haveto go outsidethe bounds of formal geome-
try and its procedures, and generate a completely different
kind of idea—an idea which is not simply geometrical in
the ordinary sense, but involves a general notion of creation
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or generation.

Thisismost powerfully dem-
onstrated by the construction by
Archytas, afriend of Plato’s, for
how to double a cube. Archytas’
astonishing construction actually
generates the two means, A and
B, between 1 and 2, using the in-
tersection of three surfaces of ro-
tation: a cylinder, a torus, and a
cone (Figure 5). | can’t go now
intothedetailsof Archytas' work;
you can read about it in “Why
Modern Mathematicians Can't
Understand Archytas,” New Fed-
eralist, May 26, 2003; and“ Arch-
ytas Musical Construction,” New
Federalist, June 23, 2003. But it
should be clear that this construc-
tion is located, implicitly, in a
completely different domain than
ordinary Euclidean geometry.
Thesurfacesarenot static objects,
but rather embody principles of
generation, of action. You'reina
different world.

So, athough the original
cube, and the one with double the
volume, both ostensibly belong to
the realm of ordinary Euclidean
geometry, to actualy construct
the relationship between the two,
we had to go outside the domain
of Euclidean geometry. We had
to go through a kind of thinking
whichisimplicitly non-visual.

This means that the idea of
simple, linear extension in space,
and with that, the simple Euclid-
ean notion of spaceitself, isnot a
true one. It's not the real Uni-
verse. There is no simple, linear
actionintherea Universe, allow-
ing you to go from a cube to its
double. Accordingly, there is no
simpleproceduretogofromsense
perception to knowledge about

FIGURE 5
Solution by Archytas, Collaborator of Plato

The “two means™ required to

double the cube are generated

by the intersection of three

surfaces: a torus, a cylinder

and a cone. #

The principle employed by
Archytas, to construct his
solution, hes entirely outside
the domam of formal
geometry.

FIGURE 6
Cusa’s ‘Four Unities’ for Astronomy

The Unmiverse

Hypoihesizing

Srientiliz Instrmments

Eense Perceptinn

therea Universe. There' sno formula, no software, no proce-
dure that would allow you to input sense perception, and get
“reality” asthe output. The world doesn’t work that way. To
discover truth. you have to go outside the domain of formal
procedures. And one crucial element of that is, you have to
look at sense perception—the sensorium, so-called—as
something created, not assomething whichis”simply there.”
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In summary, | want to emphasize three conclusionsto be
drawn from the work of Archytas and the Classical Greek
investigation of “means,” which shows what the pre-Euclid-
ean geometry isreally about.

Firstly, that thereis no simple, deductive, or formal rela-
tionship between sense perception and the real Universe.
Thereisalawful relationship, but not formal.
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FIGURE 7

Kepler's Discovery of Order of the Solar System
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“ Kepler demonstrated
that the Solar System
Teme e — e congtitutesa single,

5 unified, harmonically
el o o T organized system—a

3 kind of organism—in
which each orbit hasa
pre-determined, lawful
position within the
whole. That conception,
which Kepler developed
in his New Astronomy
and World Harmony, is
hisoriginal conception
of ‘universal
gravitation.” ”

Secondly, to understand that relationship, you have to
conceptualize aprocess of continuous creation or generation
of the Universe.

And, thirdly, it concerns the hypothesis, that the process
of going from sense perception to knowledge about the real
Universe involves, somehow, two “means’—two additional
speciesintermediate, so to speak, between our sense percep-
tion and the principle of creation of the Universeitself, medi-
ating their relationship.

TheFour Unities

Plato developsthe concept of “two means’ between sense
perception and knowledge, in many places in his dialogues,
including the Sixth Book of the Republic, where he discusses
the different levels of hypothesisin terms of geometrical pro-
portions. It was exactly this Classical, Platonic conception,
most powerfully expressed and developed in the work of Ni-
colaus of Cusa, that launched the 15th-Century Renaissance.
In his Docta Ignorantia, (Learned Ignorance) and most ex-
plicitly a companion writing entitled De Coniecturis, (On
Conjecture, or On Hypothesis), Nicolaus of Cusa develops
thisnotion of what he callsthe“four unities.” Figure 6 gives
an image of Cusa's four unities as they might be expressin
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respect to human astronomical discovery.

Below we have sense perception, and at thetop theuniver-
sal principle of creation. Between these, Nicolaus of Cusa
distinguished two mediating faculties. One, he called thefac-
ulty of understanding (German, “Verstand”) and the other he
called reason (German, “Vernunft”).

Let uslook closer at these “four unities.” Starting at the
top we have, first, the Universe itself, considered not as an
aggregate of objects, but, simply as asingle principle of cre-
ation—asingleidea, in the same way we were talking about
the way a great work of music is the expression of a single
idea. SothevisibleUniverseand everything elseistheexpres-
sion of asingle, grand principle of creation. That principle of
creation isthe“real Universe.”

Next we have human creative reason, which is generated
out of that great principle of creation of the Universe, and
of which the human mind is a kind of expression. And we
participate in the process of development and elaboration of
thevisible, through the discovery and “ activation” in expand-
ing human practice, of agrowing array of universal physical
principles.

Then we have a second, “lower” mean, Classically re-
ferred to as*“understanding,” which corresponds more or less
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FIGURE 8
The ‘Chandra’ X-Ray Telescope

to what most people mean by “reasoning” or “logical” think-
ing. Thisisthesort of thinking process by whichweelaborate
aready-known principles, into a growing system of knowl-
edge and practice, somewhat analogous to the way a mathe-
matician deduces a growing array of theorems from some
given set of axioms. Thelevel of understandingisexemplified
by an engineer designing scientific instruments, and other
forms of technology, on the basis of principles he had pre-
viously assimilated. The understanding is that by which we,
most of the time, interpret sense perception, the fourth level.

Note the ironic relationship between these four unities.

For example, sense perception, by itself, cannot identify
what is happening to it. The eyes say, “Flash, flash, flash,
flash,” but do not by themselves identify an object. That re-
quiresahigher power of the mind. Our touch perception says,
“Hurt, hurt, hurt. Feel good; hard; soft,” but does not by itself
identify what it iswe are touching.
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S0, it’ sthe understanding—an elaborated, evolving array
of knowledge—by which we interpret sense perception, and
by which also ascientist, seeing hisinstrumentsgoing, “Bup,
bup, bup, bup, bup,” says, “Aha, thisisthe Crab Nebula.”

But although understanding can interpret, combine and
compare, it can never go outside the limits of the basic con-
cepts and assumptionsthat it haslearned from reason.

Only reason—only the principle of reason, or that faculty
of reason—can actually go beyond any system of elaborated
knowledge, by the method of Platonic hypothesis: by dis-
covering paradoxes, hunting them down, forcing them out,
and onthat basi s, generating anew conception which changes
the way we think about the Universe.

But, also, humanreasonisnot theUniverseitself. Beyond
that, isauniversal principle of creation which isthe source of
human powers. So the human reason is not everything. That
means also that process of discovery isunending. Thejoy of
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discovery never ends. So we are in the best of al possible
worlds.

So, by this, Nicolaus of Cusaactually defined, for thefirst
time, the method of modern experimental science as akind
of aflow, adouble relationship, among these four unities.

Kepler’sDiscovery of Universal Gravitation

Johannes Kepler's revolution in astronomy, particularly
in his New Astronomy and World Harmony, demonstrates
Cusa smethod in action. Welook up at the sky, the celestial
sphere. The celestial sphere has a very specific geometry,
based on circular rotation. Theinstruments Tycho Braheused
to make the measurements were based on the conception of
angular (circular) displacement as the elementary form of
action. In fact, we do observe the stars coming up in the East
and setting in the West, making circular motions in the sky.
TheSun’ smotionisalittlemorecomplicated: thereisayearly
cycle and a daily cycle. But all seems to be derivable from
just circular rotation, by different combinations.

But, now you discover the bizarre motion of the planets
(calledin German“ Wander sterne,” or “wandering stars’) rel -
ativetothesimplecircular motion of thestars. Most paradoxi-
cal of al is the motion of Mars, with its looping motion.
Kepler was able to demonstrate that the observed motion of
Marsisincompatible with the assumption, that circular rota-
tion is the fundamental form of action in the Universe. The
Mars motion cannot be accounted for on the basis of acombi-
nation of simple rotational processes, like the gears of ama-
chine. Y ou can approximate it, but the approximations break
down. It'sadifferent kind of process.

And out of this, Kepler conceived that there is a very
different sort of principle, guiding the planet along its path-
way, and which involves a constantly changing curvature,
as expressed (in part) by an €eliptical form of the orbit, as
referenced to the Sun.

But, more than that. Kepler demonstrated that the Solar
System constitutes a single, unified, harmonically organized
system—akind of organism—in which each orbit hasapre-
determined, lawful positionwithinthewhole(Figure7). That
conception, which Kepler developed in his New Astronomy
and World Harmony, is hisoriginal conception of “universal
gravitation.” It snot aforce; it’ snot the mechanistic bowdler-
ization produced by Newton later; it’ saprincipleof composi-
tion of the Solar System.

| think it is very important, that Kepler did this at the
historical moment he did, and not just for science. For, think
of the disaster European civilization went through during his
lifetime, the Thirty Y ears War, and the wars that went before
that. Kepler’' swork was key to rebuilding European civiliza-
tion after that holocaust, by instilling asense of confidencein
the creative powers of the human mind, to lift civilization
again out of barbarism.

Now, the mathematicsof Kepler' stimewastotally inade-
guate, to elaborate Kepler’ snew principleinto acomprehen-
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FIGURE 9
Interferometry With an Array of Telescopes
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sive mathematical physics. Therefore, a new type of mathe-
matics had to be created; and this was actually done,
particularly through the work of Fermat, Pascal, Leibniz and
Bernoulli. Thiswasthe birth of what cameto be known asthe
infinitesimal calculus.

The Paradoxes of the Crab Nebula

Now we come to the present time, and back to the image
of the Crab Nebula. In the meantime, the revolution which
Kepler unleashed, led viathework of Leibniz and hiscollabo-
rators, into an explosion of scientific and technological prog-
ress, whose effects continue until today. The instruments
which produced the strange images I’ m about to show you,
are based on design principles that were discovered through
Kepler's work and what came after that. Those instruments
areaninseparablefeatureof theform of modern, scientifically
driven, industrial society, whichwasestablishedintheUnited
States, in France, in Germany, in other nations, inthe 18thand
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FIGURE 10

Crab Nebula Viewed With Four Types of Radiation

INFRARED

“What isit that is doing these different things to our variousinstruments? \We begin to
realize, that the Crab Nebula is not a simple object, of the sort our naive sense-perception

would lead usto think.”

19th Centuries. That istheindustrial society that iscollapsing
around us now, but fortunately there's still some remainder
of that—expressed not |east of al in the technology of space
travel; in the extraordinary astrophysical instruments which
havebeen put up inorbit around the Earth. Take, for example,
the orbiting x-ray telescope Chandra, which uses some very
remarkable new types of optics to focus and detect x-rays
(Figure8). This Chandratelescope had to be put into orbit in
anélliptical orbit to takeit away from theradiation belt of the
Earth, which isvery noisy.

Here you have another method of astrophysical observa
tion called interferometry (Figure9, left). Y ou build awhole
array of instruments; inthis case, radio telescopes. Y ou corre-
latethe signalsfrom those tel escopes. The astronomersdetect
certain patterns of correlation between those signals, and say
“Okay, now I'mlooking at the Crab.” Sothiskind of observa
tionisarather elaborate kind of interpretation of signalscom-
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ing from a whole array of instru-
ments.

Another exampleisatype of as-
tronomical observations that hardly
existed 50 years ago: gammearray as-
tronomy (Figure9, right). It' san as-
tronomy based on the detection of
extremely high-energy €lectromag-
netic waves arriving toward the
Earth from space. Some of these
gammarays have wavelengths about
1 trillion times shorter than those of
visible light—trillion electron-volt
gamma rays. When they encounter
the upper layers of our atmosphere,
they generate awhole cascade of dif-
ferent types of radiation, including
flashesof light called Cerenkov radi-
ation, which can then be detected by
special instruments.

Thesefew examplesexemplify a
whole orchestra of different types of
instruments, now used to observethe
Crab Nebula. Something already
very far from simple sense per-
ception.

Now, we point al these various
devices at alocation on the celestial
sphere, where in 1731 the first as-
tronomer noticed a diffuse luminous
cloud, a “nebula,” which later be-
came known as the “Crab Nebula.”
Figure 10 shows images generated
by four different types of instru-
ments, operating in four different
wavelength ranges of electromag-
netic radiation. We have our x-ray
telescope that shows us the image in the upper |eft-hand cor-
ner. A telescopeoperatingwith visiblelight givesustheimage
at the upper right. An infra-red telescope produces the quite
differentimageat thelower left. Andfinally, aradiotel escope
array gives the fourth image, again very different, shown in
the lower right-hand side.

Now, comparing these images should shake us up alittle
bit. Here we have four totally different pictures of what is
presumably one and the same object. So, what is the object?
What is it, that is doing these different things to our various
instruments? We begin to realize, that the Crab Nebulais not
asimple object, of the sort our naive sense perception would
lead usto think.

Now let uslook at another juxtaposition of images of the
Crab—thistime, two visible-light images, taken at different
times (Figure 11—note that the images are negatives, with
light and dark reversed.) Thefirst picture wastakenin 1973;
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FIGURE 11
Crab Nebula Expands Over 27 Years’ Time
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“ Comparing with the background of stars, we find that the Crab has grown!—with an average rate of expansion of about 0.2 seconds of

arc per year.”

thesecond, 27 yearslater, in 2000. Go back and forth between
thetwo. Comparing with thebackground of stars, wefind that
the Crab has grown!—with an average rate of expansion of
about 0.2 seconds of arc per year. (A second of arc is a 60th
of aminuteof arc, whichinturnisa60th of adegree.) Indica
tionsof thisexpansionwerefirst noted by arecent comparison
with photographic plates taken back in the 1920s.

If you extrapol ate backwards, assuming a constant angu-
lar rate of expansion, and assuming the Crab began asavery
small object, you can make a very rough guess about how
long ago the expansion would have started. Y ou end up with
an estimate of about 850 years, which would put the “birth”
of the Crab Nebula, in its present phase at least, at around
1150 AD. Now around the year 1054, Chinese astronomers
recorded the sudden appearance of a very bright, star-like
object, inthe general region of the sky wherewe now find the
Crab. For three weeks, the “ star” was visible even during the
day, after which it gradually became weaker, until finally
disappearing from the night sky. Astronomers now believe
they know something about the sort of event that the Chinese
observed in 1054: It is assumed to have been an explosion of
astar, called a“supernova explosion”; and the Crab Nebula
is supposed to bethe“remnant” of that cataclysmic event.
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Paradoxically, the approximately 100-year discrepancy
intheextrapolated date, compared tothe Chineseobservation,
seems to imply that the Crab’s expansion has accelerated
with time—a conclusion which is supported by some other
indications, aswell.

Next, welook at the so-called spectrum of the Crab Neb-
ula(Figure 12). Thisisnot aphotographic imagein the ordi-
nary sense, but is generated when we run the light, coming
from the Crab Nebula, across something called a diffraction
grating, which splitsthelight into different wavelengths. The
vertical axisin the spectrum corresponds to a position along
themajor axisof the Crab. Weseeclearly, that thedistribution
of wavelengths changes, depending upon what position along
the Crab’ saxis wetakethelight from. People may remember
from studying in chemistry laboratory, that every chemical
element, when it' s heated up, or otherwise excited, gives off
light at very specific wavelengths, characteristic of the ele-
ment. These appear as lines in a so-called spectrum. But in
the Crab we find, that certain groups of lines, typically found
in laboratory spectra of certain elements, appear “doubled”
into two copies. One set isshifted toward lower wavel engths,
and oneis shifted toward higher wavelengths.

Quite anomalous, at first sight. What is going on? If we

Science & Technology 19



FIGURE 12
Crab Nebula’'s Necklace-Shaped Emission-
Line Spectrum
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“ The vertical axisin the spectrum correspondsto position along
the major axis of the Crab. We see clearly, that the distribution of
wavel engths changes depending upon what position along the
Crab’s axiswe take the light from.”

look at this on the level of understanding, in terms of known
principles associated with the generation and propagation of
light, then we arrive at afairly definite conclusion: We say,
well, the Crab is expanding. If something is moving towards
you very fast, and it emitslight at a certain frequency, when
thelight arrivestoyouit will beslightly shorter inwavelength.
It'scalled ablue shift. But if something ismoving away from
you very quickly, the light arriving to you will be shifted
down in frequency, to a longer wavelength. That's called a
red shift. That would account for the “doubled” appearance
of familiar sets of spectral lines.

Again, applying known physical principles on the level
of the understanding; and measuring the amount of the shifts
of wavelengths upward and downward in comparison to the
standard, Earth-bound laboratory values; you can derive an
estimate of the speed of motion of the expanding outer shell
of theCrab. Present estimatesareintherangeof 1,300kilome-
ters per second. From this, in turn, using simple geometrical
principles, you can get a rough estimate for how large the
Crab Nebulais, and how far distant itisfrom us. We come up
with this estimate, that the Crab is about ten light years in
diameter! A gigantic object, at least compared with our Solar
System. I’m not saying this estimateistruein some absol ute,
objective sense.

This conclusion, however, is not an “objective fact,” but
an interpretation reached by our understanding, by applying
known principlesand assuming, for example, that the charac-
teristics of space and time, of the propagation of light, etc.,
do not change in the vicinity of the Crab, nor over the entire
distance to the Earth.

Aswe juxtapose more different sorts of observations, the
paradoxes posed by the Crab become more and more power-
ful. Figure 13 shows visible-light telescope images, taken
with a polarizing filter which lets through only light waves
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FIGURE 13
Two Views of ‘Crab’ Polarized 90° Apart

The great differencein brightnessindicates the Crab Nebula's
radiation emissions are strongly polarized along one axisin space.

having acertain axis of orientation in space. Aswerotatethe
filter (in Figure 13, only two positions are shown), theimage
changes. In particular, the Crabisweak in one orientation and
relatively bright in another. This indicates that all the light
coming from different parts of this (presumably) gigantic ob-
ject, has acommon, dominant orientation. Astronomers con-
clude that the whole Crab Nebula is strongly magnetized—
another reflection of its coherence and unity.

In Figure 14 we have aclose-up image of the coreregion
of the Crab, made by the orbiting x-ray telescope Chandra.
Here you see something very, very different. In addition to
the visible-light range of the electromagnetic spectrum, the
Crab emitsmost strongly intherange of x-rays—avery pow-
erful, much shorter-wavelength form of radiation. A smaller,
but significant part of Crab’ sradiationisintheformof gamma
rays, including ultra-high-energy rayswhosewavelengthsare
a trillion times shorter than those of visible light. These
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FIGURE 14
Pulsing Motion of the Crab Nebula

gammarays from the Crab constitute asignificant part of the
total cosmic radiation arriving at the Earth. These gamma
rays are far beyond the wavelength range of the gammarays
produced by known nuclear-reaction processes like nuclear
fission or fusion.

Pointing various instruments at the dot-like region in the
middle of the Chandra picture, we pick up intense pulses
of radiation, ranging over nearly the entire electromagnetic
spectrum, but exactly synchronized at arate of 30 pul ses per
second. Thepresumed sourceof theradiation, isatiny, rapidly
rotating star calleda“ pulsar,” having highly anomalousphys-
ical characteristics.

Now, see: The Chandra actually made a series of seven
X-ray images, between November 2000 and April 2001, once
about every 20 days. These were put together to make akind
of amovie, which I’ll show you now.! (Note: The pulsing you
are seeing is not the pulse of the pulsar; it's just because
the series of seven pictures has been “looped” to produce a
longer film.)

What we seeisreally quite astonishing, very paradoxical,
from the standpoint of conventional notions of physical cau-
sality. The object israpidly changing. But at the same time,
it is supposed to be immensely large. If you compare the
pictures, you see that the changes are occurring in an appar-
ently synchronous manner al over the object, producing the
effect of wavespropagating at aprodigiousvelocity. And yet,
the object is so large that it would take light about ten light-

1. The movie may be downloaded at the Chandra site: http://chandra.harv-
ard.edu/photo/2002/0052/movies.html).
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“Just theinner ‘ring’
around the pulsar,
where the most dramatic
changes appear to
occur—changes on the
time-scale of days, or
per haps even hours—is
already one light-year
across.”

years to go from one end to the other! Just the inner “ring”
around the pulsar, where the most dramatic changes appear
to occur—changes on thetime-scal e of days, or perhapseven
hours—is aready one light-year across.

Thisishighly anomal ous. How doeseach part of the Crab
know what the other parts are doing? There's a correlation
that seemsto bevirtually instantaneous, and surely faster than
the velocity of light. But the speed of light is supposed to be
some kind of alimit, isn't it? Indeed, if the Universe were
organized on the basis of the propagation of effects through
space, then we would expect, that the larger an object is, the
slower it should change; because it would take more timefor
effects to propagate. And yet the Crab, this vast object, is
changing extremely rapidly, far more rapidly than our own,
exceedingly peaceful Solar System. The Crab doesn’'t seem
to pay any attention to the so-called limit of the speed of light.

The Domain of Reason

So, we have an object, a “something” out there, now
shown to be both highly organized and rapidly changing, ina
manner that has hardly any resemblance to what the astrono-
mershad earlier predicted and believed, on the basis of “ stan-
dard theories.” It is producing powerful, coherent pulses of
radiation of different sorts. It displays correlations between
eventsin very distant locations.

Now let us moveto the second, and higher mean between
sense perception and the Universe—the domain of reason.
Thisdomain of reasonissomething very special andalsovery
terrifying for some people. | showed Rembrandt’s painting
(Figure15), just to giveacertain senseof part of this. Reason
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is something that occurs entirely
within the sovereign processes of a
singleindividual human mind, in an
individual soul. Secondly, reason, by
itscharacteristic, triestofocusonthe
essentials. It doesn’t want to be dis-
tracted. It doesn’t introducearbitrary
things. What doesit do?It does, what
Helga described in her discussion of
Herbart: Reason changes the rela-
tionships of the Geistesmassen
[thought-objects, or  thought-
masses] inour soul.? It doesn’t mean
discovering afact, getting someidea
intheusual sense. Rather, your entire
mind is changed by this process of
reason. Y ou change the substance of
your mind. Thisisthe realm of true
freedom. This is what you can read
in the passage of | Corinthians, 13
that Lyn often cites. You are face to
face with the question of truth.

S0, in this mode, we are not try-
ingto“explain” theCrabNebula. We
are not making theories about the
Crab Nebula. In the domain of rea-
son, we don’t make theories. In fact,
if you can explain something on the
basisof atheory, you can be surethat
it doesn’t existinthereal Universe. It' sthe anomal ous nature
of the Crab Nebula, which pointsto something actually exist-
ing behind the images we have seen. That's what Leibniz
called substance. It’ slike Lyndon LaRouche. Heisawalking
anomaly. Furthermore, what we are looking for here, is a
universal principle. 1t's not about the Crab Nebula per se.
The Crab Nebula serves as aMotiv that aClassical composer
employsinamusical composition, to convey anidea. So, we
are not sitting and thinking about the Crab. We are thinking
about the way we think about it! That is a characteristic of
reason.

Thefirst stage of thisappearsto bevery negative, inaway
Nicolaus of Cusa emphasized in what he called “negative
theology.” Wefirst say, “L ook, present-day physics, interms
of its fundamental assumptions, doesn’t work.” There are
useful thingsin it; our technology is based on it. These won-
derful astronomical instrumentswere based on real discover-
ies. But nevertheless, our present-day physics is defective,
in two ways. Firstly, it's incomplete, as any knowledge is.

FIGURE 15
Rembrandt’s ‘The Philosopher’

2. Helga Zepp-LaRouche's presentation in Frankfurt on Aug. 16 and her
keynotetothe | CLC/Schiller conferencein Reston, Virginiaon Aug. 31 both
dealt with Friedrich Herbart’ snotion of the Geistesmassen. One of thesewill
be published in aforthcoming issue. Readers can view her Aug. 31 keynote
at www.schillerinstitute.org/conf-iclc/2003/labor_day/program.html.
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Secondly, it has been crapped up. It has been pumped full of
nonsense. It hasbeen corrupted. Infact, asLyn put it recently,
science has been killed. Thislevel of reason that | am talking
about, the Platonic process of hypothesizing, has essentially
stopped. Almost nobody isdoing it.

Just look at almost any research paper in astronomy, or
astrophysics. What arethey doing? They areinterpreting evi-
dence on the basis of existing knowledge and “ accepted stan-
dards’ of reasoning and argument. They may come up with
alternative theories, where one saysit’ sthis, another saysit’s
that. They may fight over such alternative theories. But all
the theories are ultimately based on the same fundamental
assumptions. There' s no actual hypothesizing going on.

On top of this, we have the way science was destroyed
through empiricism—first in the form of Aristotle, and then
upgraded into a streamlined, “turbo” form, with Paolo Sarpi
and Descartes, leading to Newton and so forth. Y ou can find
evidenceof thiskind of corruptionall over astrophysicstoday.
Typical isnear-universal acceptance of the notion of increas-
ing entropy as a fundamental law of the Universe: the idea
that the Universeisessentially running down asawhole. This
notionwaspromoted by Kant, Laplace, Clausius, Lord Kelvin
and others, as the thesis of a supposedly inevitable “heat
death” of the Universe. And it comesout, for example, inthe
prevailing“line” concerning the Crab Nebula, repeated again
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and again in textbooks and research papersalike: “You had a
star there, it collapsed and exploded. Boom! A supernova
explosion. And what was |eft over after the star blew up, is
the Crab Nebula.” Thus, nearly everywhere, in almost ritual
fashion, the Crab Nebulais constantly referred to as “ super-
novaremnant.” A remnant! Not aprocess of development.

But let’s use reason. Let’'s examine thisway of thinking.
Let’sask ourselves, “What isthe actual source of these kinds
of conclusions, of thiskind of idea? Did theideaof universal
entropy come from observations? Or from some other kind
of real evidence?If wecritically examinewhere certain ideas
and ways of thinking actually come fromin science, we often
find that they did come from a process of discovery. The
idea of universal entropy did not come from some scientific
discovery. It was actually introduced from the outside, as an
ideological perversion of science. Discarding this, let usturn
back to the Crab Nebula. It’s not slow, not a dying remnant.
It sbehaving likeavery peppy, very busy process, busy doing
all kinds of things, changing very rapidly. It's going some-
where. It’sevolving toward somekind of result.

Kepler already had a notion of the Solar System, implic-
itly, asan evolutionary process. Right now, our Sunisawon-
derfully peaceful star. At first glance, looking up at the sky,
the heavens appear very peaceful, very tranquil. But themore
closely you look, the wilder, the more potentially violent the
world of the stars turns out to be. For example, the visible
Universe has innumerable variable stars, many of which can
suddenly increase their light output by many times for afew
hours, then go back again. Some pulse regularly. Some do it
onceinawhile. If our Sun did anything like that, we'd al be
gone. Fortunately, our Sun is very happy. Because it has its
Solar System. It has its children going around it. So, it can
have a peaceful old age in happiness.

But the Crab is changing very rapidly. And, as | men-
tioned, it's obviously not organized by signals or some kind
of effects going from one place to another. That may be hap-
pening, as an effect, but this very rapid change suggests the
idea of achange of curvature of an entire processasawhole.
Thereissomething behind the paradoxical, apparently contra-
dictory features, revealed in the variousimageswe have seen.
Y ou have a process of change which isatrajectory of evolu-
tion, of development. What is determining the correlation of
events is not propagation, not chains of cause and effect of
the sort present-day physicists are accustomed to thinking
about; rather, the determining processis changesintheentire
geometry of the process.

From the standpoint of “isochronic” changesin curvature
of an entire process, on the scal e of many light-years, we may
beginto seethesignificanceof theultra-high-energy radiation
fromtheCrabinanew light. What is* high-energy radiation?’
What does it really mean? This cosmic radiation is beyond
the range associated with ordinary nuclear reactions, with
transmutations of elementsfrom one position in the Periodic
Table to another. What is going, on, is more like the genera-
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tion of an entire periodic table.

To elaborate the concept of atrgjectory of development
as an ordered process of changes of geometry, is something
that ordinary mathematical physics can't handle. It doesn’t
have anything that worksfor that. Thus, we need areference-
point and “seed crystal” for away of thinking about this kind
of critter. An indispensable reference-point, is Lyndon
LaRouche's method in physical economy; a method whose
mathematical sidetakesusinto Riemannian geometry, asLyn
has characterized this, and also as understood from the stand-
point of what Helga has presented about Herbart. This takes
us into the élliptical and Abelian functions, which Gauss,
Abel and Riemann developed out of the impulse of Kepler's
work, as a notion of the primacy of axiomatic changes in
the geometry of an entire process, relative to the apparent
interactions of an assembly of elements.

L ook at this not in terms of mathematics per se, but from
the standpoint of Archytas and Plato: What is its physical
significance? What doesit mean ontologically?1tisfromthis
standpoint, that we may takethefirst steps, toward unleashing
anew revolution in physics. Something akin to what Kepler
did, almost singlehandedly, with his New Astronomy. And
this will be, we can be sure, very beneficial for mankind.
Because in the coming period, we' re going to haveto put the
world economy through arapid succession of changeshaving
an axiomatic-geometrical character. We're not just building
thingshereandthere. Whenyoutalk about aglobal infrastruc-
ture system, you' re talking about something which is plane-
tary, in the sense that VVernadsky used the word, “planetary.”
You can'tjust look at anisolated part of the Earth. Y ou have
to look at how the entire planet is organized: its weather, its
climate, itswater system, and soforth. That meansnot making
silly computer models based on interactions of parts, likethe
so-called climate models, which are all total nonsense, as
Crab Nebulashould teach us; and as V ernadsky taught us. As
in the process of evolution of the biosphere, it isthe changes
in geometry that determine the apparent interactions of the
elements, and not the other way around.

Perhaps the Crab Nebula is something a bit like what
Lyn hypothesized as the early phases of creation of our Solar
System, asan “exuberant,” rapidly rotating young star “spun
out” a plasma disk, generated the elements of the Periodic
system, and organized them into planets. Certainly it's some-
thing in that direction.

Put thisin alarger context. The moreyou study the heav-
ens, using these developing arrays of instruments, the more
densely populated it becomes, with anomal ous astrophysical
objects—objects that announce themselves as packages of
anomalies. We seem to belooking at a Universe which is not
just standing there; not evolving just on hugetime scaleslike
millions or billions of years; but there are also very rapid
evolutions going on. So, we get a sense of what Lyn talked
about in histhree-by-three matrix of experimental science.

We have a Vernadskian Universe, which has the three

Science & Technology 23



groups of principles. The one is associated with non-living
processes, the second with living processes, and thethird with
thoseinvolving theaction of reason. But thereisal so asecond
sort of division of domainsof experimental investigation: We
caninvestigatephysical principlesintermsof their manifesta-
tions on the microphysical scale going down to the atomic,
and the sub-atomic levels; we can look at them on the scale
of our ordinary sense perception; and finally, their manifesta-
tions on an astrophysical scale. This combination of three
groups of principles, and three distinctions of scale, forms a
three-by-three matrix of experimental domains. Looking at
the Crab Nebula and some other astrophysical objects from
this standpoint, we come to a very fascinating question: To
what extent might the anomal ous characteristics of these ob-
jects constitute manifestations of auniversal principle of life,
operating on the astronomical scale of organization of the
Universe? And what about the possible astrophysical mani-
festati onsof the principleof humanreason?A principlewhich
isalwaystherein the Universe.

Thisbringsus, inasense, to the astrophysi cs of the human
mind, and to the notion, that the Crab Nebulaand other anom-
alous objects are not really just “out there” many light-years
away, but are expressing principles which are operating ev-
erywhere and at every timein the whole Universe, and which
aretherefore also directly “here” with us.

Thisinquiry inevitably leads to the necessity of continu-
ing the processthat Nicolaus of Cusalaid out, involving both
of the abovementioned “ double means.” On the one side, we
stand at the threshold of new revolutionsin the technological
infrastructure of astrophysics. So far we' ve remained limited
tothe Earth and itsimmediate environment. Toreally investi-
gate the Crab Nebula and other astrophysical anomalies, we
must deploy arrays of such instruments far away from this
noisy Sun, away from the noisy Earth. This means mankind
must move to more remote regions of the Solar System—
beginning with the orbital region of Mars—deploying there
successive generationsof astronomical instruments, based on
new physical principlesthat we shall discover aswego aong.

A first step is to develop the necessary logistical base in
space, starting from the setting up of production centersonthe
Moon and the establishment of cities on Mars—permanent
human settlements, that will carry onthetask of deployingand
servicing networks of astronomical instruments, operatingin
the region of the Mars orbit and beyond. On the other side,
it's time to liberate science from the prison of empiricism,
and to unleash an era of Reason, an era of development of
human creative powers unlike anything history has seen.

That gives you a concept of a trgjectory for mankind.
Mankind needsthiskind of conception, which Lyn hasgiven
to us, and it’s crucia to the youth movement. To the extent
young people today really get serious about taking up the
intellectual and moral challenges set forth by Lyn, | am cer-
tain, that we shall indeed have that great Renaissance, upon
which the survival of human civilization now depends.
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Brazil Probes All Causes
In Space-Launch Disaster

by EIR Staff

Brazil’ seffortsto devel op an indigenous rocket-launch capa-
bility were set back on Aug. 22, when one of the four engines
on the Brazilian-developed VLS rocket being readied for an
upcoming launch, ignited unexpectedly, setting off an explo-
sion and firesointensethat it totally destroyed the rocket, the
two research satellites which were to be its payload, and the
launch pad. The disaster had a far greater cost: Brazil lost
one-fifth of its space program team in the fire. Eleven of the
country’ smost qualified space engineers, and 10 technicians,
were killed. Reconstituting a team of that quality will take
threetofour years, thedirector of Brazil’ s Aerospace Techni-
cal Center, Brig. Gen. Tiago Ribeiro, told the leading Brazil-
ian weekly Istoé on Sept. 3.

The cause of the engine ignition as the VLS sat on its
launch pad at Brazil's Alcantara Launch Center three days
before its scheduled Aug. 25 lift-off, is under investigation.
All final pre-launch tests had just been concluded, without a
single problem being detected.

The president of the Brazilian Space Agency (AEB), Luiz
Bevilacqua, immediately pointed to budget cutbacks as one
possible cause. The accident could have been avoided, if the
Brazilian government had made greater investments in the
space program over thelast 15 years, he said. The space pro-
gram must betreated asapriority. “ Space technology isvita
for Brazil. Either we master this technology and say Brazil
can do thison itsown, or we are going to continue to depend
on the good will of other countriesto obtain data from space,
or pay a fortune to those countries which have satellites in
orbit.” AEB’s budget for this year—of which only a small
percentage has been disbursed—is 35 million reals (around
$12 million), whenwhat isneeded is102 million reals, Bevil-
acquasaid.

Brazil has remained committed to developing an indige-
nous launch capability, despite two decades of intense inter-
national pressure to shut it down, from U.S. and other indus-
trial nations’ utopian policy spokesmen (see* Boosting I bero-
America into Space,” 21st Century Science & Technology,
Spring 2002). An emotional President Lula da Silvaempha-
sized at the Aug. 26 ceremony honoring the dead, that contin-
uing their work “is the way to pay homage to them.” Wewill
continue the mission, “so asto keep alive their memory,” the
President said.

Two previous attemptsto launch the VL Sfailed, in 1997
and 1999.
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The VLSrocket at the Alcantara site which was destroyed when a rocket
exploded on Aug. 25. The VLSis the only indigenous rocket programin Ibero-
America, since Argentina’s Condor programwas terminated under U.S-led

international pressure.

Air ForceL ooksat Possible Sabotage

The Brazilian government has called the possibility of
sabotage remote, but Istoé reported that among Air Force
officers, sabotage is considered one of the most probable
causes of the sudden, unexplained rocket ignition. Military
officers investigating the explosion were startled to find that
that there were an unusual number of foreigners, many of
them Americans, checked into the hotelsof S&o L uis, the city
where the Alcantara space center islocated, at thetime of the
explosion. At least eight of those foreigners are now under
investigation. The investigators are checking, for example,
whether any of those visitorsin Sao Luisvisited the Vale do
Paraibain Sao Paulo, where the factories which produce the
VLS partsare located.

Itisnotablethat awishful obituary on therocket program
wasimmediately published by London’s Financial Timeson
Aug. 28, signalling that London intends to use the explosion
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as an opportunity to shut down the program alto-
gether. Financial Timescorrespondent Raymond
Colitt dismissed the program as “alegacy of the
1964-1985 military dictatorship,” and suggested
“the fatal explosion forces [a] choice between
investing more or calling a halt.” London-based
investor consultants, Frost and Sullivan, forecast
that the accident will “dampen potential demand
for any future Brazilian services,” reported Colitt
with City-of-London satisfaction.

The most plausible hypothesis, should sabo-
tage have been the cause, say Isto€'s sources, is
the application of aforeign agent to the rocket,
such as a microwave ray or electromagnetic
waves. “An el ectromagnetic wave could befired
from asmall apparatus, or even from space, from
some satellite,” suggests scientist Edison Bitten-
court, aprofessor at Brazil’s Aerospace Techni-
cal Center.

Also notable: Six Russian rocket scientists
and engineers, specialistsinareasincluding solid
fuels, rocket accidents, and others, arrivedin Bra-
zil on Sept. 4, to help the South American nation
initsinvestigation of the explosion. Ukraine has
also offered technical help in investigating. The
Deputy Director General of Ukraine's National
Space Agency, Valeriy Komarov, was giving a
joint press conference with AEB head Bevi-
lacqua on Aug. 25, when they learned of the ex-
plosion. The two space chiefs were reporting on
the newly signed accord between their two coun-
tries, on Ukraine' suseof Alcantarafor Ukrainian
satellites. L ocated very near the Equator, itisone
of theworld’ s best sitesfor space launches.

U.S. AccessHad Been Denied

In April of thisyear, the ability of the United
Statesto launch rockets and satellitesfrom the Alcantarabase
had been foreclosed, after three cabinet ministers (Foreign
Minister Celso Amorim, Defense Minister José Viegas, and
Science and Technology Minister Roberto Amaral) recom-
mended to President Lula da Silva that the government set
aside, and not implement, the U.S.-Brazil Technological
Safeguards Agreement negotiated in April 2000. The agree-
ment had been under heavy attack in Brazil’ s Congress since
September 2001, when Congress was informed of its “con-
tempt for national sovereignty.” The accord would have pro-
hibited Brazilian personnel from gaining access to areas of
the facility during preparations for assembly and launch of
U.S. payloads or vehicles; prohibited Brazilian customs offi-
cials from inspecting closed containers with U.S. equipment
going to Alcantara; and prohibited Brazil from using any of
the monies raised from American commercia launches for
development of its VL S rocket.
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THE SOVEREIGN STATES OF THE AMERICAS

The Monroe Doctrine Today

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

The following was released by the LaRouche in 2004 Presi-
dential campaign committee. It constitutes the introductory
chapters of a pamphlet which will be issued soon, with addi-
tional documentary and graphic material, asindicated in the
text. The urgency of thetopic necessitatesthe early rel ease of
Mr. LaRouche’ s conceptual introduction.

September 4, 2003

Up to the present date, John Quincy Adamsremainsthe most
significant of the architects of what might be fairly distin-
guished as“theworking foreign policy of the United States of
America.” Although hewasaready adistinguished diplomat
before joining President Monroe' s Cabinet, his matured ge-
niusistypified by three of hisleading roles in designing our
government’ s approach to its foreign policies, beginning his
part as Secretary of State under President James Monroe,
during his role as President of the United States, and, in a
later role he conducted, lessconspicuously, but with powerful
force of influence, as a member of the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives. Throughout this, the leading features of that ex-
pressed genius included his foresight and contributions re-
specting therole of diplomacy in defining thefuture coast-to-
coast and north-south borders of the U.S., and in the crafting
of U.S. policy toward the other states of the Americas.
HisroleindefiningU.S. policy for the Americas, isassoci-
ated, most notably, with three model precedents. Thefirst is
his crafting of what became known as the Monroe Doctrine
of defense of the sovereignty of the emerging states of the
Americasagainst meddling by both the British monarchy and
the continental Holy Alliance powers. The second isthe parts
played respecting U.S. policy toward Mexico, by his Secre-
tary of State Henry Clay and Ambassador to Mexico Joel
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Poinsett. Thethird, istypified by hisassociation with adistin-
guished U.S. Representative, and | ater President, asexpressed
by Abraham Lincoln's “Spot Resolution” against President
Polk’s Dick Cheney-like launching of an unlawful war
against Mexico. It was, notably, President Lincoln’s leader-
ship to victory in the U.S. war against that tool of Jeremy
Bentham’s Lord Palmerston and Napoleon 111 known as the
Confederacy, which led to the expulsion of France' simperial
forcesfrom Mexico, and to President Benito Juarez’ srestora-
tion of Mexico's freedom through the defeat of the fascist-
like, occupying Habsburg predator known as the Emperor
Maximilian.

On these matters of U.S. foreign policy: Since my 1977
attack on the late Walter Lippmann’s fraudulent, Fabians
misrepresentation of the M onroe Doctrine, my publicly stated
policy, asa Democratic Presidential candidate, toward all of
the states of the Americas, has been grounded explicitly, and
consistently on those precedents of Adams, ascomplemented
by the work of his collaborators Clay, Poinsett, and Lincoln.
So, today, theunderlying basisfor my U.S. Presidential policy
continuesto bethat which | set forth publicly at the beginning
of August 1982, in my Operation Judrez, apolicy-statement
which| had crafted during the preceding month; that, inantici-
pation of the predatory assault on Mexico which erupted a
few days after that statement of mine had been first issued.
Like Presidents Adamsand Lincoln beforeme, my expressed
policy of 1982 toward the defense of Mexico’s sovereignty
was presented, at that time, and now, as a defense of the
sovereignty and welfare of not only Mexico, but each and all
of the states of the Americas, including our own.

Look back from the present situation, to the much less
unhappy daysof 1982 than now. During the Summer of 1982,
before the international bankers' raid on that nation, Mexico
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under President Jose L opez Portillo was still astrong nation,
with astrong sense of itsown sovereignty. For all itstroubles
of that time, it was a nation which, if permitted to do so
by the U.S.A., till had tremendous internal capabilities and
prospects for unleashing technological and socia progress.
From the Texasborder south, today, everything, everywhere,
isfar, far worse, than then. Some states of the Americas have
lost virtually all substance of the nomina sovereignty for-
merly allowed them. The poverty is widespread, and deep;
chaos, and even madness spreads, or lurksin all corners. In
principle, the interests and solutions for each of the nations
of our hemisphere are the same asin 1982, but the situation
is, qualitatively, afar moredifficult challengethan it wasback
then. Under my Presidency, those difficulties can begin to
be overcome.

Today, each and al of the states below the U.S. border
are confronted by the paradoxical state of affairs, that the
increasingly moreradical “freetrade” and related, moreradi-
ca IMF “floating-exchange-rate system” policies imposed
upon Central and South America, by the United States, since
Spring 1982, have been the greatest single source of the deep-
ening spread of misery throughout that region. Y et, paradoxi-
cally, no recovery from those desperate conditions were pos-
sible presently without the cooperation of the great, ominous
neighbor to their north, our own U.S.A. A new U.S. policy
toward those states of the Americasisneeded, apolicy shaped
under the admittedly new, worse conditions which have de-
veloped since Spring 1982. What all too few U.S. citizens
understand today, so far, what | must persuade my fellow-
citizens to recognize, isthat the future security of the United
States and itscitizensthemselves, dependsuponthe U.S.A.’s
adoption of anew set of palicies, actually constructive poli-
ciestoward our neighborsin the Americas, about as much as
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“What | must persuade my
fellow-citizens to
recognize,” writes
LaRouche, “ is that the
future security of the United
Sates and its citizens
themsel ves, depends upon
the U.SA.’sadoption of a
new set of policies, actually
constructive policies toward
our neighborsin the
Americas, about as much as
those neighbors' future
depends upon us.” Here,
LaRouche during a visit to
Saltillo, Mexico on Nov. 5,
2002.

those neighbors’ future depends upon us. | need your help to
make that connection clear to our citizens.

For just oneof many important examplesof that paradoxi-
cal situation, look at both sides of our border with Mexico.
The U.S. economy of today has degenerated, physically and
morally, to the point, that it has come to depend, to a large
degree, on the very cheap labor of Mexicansin Mexico, and
themostly cheap labor by personsof first- and second-genera-
tion Mexican descent inside the U.S. economy itself. This
Mexican-American group is part of alarger, so-called “His-
panic-American minority” whichisthelargest “ethnic minor-
ity-group” insidetheU.S.A. It exceeds, for example, thenum-
ber of Americans of African descent. Yet, where the family
tiesamong this population of Mexican descent, on both sides
of the border, ought to strengthen the ties between the two
neighbors, avirtually racist doctrine, such as the Caifornia
Proposition 187 supported by the politically predatory freak-
show entertainer and candidate Arnold Schwarzenegger, typ-
ifiestheabusivefolliesfrom the U.S. sidewhich threaten and
estrange persons of Mexican descent on both sides of the
border. That kind of folly promotes a potential for conflict
which may come to threaten the security of both Mexico and
the United States.

That much said so far, after amoment or two longer spent
on preliminaries, | shall conclude this preface of my report,
with oneimportant example of my Presidential policy toward
the Americas as a whole. For this purpose, | focus upon a
specific exampleof the special kind of large-scale, immediate
cross-border, job-creating cooperation between the U.S. and
Mexico which | intend to launch on my first day as President
of the U.S.A., in January 2005. That program is labelled a
NAWAPA-Plus development of Canada, the U.SA., and
Mexico.
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That summary will then conclude
my introduction to the body of this re-
port as awhole. In the chapters follow-
ing this preface, my associatesand | sit-

FIGURE 1A

The Great American Desert

uate the overall policy in fivefollowing
general sections of this report as a
whole: some brief, some longer. In the
first of those chapters, | have summa-
rized the most crucial features of the
global historical setting of international
social and political developments, since
the 1648 Treaty of Westphalia, inwhich
the relations between the United States
and the peoples of Central and South
America have been shaped up to the
present time. In the second, | have
briefly defined the long-term environ-
mental management policy, a Nod-
sphere-management  policy, which
should aready begin to shape our gen-
eral development perspective for the
planet in general, and the related devel-
opment within the hemisphere of the
Americas as such. In the third, | have
summarized my view of the division of
labor which should emerge among con-
tinental regions of development of the
planet as awhole: Eurasia and Austra-
liaNew Zealand, Africa, and the West-
ern Hemisphere. In that chapter, | have

located my policy for therole of the de-
velopment inthe Americasfor theworld
asawhole.

After that, in the fourth section, my

of 0-500 mm.

O Deserts

Q Annual precipitation

@ Great Basin

associates have added important details @ Mojave
to the historical summary which | pre- giﬂ?hol;:r:‘uan
sented in thefirst chapter, added histori-
cal facts devoted to the history of intra-
Source: EIR.

Americanrelationsof the United States.

In the fifth and concluding section, my

collaborators have provided a survey,

including relevant maps, of some of the

most crucial, proposed projects which my associates and |
have either devel oped, or adopted from the work of others, as
goalsfor long-term development of the Americaswhich have
been worked out during the past quarter-century.

NAWAPA-Plus

Theregion of North Americaknown asthe Great Ameri-
can Desert, runs between the Rocky Mountains and Pacific
coastal mountain ranges, southward, across the southern bor-
der of the U.S.A., into the region between the two Sierra
Madre ranges of northern Mexico (Figures 1la-1b). During
the decadesfollowing World War |1, the Parsons engineering
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company played a leading role in defining a project called
The North American Water & Power Alliance (NAWAPA),
with theincluded intent of conquering that desert by organiz-
ing the water flows and production and distribution of power
from the Arctic Coasts of Canada, down into Mexico. My
intention is an expanded version of that NAWAPA program,
which will intersect Mexico's long-standing intention to
bring water from its water-rich, mountainous South, along
the coasts of Mexico and by inland routes. By joining an
extended NAWAPA southwards, and joining with the north-
ward movement of water in Mexico intheregion between the
two Sierra Madres and in Sonora, and combining this with
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FIGURE 1B
North America

amodern high-speed rail/magnetic-levitation transport grid-
system spread from terminals inside the U.S.A. to Mexico
City, the basisfor atechnological revolution would be estab-
lished in what are presently still marginal zones of economic
activity. (See Figures2-3.)

Such atri-national (Canada, U.S.A., Mexico) undertak-
ing, would serve asthefulcrumfor the kind of water-manage-
ment system for both water-distribution and barge-traffic
needed as an economical solution for such crisis-conditions
as collapsing, over-taxed aquifers.

Admittedly, such projects ran against the grain of the re-
cent four decades’ trend of increasing opposition to large-
scalepublicinfrastructureof the TV A type, evenagainst regu-
lated systems of combined production and distribution of
power. However, the inevitable, and presently catastrophic
effects of deregulation, as combined with the accumulated
effects of a general depression in progress since 2000, are
changing increasingly frightened, even desperate, but sane
currents of popular opinion; prompting more and more of our
citizens to look back, away from right-wing fantasies such
as President Nixon's Southern Strategy and anti-Roosevelt
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John Quincy Adams, whose rolein crafting the Monroe Doctrine
defined U.S. foreign policy, in defense of the sovereignty of the
emerging states of the Americas against meddling by both the
British monarchy and the continental Holy Alliance powers.

Democrats’ Nixon-like " suburban” fantasy, back into the di-
rection of the world-outlook of the U.S. Franklin Roosevelt
Presidency.

During the time since the terrifying, successive blows of
the1962 nuclear-missilescrisis, theassassination of President
John F. Kennedy, and the launching of the U.S.A.’s officia
war in Indo-China, there has been aqualitative shift in public
opinion, especially among thefirst generation of U.S. citizens
and Europeans born after World War 11, away from the moral
values of aproductive society, into acult of “post-industrial”
utopianism, anincreasingly bankrupt and predatory, pleasure
society, toward something often suggestive of the decadence
of Rome under Caesarssuch as Tiberius, Claudius, and Nero.
With that shift from “blue collar” to “white collar” values,
and beyond, moreand moreof that shifting composition of the
adult population emerging from the aging process's attrition
among successive generations, had less and less fegling for,
even hosgtility toward theimportance of basic economicinfra-
structure, and high energy-flux density, in maintaining the
productive powers of society per capita. Our economy has
been ruined as aresult of these foolish changes of the recent
span of nearly forty years.

Inreality, thestability and net growth of amodern produc-
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urgently needed, sweeping reform of
educational systems, which must be de-
signed for the rounded development of

FIGURE 2
North America: ‘NAWAPA-Plus’
(B T S

\ future citizens as part of a highly pro-

Main routes
= EXxisting river
= Proposed waterway
=== Rocky Mountain Trench

i
\
N

=== \Nater Conveyance Proposals by Frias, Cooper

ductive form of adult society; and, ap-
propriate forms of urban organization
which efficiently integrate agricultural
3 zones with residential, industrial, com-
mercial, and public functional modes of

ST N

s
22
g

IR s

Rocky Mountain =

Trench

Yaqui River

PLHINO

Frias Proposal

habitation and employment.

Toillustrate that point, the effective
productivity per capita within two oth-
erwise apparently identical manufac-
turing plants, will vary in proportion
to the capital-intensive development of
infrastructure in which the plant and
its employed population are situated.
Thus, the development of the U.S.A. as
an integrated nation, required a certain
approach to the development of the
transcontinental railway system, on
which the possibility for the develop-
ment of agriculture, mining, and manu-
facturing throughout most of its terri-
tory, depended. In other words, the
potentia relative productivity of labor
and private capital investment, per cap-
ita and per sguare kilometer, either in-
creases significantly, or even becomes
barely possible, only with increasing
capital-intensity of development and
operation of a basic economic infra-
structure provided in the modes of gov-
ernmental, or government-regulated in-
vestments in infrastructure-related
public utilities.

Any attempt to cheapen costs of

Sources: Parsons Company, North American Water and Power Alliance Conceptual Study, Dec. 7, 1964;

Hal Cooper; Manuel Frias Alcaraz; EIR.

tiveeconomy, suchasthepre-1964 U.S.A., requiresaninvest-
ment of about half its activity in combined investment in and
operation of basic economic infrastructure. This infrastruc-
ture investment must be concentrated, for the most part, in
capital-intensive investments. These investments in infra-
structure are embodied in, variously, Federal, state, and local
functionsof government, or in government-regul ated, but pri-
vately-owned public utilities. Included categories are: pro-
duction and distribution of increasing ratios of energy-flux
density of power; water management and related systems;
transportation systems, for both freight and people; the public
facilities essential for health-care and sanitation systems; an
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goods purchased by deregulation
through “freemarket” policies, will col-
lapse the infrastructure and point-of-
production productivity, by such effects
asdriving capital investment and skills-
levelsdownward, irreversibly, resulting in an inevitablerela
tive collapse of the economy, by cutting short-term prices
through depleting essential long-term capital investmentsin
people and facilities. Under such trends, including effects
of azeal for “outsourcing” from cheap-labor markets, entire
categoriesof necessary skillsand technologieswill disappear
from the labor-force and productive capacities, as has been
thecaseintheUnited States, increasingly, sincethebeginning
of the 1970s, and, abit later, also on continental Europe.
Thiseffect of so-called “ freemarket” policiescan beseen
today, as the collapse of the physical standard of living and
employment inthe U.S.A. today, especially among thelower
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FIGURE 3

North America: Proposed High-Speed Rail Lines

The only solution for such cases,
is a large-scale increase of productive
employment in agriculture, industry,
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and capital-intensive modes of basic
economic infrastructure, as President
Franklin Roosevelt did in reversing the
catastrophe produced by the Coolidge
and Hoover administrations. By raising
the ration of those employed in, and
capital-intensity of productive output,
in respect to both total population and
area, and pushingthisrationuptolevels
above break-even for the economy as
a whole, a general economic recovery
can be achieved. The contrary “free
trade” policy, with its side-effects of
“fiscal austerity” and “deregulation,”
has produced only disaster. Cutting
production, lowering levels of technol-
ogy, will only lead toward the absolute
ruin of an economy already in finan-
cia difficulties.

Most of the world, outside some
important areas of Asia such as China,
is already plunging deeper and deeper
into bankruptcy brought about by more
than three decades of “fiscal austerity,”
“deregulation” and related measures.
This began in the U.S.A. and Britain,
about the time of the outbreak of the
Indo-China War and ruinous measures
unleashed by Britain’ sfirst Harold Wil -
son government. For the U.SAA., the
general downturn began with the 1966-
67 budget. The same trend hit western
continental Europe a bit later. The de-
veloping sector, including South and

Sources: Hal Cooper; EIR.

eighty percentilesof family-incomebrackets, especially since
approximately 1977 (Figure4).

Presently, the U.S.A., the Americas generaly, Western
Europe, Australiaand New Zealand, are nearing the fag-end
of adecades-long, “free trade”’ -driven attrition of infrastruc-
ture-devel opment and capital-intensive modes of production.
Theerrant impul se of asuccession of economically incompe-
tent U.S. governments, since the pro-fascist turn under Presi-
dent Nixon, isthe use of “free market” motivesto cause com-
pensatory, “fiscal austerity” measures, austerity measures
which curtail precisely those infrastructure investments, ser-
vices, and employment on which the maintenance of eventhe
present level of output depends absolutely.
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Central America, were increasingly

hard-hit by the combination of a1971-

72 shift to a “floating-exchange-rate”

monetary-financial system, and the pe-

troleum-distribution cartel’ s shenanigans of the mid-1970s.

Under the conditions now existing, about three decades | ater,

the only general solution for each and every part of the

world, including the Americas, is large-scale infrastructure-

building programs which raise the combined levels of useful

employment and long-term capital formation, with emphasis

in basic economic infrastructure. Without infrastructure pro-

grams such as a NAWAPA-Plus program for Canada, the

U.SA., and Mexico, thereis, generally speaking, no longer
any hope for any of these nations.

That program of economic resuscitation for Canada, the

U.SAA., and Mexico, typifies my policy, but it is only one

example, which leaves a number of things of crucial impor-
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FIGURE 4
Top 20% of Population Have More Than Half
Of All After-Tax Income
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tance yet to be said. In the following chapters, my associates
and | explain the distinction.

1. The Deadly Change of
1789-1815

Although the existence of a modern form of sovereign
nation-state dates from the successive establishment of Louis
XI's France and Henry VII's England during the latter half
of Europe's Fifteenth Century, the reactionary, pro-feudalist
backlash, led by Venice' sreactionary financier oligarchy and
the Norman medieval tradition, engulfed Europe in terrible
religious and related warfare over the interval 1511-1648. It
was only a Europe led by France' s Cardinal Mazarin, which
ended theterriblereligiouswar of 1618-1648, with hiscrucial
part in bringing about that Treaty of Westphalia which has
been the hallmark of sane and moral relations among nation-
states ever since.

However, the damage done over the course of Europe's
1512-1648 “Little New Dark Age’ of religious warfare, had
so crippled Europe’s ability to develop genuine republics,
that, more and more, the greatest intellects of Europe looked
tothe Americas, especially English-speaking North America,
as the only visible opportunity to sponsor the establishment
of atrue republic which might be an indispensable model for
reform of the governments of Europe itself.

By the middle of the Eighteenth Century, Benjamin
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Franklin had been established as the figure around which Eu-
rope’'s efforts might establish a true republic in North
America These effortswere centered, for France, in the leg-
acy of Mazarin and Jean-Baptiste Colbert. At the beginning
of the Eighteenth Century, the relatively likely prospect that
Gottfried Leibniz might become the Prime Minister of En-
gland, cameand passed. A relativedark agecalled the English
and French “ Enlightenment,” spread like a cancer across Eu-
rope, until the eruption of the Europe-wide Classical Human-
ist movement centered around followers of Leibniz and J.S.
Bach such as Germany’s Abraham Kastner, Gotthold Les-
sing, and Moses Mendelssohn, fought back, with significant
success, against the sodden sophistry of the Enlightenment.
Early, thecirclesof Germany’ sK astner centered upon Frank-
lin asthe leading intellect of North Americaaround which to
build preparations for arepublic in North America.

The point was not missed in Charles I11's Spain, or the
Spanish coloniesinthe Americas. Thesamespirit of theClas-
sical Humanist revolution which mobilized Europe’ s aid for
the cause of aNorth American republic, produced important,
parallel surgestoward progress and freedom among Spain’s
American colonies. Sadly, during the immediate effects of
the French Revolution and Napoleon Bonaparte' s tyranny,
during the 1789-1815 interval, the leaders of those move-
mentsin the Spani sh colonieswerenot only crushed, but often
literally butchered out of existence, asif by the Adolf Hitlers
of their time.

Nonethel ess despite the Hitler-like butchery of the U.S.
co-thinkers of the Spanish-speaking Americas, most notably
in Mexico and Colombia, the example of the continued exis-
tence of United Statesitself rekindled the spark of American
republicanism in those emerging nations, a spark which was
richly nourished by President Lincoln’svictory and the U.S.
expulsion of the French occupying forces from Mexico. The
American System of political-economy, as identified with
such names as Alexander Hamilton, Mathew Carey, Freder-
ick List, Henry C. Carey, and Abraham Lincoln, gaveimpetus
to what President Adams, Clay, and Poinsett had worked to
effectin Mexico.

The victory of President Lincoln’s U.S.A. over Palmer-
ston’ sand Napoleon |11’ s Confederate assets, established the
United Statesasagreat power which would not be conquered
from theoutside. From about thetimeof theU.S. Philadel phia
Centennial celebration of 1876, the American System of po-
litical-economy was spreading in Germany, Russia, Japan,
and elsewhere in the old world. However, the devel opments,
centered in France of 1789-1815, had produced lasting differ-
enceshetweentheU.S. and European systemsof government,
differences which have not been cured to the present day. It
is those differences which must be understood to locate the
historical root of the principa difficulties affecting the rela-
tionsamong the U.S.A., the other states of the Americas, and
of Europe, still today.

The American System of political-economy, whichisthe
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characteristic intent of the U.S. Federal Constitution of 1787-
1789, isimplicitly dedicated to a system of national banking
and protectionism, asthefirst U.S. Treasury Secretary, Ham-
ilton, described this. The European systems, insofar as they
have been freed from the murky relics of Habsburg rule, are
premised upon a system contrary to the intent of the U.S.
Constitution, a system sometimes called “capitalism.” That
form of “capitalism” isadefective system, praised as“ scien-
tific” by the misguided Karl Marx, which has been modelled
upon the Anglo-Dutch Liberal system of parliamentary gov-
ernment. The central flaw in such systems of parliamentary
government, is the role of what has become known today as
“independent central banking systems,” which, periodicaly,
exert amore or less openly dictatorial rule over the govern-
ments with which they share power.

Theseparliamentary systemsareto beunderstood asmod-
ern relics of an earlier, medieval arrangement, under which
the imperial maritime power of Venice' s financier-oligarchy
shared power with that Norman military system infamously
associated with Venice's direction of what were known as
“The Crusades,” and the horrid, pro-Inquisitional expulsion
of the Jews from Spain by the government of Ferdinand and
Isabella, in 1492, and the racist, anti-Christian “purity of
blood” dogmaof Spain’ sreactionary laws. Thegreat ecumen-
ical Council of Florence and the subsequent Fifteenth-Cen-
tury rise of the modern nation-state, asin Louis XI's France
and Henry VII's England, had prompted a reaction from the
Venice-dominated forces of the period of English history
from Henry Il through Richard Ill. This reaction was ex-
pressed in such forms as the pro-Inquisition influences on
Ferdinand and I sabella, ahorrid event followed by the 1511-
1648 religiouswarfarewhich Venice orchestrated with coop-
eration of the Habsburg dynasty.

This period of religious warfare spawned a new leading
forcein Europe, directed by theV enetian financier-oligarchy,
but centered by the followers of Venice's Paolo Sarpi in a
nominaly Protestant interest traced from the Rhone in
France, into the Netherlands, extended across the maritime
regions of Northern Europe, including England.

That emerging Anglo-Dutch Liberal systemwastill Ve
netian, to the degree that the British East India Company of
Lord Shelburne's Eighteenth-Century Great Britain proudly
claimed itself to be a ruling “Venetian Party.” Shelburne’s
party was, therefore, the party of usury, the party which, pre-
dominantly, reigns over Europe still today.

The characteristic of the Liberal system, called “capital-
ism” by most, is that a private interest, a consort of private,
family-controlled merchant banks, exerts an effective mo-
nopoly over theissue and regul ation of currency and banking,
and thus hasits hand on the throats of what claim, ironically,
to be sovereign nations.

Thisconflict betweenthe AmericanandV enetian systems
was the cause of the terrible events of 1789-1815 in Europe.
U.S. President Franklin Roosevelt understood the signifi-
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cance of that history, as, unfortunately, only a few leading
political figures understand that, as | do, today. It must be
understood as the key to all leading features of world history
since, including the specific problems of the states of the
Americastoday. Without that understanding, the next Presi-
dent of theU.S.A. would assuredly makeamessof everything
important. Therefore, | summarizethe highlights of that mat-
ter here and now.

Shelburne and the 1789 Birth of Fascism

The principal author of the French Revolution of July
14, 1789 was Britain’s Lord Shelburne, the leading political
figure of the twininstitutions of Barings Bank and the British
East India Company. Shelburne's preparations for his in-
tended crushing of both the English North American colonies
and France, had begun at about thetimeof Shelburne’ sassign-
ment of hislackey Adam Smith for the ground-work of what
became Smith’s 1776 attack on the American cause, Smith's
so-called The Wealth of Nations, better named Stealing The
Wealth of Nations. Shelburne’ s direct steps toward launch-
ing arevolution against France began during the 1782-1783
interval he was Prime Minister of Britain, the time during
which he launched separate peace-negotiations among the
United Statesand U.S. allies France and Spain.

At the point in mid-1789 the French patriots Bailly and
Lafayette had crafted a proposed constitution for France's
monarchy based upon American principles, Shelburne and
hislackey struck from London, beginning that July 14 storm-
ing of the Bastille which was organized by Shelburne agents
Philippe Egalité and Swiss banker Jacques Necker. Later,
other British agents, such as Danton and Marat, who had been
trained by, and were directed from London, by the head of
Shelburne’ s Secret Committee, Jeremy Bentham, led theway
into both the Jacobin Terror and the first fascist dictatorship
of modern Europe, that of the Emperor Napoleon Bonaparte.

Shelburne’ sagentsfor this set of operationswere concen-
trated in apro-satanic freemasonic cult, known asthe Martin-
ists, based in Lyons, France, but deeply embedded in the life
of France and French-speaking Switzerland. Thiscult, which
was then led by the charlatans Cagliostro and Mesmer, and
the fanatic freemason Joseph de Maistre, a cult which based
itself on the pro-satanic model of the ancient Phrygian cult of
Dionysus, was responsible for the famous Phrygian Caps of
the French Terror. The successive “left” and “reactionary”
(e.g.,“Bonapartist”) phasesof the French Revolution of 1789-
1815 have served as a model for what became known, alter-
nately, as Synarchism, and fascism, during the period between
the close of World War | and World War 11.

For example, for theinformation of our Spanish-speaking
readers, the Nazi Party ran a network through fascist Spain
intothe Spani sh-speaking Americasduring the period leading
into and during World War 1. The Mexico base, including
thefascist Jacques Soustelle, was centered in the assassins of
Mexico's President Obregon, and was used, together with
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Paul Rivet and Jean de Menil, to coordinate Nazi assets
throughout the Americas, a Synarchist network embedded in
Europe's terrorist networks, Those same, sundry nominaly
“left” and “right” networks, left over from the Nazis, were,
and aredeployed asasubversive pro-fascist network through-
out the Americas, from Mexico to Cape Horn, still today.
These Synarchist networks are the greatest internal threat to
the security of the nations of the Americas, to the present day.

Shelburne’ s purpose wasthreefold. First, hisintent, ashe
had confided this to his lackey Gibbon, was to create a new
pro-paganist Roman Empire modelled upon Gibbon's por-
trayal of the successesand fatal defects of the ancient Roman
Empire. Second, Shelburne was determined to eradicate the
influence of the American Revolution throughout both Eu-
rope and the Americas. Third, as Shelburne had confided to
hislackey Adam Smithin 1763, hewas determined to destroy
not only the North American economies, but also France,
that as a part of preventing any development on continental
Europe which might threaten the world-imperial designs of
thefinancier-oligarchical British East IndiaCompany’ s posi-
tion astheworld’ sleading maritime power, animperial mari-
time power virtually established by the Company’s subjuga-
tion of India.

Not only did Shelburne and his lackey Jeremy Bentham
follow such policies during the 1789-1815 period of Ben-
tham'’ srise to power, until the 1830s, as the shaper of British
imperial foreign policy and world-wide secret-intelligence
operations. Since 1815, Benthamand hisheirsranrevolutions
around the world, including the Americas, as continued by
Bentham protegé Palmerston’s control over Mazzini's
“Young Europe” revolutions of 1848-49; Bentham trainee
Lord Palmerston’s deployment of France's Napoleon IlI;
Britain's control of the anti-American dlave-trading Spanish
monarchy of Isabellall; and the installation of the fascistic
beast Maximilian upon thethrone of Mexico. Thissametradi-
tionwas continued in such formsastherole of certainleading
financier circles of London and New York City in initially
putting Adolf Hitler into power in Germany; thiswastypical
of theway certain London-centered financier-oligarchical in-
terests have repeatedly used the Martinist/Synarchist organi-
zation originally deployed for the French Revolution, again
and again, in their attemptsto prevent the rise of land-based
power on the continent of Eurasia, asalso in the Americas.

Thenovelty is, that after President Lincoln’ svictory over
Palmerston’s puppet, the Confederacy, Britain could no
longer conquer the U.S.A. physically. Therefore, therewasa
shift toward reliance on pro-Martinist/Synarchist networks
based in relevant, U.S.-linked, international financier-oligar-
chical circles, such asthe controllers of Vice-President Che-
ney and former Secretary of State George Shultz today, ulti-
mately shifting the base of their operations to the interior of
today’sU.S.A.

L ook back fromtoday to 1940, whentheremaining forces
of the British army were chiefly threatened with liquidation
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asaforce, at Dunkirk. At that time, Defense Minister Winston
Churchill turned to U.S. President Franklin Roosevelt, for
common actions to prevent admirers of Hitler from among
even British oligarchs from turning Britain and its navy over
to a Synarchists' alliance against the U.S.A., an dliance in-
tended to be assembl ed from among Britain, defeated France,
from Italy, Germany, and Japan. When we take into account
the financier-oligarchical circles of both New Y ork City and
London, who had put Adolf Hitler into power in Germany in
1933, theway in whichthose samefinancier circlessupported
Roosevelt and Churchill against the Synarchist continental
alliance with Japan, is most remarkable. Those English-
speaking financier-oligarchical interestswhich had been zeal -
ous to put Hitler into power in 1933, discovered themselves
to beunwilling to become mere col onies of acontinent-based
Synarchist international led by Hitler. So, they supported
Roosevelt and Churchill against Hitler then, but returned to
practice their evil old ways, after June 1944, onceit was cer-
tain that the war was coming to an end.

Until August 1945, whenthenuclear bombsweredropped
on civilian targets at Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the financier
oligarchies of Britain and the U.S.A. were not prepared to
import the Synarchist pestilence which Shelburne had in-
flicted upon continental Europe. The change came, when the
followers of Bertrand Russell’ simperialist dogma of “world
government through preventive nuclear warfare” was
adopted by that utopian U.S. faction associated with Vice-
President Dick Cheney today. The change was, and is, that
the enemy was no longer from outside our borders, but
largely within.

Prior to Hiroshima1945, theeffect of what istoday known
as the Synarchist International, in its sundry operations, in-
cluding major wars and revolutions on the continent of Eu-
rope, had been essentialy “geopolitical”: Britain's determi-
nation to keep Europe largely under the imperia and
intellectual domination of the United Kingdom, and in the
grip of the Anglo-Dutch Libera parliamentary model of fi-
nancier-oligarchical control. This meant to British geopoliti-
cians, tokeep thenationsof continental Eurasiaat eachother’s
throats. Today, since Hiroshima, the pro-Synarchist finan-
cier-oligarchical interest is determined to use the United
Statesitself asits base of operationsfor such aform of impe-
rial world power. It is these habituated tendencies, as spread
from Eighteenth- and Nineteenth-Century Europe into other
parts of the world, including leading ideologies within the
U.SA. itself, which are the only source of essentia differ-
encesintheway of thinking about theworld at large between
Europe and the U.S.A. from the French Revolution of 1789-
1815, up to the present time.

TheCrucial Difference

Tounderstandthetask | face, asaU.S. Presidential candi-
date, within the Americas at large today, consider the break
in the trans-Atlantic continuity of European culture which
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developed asaresult of the effects of the 1789-1815 develop-
ments leading into Metternich’s Congress of Vienna. The
essential divisionisbetween theoriginal intention of theU.S.
Federal Constitution of 1787-1789, and the prevalence of the
Anglo-Dutch Liberal model of parliamentary government,
till today. Weinthe U.S. have, in large degree, submitted to
thetreasonousintroduction of the anti-Constitutional Federal
Reserve System, a concoction of the British monarchy of
Edward VI, foisted upon the United States by the pro-Con-
federacy Presidents Theodore Roosevelt and Ku Klux Klan
fanatic Woodrow Wilson.

Until the events of approximately 1789-1806, from the
storming of the Bastille to Napoleon’s defeat of Prussiain
the battle of Jena-Auerstédt, the leading political current in
Europe was the Classical Humanist renaissance, a revival
of, explicitly, the legacies of both Gottfried Leibniz and J.S.
Bach, spread from the Germany circles of Kastner, Lessing,
and Mendel ssohn, into France, England, North America, and
elsewhere. This anti-“Enlightenment,” Classical Humanist
influence, had been the most crucia element in the broader
basis for 1776-1789 international support for the cause of
independence of the United States.

The spectacle of the Jacobin Terror, followed by Jacobin
Napoleon Bonaparte' s emergence as the first modern fascist
dictator, unleashed successive waves of cultural pessimism,
especially following such signal eventsas Napoleon’ scrown-
ing himself a new Caesar and Pontifex Maximus, and his
triumph at Jena-Auerstéadt. This wave of cultural pessimism
is what is known as the Nineteenth-Century Romanticism
which assumed the form of acute pessimism in the wake of
the 1815 Congress of Vienna and the Metternich-sponsored,
fascistic Carlsbad decrees. These successive stepsof political
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President Franklin D.
Roosevelt in 1943. The
English-speaking financier-
oligarchical interests
supported himand Churchill
against Hitler during the war—
only to return to their evil old
ways, once it was certain that
thewar was coming to an end.

and moral degeneration of prevalent European culture, led
into the emergence of such formsof pessimism respecting the
nature of mankind, as radical positivism and the emergence
of theexistentialist current from such predecessorsof Nazism
as Schopenhauer, Richard Wagner, and Nietzsche: the so-
called “Conservative Revolution” represented in the United
States today by the self-styled “neo-conservatives’ gathered
momentarily around Vice-President Dick Cheney. Similar
trends toward Romanticism spread into the United States it-
self, as around the neo-Kantian Concord circles of Ralph
Waldo Emerson et al. and the pro-Napol eonic, South Carolina
founders of the Confederacy.

Although Napoleon’ s rule ended with histransport to St.
Helena, the Martinist cult which had run, successively, both
the Terror and Napoleon’styranny, lived on. G.W.F. Hegel,
the leftist who turned obscene admirer of Napoleon, wrote
the theory of the Napoleonic dictatorship; the Martinist free-
masonic cult of Talleyrand survived Napoleon’ sdefeat to run
Restoration-monarchy France by appointments of Britain's
proconsul, the Duke of Wellington. Martinism, still steered
by Jeremy Bentham and Bentham'’ s Lord Palmerston, ran the
revolutions of 1848, and brought Napoleon 111 to the throne.
Martinism, then becoming known as Synarchism, grew as a
force during the later Nineteenth Century and pre-organized
World War 11 on behalf of Britain’s“Lord of the Ies,” Ed-
ward VI1. The Synarchist International assuch, organizedthe
succession of fascist regimesleading into World War 11. The
cult was spread throughout the Americas.

The cultura legacy of Martinism/Synarchism infects
much of the world to the present day. Its influence comesto
the surface in sundry ways.

Contrary to the Martinist/Synarchist freemasonry, the ex-
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The spectacle of the Jacobin Terror, followed by Napoleon
Bonaparte’ s emergence as the first modern fascist dictator,
unleashed successive waves of cultural pessimismin Europe, from
which European culture has not recovered.

emplary casesof John Quincy Adams' role, theinspiringrole
of President Abraham Lincoln, and Franklin Roosevelt, dem-
onstrate a deeply embedded cultural potential, within a na-
tional tradition, that of our own nation, transmitted over suc-
cessivegenerations. | illustrate that transmission by reference
to my own case.

Excepting a trace of American Indian descent, my first
ancestors in North America arrived in the late Seventeenth
Century, in Quebec and English immigrantsinto Pennsylva-
nia, respectively. Theline of English descent featured notable
leaders of the anti-slavery movement, including a certain
Daniel Wood, my great-great-grandfather who wasacontem-
porary of Lincoln, and an admirer of Henry Clay, from the
locality of Woodville in Delaware County, Ohio. This cele-
brated Daniel Wood was a frequent topic of first-hand ac-
counts at my grandparents’ dinner-table, as| observed, with
somefascination, back during thelate 1920s. Both sets of my
grandparents were born during the 1860s. The Quebec side
immigrated into the U.S. as a picaresque figure of some dis-
tinction among the circles of his peers. His wife bore Irish
ancestry. The Scottish side, my maternal grandfather, came
totheU.S.A.in 1862, asababe, accompanying aprofessional
Scottish dragoon, a fierce man when wielding saber or
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whisky, who had cometotheU.S. tojointheU.S. First Rhode
Island Cavalry against slavery. The dragoon’s brother was a
rather famous Scottish sea-captain for the White Star line,
who, among his other achievements, induced his brother to
give up that saber which my great-grandfather had used to
punctuate points of an argument, too often for the comfort of
the local whisky-drinkers of Fall River, Massachusetts. My
son hasadded Jewish ancestry to hiscredentials, and hischil-
dren have added Polish to the package asawhole.

Inshort, | am, for all my lack of certain additional ances-
tries | was not awarded, typically a product of an American
melting-pot cult tradition. That, in itself, is an emphatically
North American cultural distinction; that melting-pot charac-
teristic of many among us, isaspecifically American cultural
characteristic, even through mixed-up ancestries such as my
own, while frequent, are not the universal among us. Family
brawls aside, for those who share the kind of melting-pot
background| have, racismand chauvinismarenot specifically
American cultural traditions, but aberrations contrary to the
essential features of our national character.

The working point to be emphasized, is the manner in
which cultural traditions are transmitted across many genera-
tions, not only by reading reports of varioussorts, but through
first-hand transmission through family and related transac-
tionsat thedinner table, and otherwise. | have been sometimes
startled, and often fascinated by recollections of my frequent
experiencewith theway suchintra-family cultural influences
pop up from aspan of two or more generations past. Thereis
aspecifically American cultural type, in this sense.

Through contrasting this experience with what | encoun-
ter among typical cultural representatives of other partsof the
world, the practical significance of my own experience of a
specifically American culture, emerges.

For example, until changes introduced during the 1960s
andlater, atypical public-school education emphasized actual
American political history. There was agreat deal of what is
lately called “spin” in the textbooks and classroom proceed-
ings, but a sense of history, including our nation’s own, was
there for all of us who attended a reasonably competent sort
of public schooling. These resources were available to the
child and adolescent through books generally, and library
booksin particular. We had a sense of history, including our
own national history, most emphatically; it was not aways
exactly truthful, but the provocation to discover that history
wasthere. Later, in my dealing with culturesfrom outsidethe
U.S.A., sincemy military servicein South Asiaduring World
War |1, | haveaccumul ated asensibility of thepractical effects
of differences in culture upon the way in which experience
is perceived and preferences registered, as we move from
persons of one national-cultural background to another. If we
reflect upon our own cultural development, in attempting to
understand the roots of a different cultural development in
others, wegain the ability to understand the relevant forms of
cultural difference between the U.S.A. and Europe, or the
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U.S.A. and the cultures of South and Central America.

There are several points of comparison to be acknowl-
edged in the setting of thisreport.

First of al, people of differing cultural backgrounds be-
come conscious of, and react to those differences. The reac-
tionisoften functional in character, rather than merely nega-
tive or positive. Those among us, in the U.S.A., who have a
knowledgesable view of modern world history, as | do, are
ableto recognize the nature of, and causesfor the differences
between the convergent ways of thinking of Europeans and
North Americans during the pre-1789 decades, and after the
events of 1789-1815. Those who shared the |ate-Eighteenth-
Century Classical Humanist tradition then, as between those
inNorth Americaand Germany, had agreater rel ative affinity
on crucial matters of statecraft than is met among educated
strata of the U.S. and Europe today.

For example: The most important such divergence for
today isthe degreeto which Europeans conditioned to asense
of “rightness” of the Anglo-Dutch Liberal parliamentary
model, resist theidea of ending the reign of independent cen-
tral banking systems, including the present form of authority
accordedtotheIMF. We, intheU.S.A., haveaclear historica
precedent for suchideas, in our Federal Constitution and oth-
erwise. Europe thinks of a difference between capitalism, as
defined by the British East India Company’s mis-education
of Karl Marx, and socialism, as either the only desirable, or
simply abhorrent only alternative to such capitalism. Like
Karl Marx, thetypical European rejectsthe American System
of political-economy as an illiterate frontiersman’s aberra-
tion, or, as simply proven to be “wrong” by the generally
accepted standard of educated European tradition. For exam-
ple, an educated European will usually insist that the basisfor
the original Bretton Woods system is John Maynard Keynes.
Hesimply refusestorecognizethat the U.S. systemwasnever
intended to establish a central banking system of the sort to
which Keynes' notion might be applicable, and that Franklin
Roosevelt’s approach was always that of the American Sys-
tem standard of Alexander Hamilton, and of Hamilton’s col-
laborator, and Roosevelt's most honored ancestor |saac
Roosevelt.

On that same point of difference, the typical view from
Central and South Americatoday, tends to be similar to that
of the European. Thisis aggravated by a widespread hatred
against “Y anqui imperialism”; onetendsto think the worst of
any idea, even if that thought is, in fact, based upon alying
version of history, if that ideais associated with one assumed
to be one’ s evil oppressor.

Theleading point which | am stressing inthisconnection,
isthefollowing.

The practical problem the next President of the U.S.A.,
and also the rest of the world, must face, is that there is no
solution for the presently onrushing general breakdown crisis
of the world's present, floating-exchange-rate monetary-fi-
nancial system, except by eliminating all vestiges of indepen-
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dent central banking systems, through bankruptcy reorganiza-
tion of the existing world monetary-financial system. That
monetary-financial reorganization, on which the near-term
survival of civilization now depends absolutely, requiresthe
uprooting of those aspects of both government and tradition
which reflect thelong hegemony of the so-called independent
central-banking system, that in favor of the precedent of the
American System, as typified by the argument of Treasury
Secretary Alexander Hamilton.

Asaresult of the global impact of these economy-rel ated
and cohering historical-cultural considerations, | have adis-
tinct world role to play as the next President of the U.S.A.
The pivotal feature of that role is my unique responsibility
for bringing nations together, not only to put the presently
bankrupt world monetary-financial system into receivership
by governments, for reorganization in bankruptcy. My
uniquely American, leading role on this account is to ensure
that we bring to an end the rule over thisplanet by concerts of
independent central banking systems, including the presently
wretched form which the U.S. Federal Reserve System has
assumed under the successive misl eadershipsof Paul Volcker
and Alan Greenspan.

The problem| confront on thisaccount is, that theinstitu-
tion of the independent central banking system is not only a
form of institution; it isadeeply rooted cultural characteristic
of that Anglo-Dutch Liberal model of parliamentary system
which gave the world such monsters as Lord Shelburne and
his Jeremy Bentham. This cultural impact is deeply rooted
in the accumulated effects of its persistence upon even the
minutiaeof lifewithin European and other nations. Therefore,
anyone who seeks to uproot that tradition, will be subjected
toten thousand deadly ambushesfrom those who sense them-
selves as having a culturally rooted deep interest in those
ingtitutionalized habits built up around that Anglo-Dutch
model. The roots run very deep in European culture; it is
precisely such roots we must pull out, roots which should
have been pulled out for al of European civilization at the
close of the Eighteenth Century, when they werefirst pulled
out, at least temporarily, and on several | ater occasions, inside
theU.SA.

Theinstitution of the consortium of private, family-held
merchant banksisvery old, evenmuch older thanthefinancier
oligarchy of medieval Venice. It is an institution with deep
Latin rootsin the principles of Roman family law, the legacy
of the Delphi cult of Apollo earlier, and Tyre and the ancient
M esopotamia referenced by the use of “the Whore of Baby-
lon.” That conception of the role of money and financeis a
heathen legacy which affects the way in which the notion of
property is defined, with which most nations still define
money as such. Today, only a suitable American President
were likely to represent the cultural and related potential to
bring the nations around the table, and say, “Clear the table
of thisrubbish. Weareassembled hereto createanew system
free of such evil relics of the past.” It ison this pivotal point,
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that the American Revolution of 1776-1789 expresses a
uniquemoral authority for leading theworld out of themorass
whichthelegaciesof Venice, Lord Shelburne, and theMartin-
ists have imposed upon more than two centuries of modern
history upto thispoint. Only aU.S. President who represents
that role is likely to enjoy the moral, cultural qualifications
needed to lead the nation at thismost critical point in modern
world history. With al my persona burdens taken into ac-
count, and suitably discounted, | remain, for the moment, the
only candidate who could play such arole competently.

ThreeReignsof Terror

Since 1789, globally extended modern European civiliza-
tion has been subjected to three principal intervals of Martin-
ist/Synarchist terror, which have each added to the crippling
of civilization’s moral capacity to avert and overcome the
effects of those great shocks. Thefirst of thesewastheBritish
East IndiaCompany’ sorchestration of the French Revolution
and its Napoleonic sequel. The second was the way in which
the effects of World War | were exploited to produce that
Synarchist pestilence of Hitler et al. Thethird wasthe combi-
nation of allied terror-bombing of civilian targets which cul-
minatedinthelaunching of Bertrand Russell’ sage of imperial
preventive nuclear warfare, with President Truman’s drop-
ping of thenuclear bombsontheciviliantargetsof Hiroshima
and Nagaski. The latter unfolded in such forms as the 1962
nuclear missiles crisis, the assassination of U.S. President
Kennedy, and thelaunching of theU.S.” sofficial war inIndo-
China. The cumulative effects of these three, and related,
interspersed shocks have greatly crippled theintellectual and
moral powers of entire populations.
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Hitler’sreign of terror was one
of the three principal cycles of
Martinist/Synarchist bestiality
that arerelatively most crucial
for history today: the
accumulated scars of the soul
which the nations and
populations of extended
European civilization continue
to bear as part of their legacy.

Coming back from World War |1, | watched the terror
expressed by President Truman's evil act against Hiroshima
and Nagasaki in the eyes of those who had just returned from
theprecedingwar. | saw most of them transformed, thus, into
something much lessthan themselves. | saw the nightmarein
their eyes during what became known as the “Cold War” of
the late 1940s and the 1950s. | watched men and women go
insane, en masse, during the most critical days of the 1962
missiles crisis. | saw the aggravated effect on the minds of
my generation and its children, as President Kennedy was
shot down. | saw the degradation induced by the plunge into
the useless journey into Hell which was the 1962-1972 U.S.
Indo-Chinawar. | felt that | had lost them all, asif they were
lemmings who have run off the cliff in terror.

These kinds of things have happened, en masse. If we do
not understand this, we shall not muster ourselves to heal
that hurt in them. If we do not, what, then, might become
of humanity?

L eading Martinist ideol ogues, such as Joseph de Maistre,
have been explicit. The object of the Martinist freemasonic
cult, and its Synarchist continuation, was to destroy the con-
ception of man associated with Europe’ s Fifteenth-Century
Renai ssance, the conception of man expressed by the Ameri-
can Revolution, The model was the ancient Phrygian cult
of Dionysus, the same pro-satanic theme later stressed by
Friedrich Nietzsche. Use a great terror to ready populations
to worship the coming of the Dionysuswho isthe great beast,
acreaturewho commits crimes so monstrous, so unthinkable,
that terrified popul ationswill embrace the feet of that oppres-
sor with unquenchablelove, seeking to do to othersas he, the
monster, has done before their eyes.
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The model for such modern forms of such terror existed
in the Spanish Inquisition, in the religious war launched by
Spain’sPhilipll, andthe Thirty Y earsWar. It wasagainst this
cult of terror that the Treaty of Westphalia wisely focussed
its anti-Hobbesian, anti-L ockean medication of the political
soul: the advantage of the other. The wont to do evil which
such terror instillsin the susceptible observer, isthe goal and
method of the Martinist such as Joseph de Maistre, or the
Adolf Hitler of the holocaust against his Jewish victims.

Thethreeprincipal cyclesof Martinist/Synarchist bestial-
ity | havethussingled out asrelatively most crucial for history
today, arethe accumul ated scars of the soul whichthe nations
and populations of extended European civilization continue
to bear as part of their legacy today. Thislegacy corruptsthe
soul likeaviledisease; thecureis, in part, to be aware of this,
to recognize how such experiences have worked, to recog-
nize, for example, that to admire Napoleon Bonaparte, or his
spiritual descendant, Adolf Hitler, is as if to worship Satan
within that tabernacle which isyourself.

Often, we must do good, so that we might defy the evil
legacy which reaches from within usto take us over, and win
that fight by doing good with audacity, not out of a hegative
sense of obligation, but out of a passion to experience within
ourselves the act of doing a good which defies the legacy of
evil which Martinism/Synarchismtypifies. TheNorth Ameri-
can will do good for the people of South Americaonly if this
actionisimpelled by acompulsionto defy evil within himself,
or herself, by doing good. Great good is not done out of the
negative quality of a sense of obligation, a duty; great good
isdone out of the passion to fulfill amission, amission of the
quality which is, in and of itself, the realization of being no
beast, but as human as abeneficial creature madein the like-
ness of the Creator must be. In Greek, for the sake of agape.

Martinism—synarchism—must be brought to an end
now. The mission of freeing mankind from the worship of
the presently still prevalent misconceptions of banking and
money is key to that urgently needed result. True wealth is,
as our Cotton Mather and Benjamin Franklin taught, the act
and fruit of doing good.

2. Long-Wave Vernadsky Cycles

Thefull development of suchaNAWAPA-Plusprogram,
will span a capital-cycle of about two generations—fifty
years, including aprimary construction cycle of about aquar-
ter-century. Thisis comparable to the present long-term de-
velopment program of China. China’s long-term infrastruc-
ture building, such as the Three Gorges Dam and kindred
ventures, will develop theinterior regions of Chinawith sig-
nificant improvements, leading into atake-off growth of pro-
ductivity to erupt during the second twenty-five-year interval
of a fifty-year span. The development of the system
NAWAPA-Plusdevel opment, fromtheArcticdownto Mexi-
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co’'s southern border, will be a comparable effort. This in-
cludes not only the abiotic aspects of the system, but must
also allow for the water systems settling in, and the progress
of forestation and other integral features of the functioning,
completed installation. There will be a significant improve-
ment in the levels of employment and living conditions of
populations from the start, but reaching adegree of relatively
prosperous, preliminary phase of economic equilibrium of
key, initial project-elements as such. As in the post-war
U.S.A. of the middle 1950s, the initia projects will require
the cumulative progress achieved over adecade or more.

These estimated time-tables are based on two somewhat
overlapping sets of facts. First, what has been learned from
similar kinds of work from the past, asunder President Frank-
lin Roosevelt. Second, a branch of physical science, geobio-
chemistry, as developed by one of the most accomplished
scientists of the Twentieth Century, Russia’ sfamous geobio-
chemist Vladimir . Vernadsky’s concept of the Nodsphere.
Second, the relationship of scientific progress to the needed
functional, as much as quantitative transformations of the
Biosphere.

Vernadsky, working from the same general standpoint of
experimental physical chemistry as his teacher D.l. Mende-
leyev, defined the processes of the planet Earth asacombina-
tion of three distinct classes of physical causes: non-living,
living, and human-mental-cregative. | shall not go into the
details of the science involved, except to indicate the impor-
tance of Vernadsky’ swork for long-term management of the
natural resources on which society depends. | focus on com-
paring certain common features of two exampl es of the prob-
lem of global management of these resources, that of those
Eurasian and American regions in which the greater part of
resources to be developed are to be found on those conti-
nents today.

The experimental methods developed and refined by
Vernadsky and hisfollowers, showed that, first, lifeisan anti-
entropic principle which can not be derived from non-living
processes; it is an independent principle of the universe,
which interacts with non-living processes, but is not derived
from them. Second, the anti-entropic, human creative pro-
cesses, by means of which discoveries of universal principles
are made and applied by mankind, do not exist in the typical
physicsof non-living processes, and do not exist anongforms
of lifelower than man. Thesethreedistinct, interacting princi-
ples, have experimentally distinguishable characteristics, just
asthe axiomatically anti-entropic living processes have adif-
ferent time-scale, and tend to take over what is usually as-
sumed to be the axiomatically entropic non-living domain,
and asthe characterstically anti-entropic human creative pro-
cesses have a different time-scale and tend to take control
over both the non-living and living.

Contrary to the popularized delusions among many self-
styled ecol ogists, human progress does not necessarily occur
at theexpense of thewell-being of other living processes, but,
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rather, with the guidance of science, the Biosphereasawhole
isimproved by man in ways which the Biosphere could not
benefit otherwise. Theimplication of thework of Vernadsky,
and others, is that the universe is overall, characteristically
anti-entropic, not entropic, and that man as a species makes
possible a degree and rate of anti-entropic development of
both abiotic and living processes not possible other than by
mankind’ sintervention.

The one qualification to be said on the conflict between
entropy and anti-entropy, is that man must will to cause the
anti-entropy to progress, a will which must be informed by
the progress of science.

Contrary to the popularized
delusions among many self-styled
ecologists, human progress does not
necessarily occur at the expense of
the well-being of other living
processes, but, rather, with the
guidance of science, the Biosphere
as a whole is improved by man in
ways which the Biosphere could not
benefit otherwise.

The relevant results of those distinctionsinclude the fol-
lowing.

The mineral resources on which society presently de-
pends, are found in economical concentrations, chiefly, in
sedimentary deposits, where those concentrations have been
left as“the ashes’ of living processes. Thus, thereisarate at
which such deposits are being depleted by man, as compared
with therate at which equivalent depositsare being produced.
In some cases, the presently achieved rate of exhaustion of
relevant deposits presents society with a serious medium- to
long-term challenge.

Wemust consider acombination of waysfor dealing with
those limits on known types of sourceswhich we either know
or suspect to exist. One way, is management of choices of
materials used for manufacture. Another way isto attempt to
accelerate the processes by which living processes “gather”
and concentrate certain minerals. Another way, is controlled
transmutation, which may be feasible in more ways than we
have previously suspected. There may be means other than
“brute force’” modes of thermonuclear fusion, which can
cause desired transmutations to occur.

The development of the Biosphereis of more immediate
importance. The increase of efficient and useful growth of
living processes, such as grasses, trees, and what-not, is the
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best known, anti-entropic way to transform solar radiation,
directly, or indirectly into useful biomass, and better weather.
We aready know much; we have much more to learn; in
the meantime, we must practice doing better with what we
do know.

There is another, often overlooked human dimension to
these matters of managing the Biosphere: the fact that man’s
mind, our power to discover and deploy universal physical
and kindred principles, sets the human species absolutely
apart from and aboveall formsof animal life. The specifically
anti-entropic power of the human mind, a power so defined,
enables man to transform the Biosphere, and also the abiotic
domain at rates which tend, by their nature to overpower the
lower forms of abiotic and biological processes.

This power, which setsmankind abovethe beasts, istypi-
fied by the power of theindividual to make an original valid
discovery of auniversal physical principle, or to re-createthe
act of making such a discovery. To the degree we cease to
treat large portions of our populations asif they were human
cattle, and emphasize forms of education and employment
that nourish the development of the creative powers of the
mind of alarger ration of our people, the rate of human mas-
tery of our planet will be accelerated accordingly. We may
master the seeming limits of the Biosphere, only by seeing
man in histrue nature, as the expression of the Noosphere.

The conquest of the Great American Desert shared be-
tween the U.S.A. and Mexico, and the proper development
and use of vast areas of the Biosphere, in addition to the great
mineral resources, of South America, areagreat challengeto
cooperation among sovereign nationsof the hemisphereover,
immediately, the next half-century to come. Such isthe chal-
lenge within our hemisphere; an analogouschallengeisfaced
in Eurasia, Africa, and Australia/New Zealand.

3. Our Planet’s Noétic Regions

The present physical-economic challenges of our time
divide the planet as a whole among, chiefly, three principal
continental regions: the Eurasian continent, Africa, especially
sub-Sahara Africa, and the Americas. Austraia and New
Zealand are of auxiliary significance. In each of these cases,
the long-term view is premised on studies of the functional
interdependency between certain principal concentrations of
population and of long-term natural resources, with initial
emphasis on mineral resources, asthis matter isaddressed in
the preceding chapter. The three principal factors defining
each of theseregionsinafunctional way are: 1.) Thepolitical-
economic relations within the region as a whole, as defined
in physical-economic, rather than monetary-financial terms;
2.) The 25- to 50-year span of principal and associated devel -
opment of basic economic infrastructure of power generation
and distribution, water management, mass transportation, ur-
ban development, and sanitation; 3.) The very-long-term
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physical-economic management of the Nodsphere.

The political-economic characteristicsof eachincludethe
following highlights. It will now become clearer why amore
adequate approachto thetreatment of the Americasasaconti-
nental development region, had to wait until wewerewilling
to consider the lessons to be learned from the work of
Vernadsky.

Eurasian development for today is defined primarily in
terms of long-term physical-economic relations pivotted
among Europe, the Eurasian nation of Russia, and the popula
tion-centersof East, Southeast, and South Asia. Thisdevelop-
ment defines a qualitative shift of population from emphasis
on the riparian areas bordering seacoasts, toward develop-
ment and increasing concentration of population and produc-
tion in areas more deeply inland. This development requires
amassive and long-term devel opment of the large-scale sys-
tems of basic economic infrastructure needed to render these
more inland areas fully habitable in away suitable for high-
gain production.

Although Asian nations such as India, China, Japan, and
Korea, are capable producers of relevant capital goods, the
present needs for development of inland and other underde-
vel oped regions exceed the present and immediately foresee-
ablecapacitiesof thoseportionsof Asia. Thisdefinesaspecial
opportunity for long-term trade with Asia, for western and
Central Europe. In genera, the basis for this trade depends
upon a foundation in long-term capital formation for infra-
structure and related projects of twenty-fiveto fifty-year ma-
turities. This represents a change in the history of economy;
with the introduction of high-speed transportation through
economic development across the interior of the Eurasian
continent, land transport becomes absolutely cheaper, and
much quicker, in general, than seatransport: sinceland trans-
port operates through areas in which transport is integrated
with local production of wealth.

A special roleis played in this by Russiaand Kazakstan.
Scientific potentials of Russia, presently kept largely fallow,
will beof crucial importancein thedevel opment of theregion
between thewestern and eastern portionsof the Eurasian con-
tinent as awhole. Within this setting, we should foresee the
establishment of long overdue peace and peaceful coopera-
tionin Southwest Asia, as contributing a cross-roads connec-
tion between the M editerranean and Indian Ocean regions.

This does not signify the exclusion of the Americas from
this Eurasian development; it signifiesthe qualitative greater
role of internal economic development, rather than external
trade, within Eurasiaitself.

The rational development of the African continent re-
quires both the uprooting of the intentionally genocidal poli-
cies imposed upon Africa, from the U.S.A. and elsewhere,
under population-control policies, such asthen National Se-
curity Advisor Henry A. Kissinger's NSSM-200, adopted
during the 1970s. On condition that that presently continuing
practice of genocideisended, thegreat challengefor Africa's
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Improving the management of biotic processes on the Earth: the
alternation of strips of alfalfa with corn on the contour, protects
thiscrop field in lowa from soil erosion.

development isthe devel opment of the large-scale basic eco-
nomic infrastructure, on which the rationa economic devel-
opment of the nations, especially those of sub-SaharaAfrica,
will depend absolutely.

Central and North Asia, and the African continent contain
two leading concentrations of the mineral resources onwhich
the future of humanity presently depends. The third is the
vastly underdevel oped nations of South America.

Terra-Forming the Americas

Successful manned exploration of theinterior of the Solar
System began, chiefly, in Germany during the 1920s and
1930s, and was taken over chiefly by the U.S.A. and Russia
during the decade immediately following the close of World
War 1. By the early 1950s, the U.S.A.’s adopted space pio-
neer Wernher von Braun posed the task of sending aflotilla
to Mars, aspace-flight which von Braun described, explicitly,
asaversion of Christopher Columbus’' voyage of rediscovery
of the Americas. Our late friend Krafft Ehricke described to
us in detail his design for the kind of production facility,
to be built on the Moon, which would be indispensable for
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bringing mankind to other planets. After Krafft’'s death, dur-
ing late 1985 into early 1986, | developed a proposed forty-
year policy, in his memory, for establishing a working sci-
ence-city under the surface of Mars. At the sametime, | em-
phasized that any technology suited for devel oping asustain-
able science-city under the surface of Mars, would enable us
to master what might have been considered the most forbid-
ding places on the surface of the Earth.

Speaking in generalities, we human beings must come to
face up to our obligation to manage the ecology of our planet
as an enlightened farmer turns a wilderness into prosperous

We human beings must come to face
up to our obligation to manage the
ecology of our planet as an
enlightened farmer turns a
wilderness into prosperous
agriculture.

agriculture. The vast areas of virtual waste-land in the North
and South of the Americas, considered together with the vast
mineral and biological resources of the hemisphere, espe-
cialy the mighty Amazon system, are one of the great chal-
lengesfor scienceand mankind. How could any man, woman,
or child be poor in a part of the world inherently so rich as
this one could be made to become?

We may look at Australia and New Zealand with the
same eyes we aim at the three principal continental regions.
We can increase the function of life on this planet; we can,
with aid of use of principlesof life, improve the management
of the abiotic processes of our planet. Therefore, we of the
Americas, must adopt along-ranging program of thiskind as
our mission for the “inner space” of the planet we presently
inhabit. With such a program we may be certain that the
population of South Americawill begreatly increased during
the remainder of the present century, and, yet, the time
could come, at some not distant time, when no child need
be poor.

The practical mechanism we require for both missions of
that sublime quality, or even more ordinary ones, can be, and
must be brought into being as our response to the profound
economic crisis which grips the hemisphere, especially in
southerly regions, today. Wemust, as| proposed in my 1982
Operation Judrez, develop a new credit-mechanism within
the hemisphere, through which we create and manage large
flows of created long-term, low-cost credit, credit generated
by sovereign governments acting in concert, for capital im-
provements in basic economic infrastructure and production
technologies, at borrowing costs of not more than 1-2% net
annual simpleinterest.
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Inside the U.S.A. itself, the included intent of this conti-
nental program of economic development must include the
expansion of those industries which produce the capital
goods which our partners in Central and South America
require. We must also develop crucial fountains of technol-
ogy from within various regions of the hemisphere. All of
this must function within the framework of an economic
protectionist form of fixed-rate monetary order among the
currencies of the Americas, similar to the successful initial
phase of the original, post-war Bretton \WWoods monetary-
financial system.

Thedevel opment of such an arrangement and perspective
withinthe Americaswill directly complement and mesh with
the similar system of continental-wide cooperation now
emerging within the Eurasian continent. These two continen-
tal systems, will be the foundation for a global system with
many features of the intent and functioning of the immediate
post-war Bretton Woods form of protectionist system based
on fixed exchange-rates and gold-reserve denomination of
fixed-rate convertibility.

With the establishment of such afruitful form of coopera-
tion between Eurasia and the Americas, we shall be able to
supply the aid urgently needed for the principal large-scale
infrastructural features of the development of Africa, espe-
cially sub-Saharan Africa. Inthemeantime, our ability to push
through a NAWAPA-Plus program of cooperation among
Canada, the U.S.A., and Mexico, will attest to the continent
as awhole, that we are determined to succeed in our stated
goalsfor al of the hemisphere, and beyond.

Cultureand Nation

When | hear the words “world government,” | remember
theBiblical Tower of Babel, and | wonder: Couldthat Biblical
account be true? Then, | think of “world government,” and |
know that the principle expressed by that Biblical account is
true, whatever the actual time or place that account might
refer to. It istrue becauseit would bethe certain consequence
of world government to produce a tragic result of precisely
that general classification.

| explain that point, asbriefly as possible, and asmuch as
my duty hererequires.

The essentia difference between man and beast, is that
only the human individual is capable of discovering those
experimentally validatable universal principles, such as
Kepler’ suniquediscovery of auniversal principle of gravita-
tion, which are not directly accessibleto the senses. Intheuse
of spoken and written language, bestiaity takes the form of
simple dictionary-like alleged meanings of words. These are
so-called literal meanings, or, in technical terms, they repre-
sent anominalist point of view, such asthe nominalism of the
medieval irrationalist William of Ockham.

Intheliterate use of language, asin great Classical poetry
or drama, words do not havesimply literal meanings. Literate
speech refers to ideas which correspond to realities existing
beyond the simple experience of our senses. Intelligent
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Left toright: A Schiller Institute rally in Mexico City against the International Monetary Fund (1985); a LaRouche Youth Movement cadre
school in Mexico City (2003); the Schiller Institute Children’s Chorus of Sonora (1997). “ Let our differences make usricher, in knowledge
and in spirit.”

speech, even among relatively illiterate people, is distin-
guished by theroleof irony; Classical poetry istypical of this
role of irony.

Asweareassured by speakersof Spanishin|bero-Ameri-
cannationstoday, the sameroot |anguage, Spanish, hasdiffer-
ent connotations as we move from the conventional Spanish
used in one part of Central and South America to another.
These differences are chiefly expressions of irony, the same
kind of irony presented by all great Classical poetry and
drama. By irony, we mean an array of multiple meanings of
words and phrases, according to the context in which they
are expressed.

In any culture, the history specific to that culture is re-
flected in the differences among the ironies which have be-
come built into a national language-culture through succes-
sive generations. The capacity of a people to express what
Shelley pointed toward as “profound and impassioned con-
ceptions respecting man and nature,” lies in the apt employ-
ment of such legacies of irony. It is through the sharing of
suchironiesthat apeopleisenabledto arrive at thoseinsights
by which it can effectively govern itself, by means of which
poor Sancho Panza might have become able to govern an
island.

If we attempt to transform existing, irony-rich languages
into anominalist form of argot, we strip apeople of the power
to govern itself intelligently. It were better, in every respect,
to devel op self-government around alanguage rich in such a
repertory of ironies, and as free as possible from slavery to
nominalism. Let the speakers from different nations cometo
understand themsel ves and others through comprehension of
the bridge of ironies by which two language-cultures may
develop theinsight needed to govern both the internal affairs
of each, and the relations among them all.
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The notion of special forms of mission-oriented coopera-
tion among agroup of nationswhich have someclosely inter-
dependent set of goals, requires that cooperation not be de-
graded into something like a Tower of Babel. Rather, let the
differencesin understanding be the ironies which prompt the
several nations to make discoveries which would probably
never bethought of if matterswereleft to each nation to solve
inisolationfromtheother. Let our differencesmakeusricher,
in knowledge and in spirit.

What | propose is a system of sovereign nation-states of
the Americas asawhole, as such aregion.

Appendix: Synarchism
As a System

To understand efficiently the psychological mechanisms
underlying those beastly practices known variously as Mar-
tinism, Synarchism, and fascism, the following is essential.

In Plato’s The Republic, Socrates describes man’s per-
ception of the universe around him as like the shadows cast
upon the wall of adimly lit cave. Our senses are part of our
mortal organism, which, therefore, do not show us the uni-
verse around us, but, rather, present us with the reaction of
our biological sense-perceptual apparatusto theimpact of the
outside world upon them. It is only through what V ernadsky
identifies as the noétic powers of the human mind, that the
human individual, and only the human individual is able to
recognizetheexistence of unsensed universal physical princi-
ples, through solving those paradoxes of sense-perception
which betray the efficient presence of a universe beyond the
scope of sense-perception as such.
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In the language of modern mathematical physics, the dif-
ference between substance and shadow, between experimen-
tally validated discoveries of universal physical principles
and mere sense-certainty, is reflected in what Carl Gauss, in
opposition to Euler and Lagrange, defined, in 1799, as the
complex domain. In other words, the discrepancy betweenthe
shadow-world of sense-perception and the principles ex-
pressed by the real universe beyond sense-perception, isthe
difference between our ephemeral mortality, and that real,
unseen universe which is acting to produce those apparent
discrepancies which Johannes K epler had defined astypified
by the elliptical eccentricities expressing the physically effi-
cient impact of the unseen universal physical principlesfrom
beyond the shadows of a merely apparent reality. Such is
the physical science first introduced by Gauss's successor,
Bernhard Riemann.

In theology, this division between perceived shadow and
unseen substance, definesthe efficient principle of the human
mind asthat which setsthe humanindividual absolutely apart
from, and abovethelower speciesof life. Theology so defines
the embodiment of this superior, noétic quality, as the hu-
man soul.

Prior to Europe’s Fifteenth-Century, Italy-centered Re-
naissance, the general condition of mankind was based on
the practiced presumption that, although there might exist
something intheuniversebeyond the powersof sense-percep-
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tion, that something might nonetheless be believed to exist,
but could not beactually known. Thelatter, exotic distinction,
wastypical of thoseancient sophistswho perpetrated thejudi-
cial murder of Socrates over precisely this issue, and such
modern nominalists as the medieval William of Ockham, as
a so such followersof Ockham astheempiricists Paolo Sarpi,
GalileoGdlilei, ThomasHobbes, David Hume, and Immanuel
Kant. The various expressions of the view that man’ s knowl-
edge of the physical universe is limited to sense-certainty,
coincide with the practiced opinion of such as Britain's
ThomasHuxley and Frederick Engels, that manisessentially
ananimal, distinguished, perhaps, in degree, but not in princi-
ple, from lower formsof life.

In European history, this difference between the Plato-
nists and the nominalists, respecting the nature of man, iskey
to the millennia-long struggle to free mankind from forms of
society in which a relatively few subject the many to the
practical status of either wild (hunted) or herded cattle. The
feudalism practiced under imperial rule of medieval Venice
and theNormans, isan exampleof this. The system of davery
is an example of this; the system of feudalistic peonage in
oligarchy-dominated aspects of Mexico's past is an example
of this. Inmodern times, the defense of the practice of keeping
the generality of mankind practically in that virtual status of
cattle, istypified by such cases as John Locke, the Physiocrat
Dr. FrancoisQuesnay, andthe Adam Smithwho copied (some
say “plagiarized”) his own doctrine of “free trade” from
Quesnay’ s bestialist doctrine of laissez-faire.

In medieva times, the struggle to free man from the
juridical status of human cattle was expressed by the centu-
ries-long effort to overturn that pro-bestial, ultramontane
tradition of ancient imperial Rome merely typified by the
Code of Diocletian. This struggle is typified by the work of
Dante Alighieri on behalf of the specificity of the Italian
language, and his defense of sovereign government in his
De Monarchia. 1t was only during the Fifteenth-Century
Renai ssance, that works such as Cardinal Nicholasof Cusa's
Concordantia Catholica and De Docta Ignorantia cleared
away the rubble of pro-bestial, imperial ultramontanism suf-
ficiently to give birth to modern, scientifically progressive
nation-states such as that of Louis XI's France and Henry
VII's England. It was in these states that, for the first time
in known history, the sovereign was made subject to that
obligation of natural law, which is to defend not only the
sovereignty of the whole nation, but to bend his own will
to the service of the general welfare of all of the people and
their posterity.

That division between pro-bestial ultramontanism and
humanism, has been the root-issue of all the bloodiest con-
flicts in globally extended European civilization since the
Fifteenth-Century Renaissance. Martinism and Synarchism
are outgrowths of the pro-bestialist definition of man ex-
pressed by themodern V enetian-Party tradition of Sarpi, Gali-
leo, Hobbes, L ocke, Quesnay, Shelburne’ s Adam Smith, and
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Immanuel Kant. Thedistinctionamong such pro-bestialistsas
theseis, that theMartinist cult which Britain’ sLord Shelburne
unleashed upon the world, carries the pro-bestiaist, ultra-
montane (imperialist) impulseto such extremesas Adolf Hit-
ler’ s holocaust against the Jews, and even worse.

The facts bearing upon the foregoing matters are readily
available to qualified scholars and relevant others. What is
often lacking, even among relatively many speciaists who
havetheir evidencein good order, isawant of comprehension
of the systemic principle which, so to speak, makes Martin-
ists/Synarchists such as Cagliostro, Mesmer, and the mon-
strous Joseph de Maistre “tick.” The solution for that short-
coming isto be found along the lines of the argument | have
summarized in the preceding paragraphs.

Pose the question, thus: How is the utopian (ultramon-
tane, “integrist”) cult of Martinism/Synarchism/Fascism—
likethe“ preventive nuclear war doctrine” of H.G. Wellsand
Bertrand Russell, and the Unification of the Sciences cult—
derived from ancient, medieval, and modern forms of nomi-
nalism, such as modern empiricism and existentialism?

In principle, the mechanism used to effect such results,
can bemost quickly understood by putting one’ smental finger
on the nature of the intrinsic fraud of Euclidean geometry.
Therelevant argument runs asfollows.

TheCartesian M odel

Nominalism denies the experimentally knowable exis-
tence of discoverable universal physical principles beyond
the scope of sense-perception. However, itleavesitsbelievers
free to imagine what might be “out there, beyond,” a belief
which depends upon nothing but an arbitrary choice of some
doctrine which could be made to appear to explain away the
questions of principle which lie beyond the powers of sense-
perception. These arbitrary choices are sometimes named
“self-evident truths,” or “principles a priori,” such as those
doctrines of a Euclidean geometry which were introduced
as replacement for the previoudly established constructive
geometry of Thales, Pythagoras, Plato, et al.

On this account, the leading Eighteenth-Century mathe-
matician Abraham Kagéstner (1719-1800), the most important
of the teachers of both Gotthold Lessing and Carl Gauss,
pointed out that those paradoxes exposed by work from
Kepler through Leibniz and Jean Bernouilli, required the
junking of aprioristic Euclidean geometry, infavor of anante-
or anti-Euclidean geometry which returned to the standpoint
of the constructive geometry of the school of Pythagoras and
Plato. This notion of an anti-Euclidean geometry, more or
less explicitly stated in Gauss's 1799 definition of The Fun-
damental Theorem of Algebra, was established, implicitly,
by the opening paragraph of Bernhard Riemann’ srevolution-
ary 1854 habilitation dissertation, on the subject of The
Hypotheses Which Underlie Geometry.

Thegeneral study of theimplicationsof theelliptical func-
tionsof astronomy, had been prescribed by K epler as, together
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with the related devel opment of the calculus later devel oped
by Leibniz, work assigned to future mathematicians. Thishad
led Leibniz's follower Kagéstner to pose the importance of
developing an anti-Euclidean geometry to replace the neo-
Euclidean, Cartesian geometries rampant among the Eigh-
teenth-Century empiricists Enlightenment. This had led
Gauss to his explorations of the deeper implications of ellip-
tical functions, and thoserel ated notions of thegeneral princi-
ples of curvature of the complex domain which Riemann
brought to acrucial point of fruition.

A purely arithmetic mathematics may be referenced as
typical of aradically empiricist standpoint. A Euclidean or
Cartesian mathematics typifies the introduction of arbitrary
belief in purely fanciful forms of “self-evident” definitions,
axioms, and postul ates, asreplacement for those competently
defined universal physical principles whose experimentally
efficient presence is expressed mathematically by Gauss's
and Riemann’ ssuccessi ve definitionsof thecomplex domain.
Thekey to discovering themechanism of Martinism/Synarch-
ism/Fascism and radical positivism generaly, is to see the
implicationsof extending theapplication of arbitrary, utopian
forms of definitions, axioms, and postul ates from the domain
of mathematics, into the domain of social theory, law, and
religious belief.

Make up your own ideal society. Defineit in terms of an
arbitrary set of rulesof thegame, ruleswhoseinterconnection
isdefined asnominalist “ consistency.” U.S. Associate Justice
Antonin Scalia sfascist (“ Thrasymachian,” Synarchist) doc-
trine of “text,” is typical of some of the worst concoctions
brewed in such ways. The late Professor Leo Strauss'slying
effort toinduce hisfoolish dupesto accept Plato asan admirer
of Thrasymachus, istypical of such frauds. The horrorsof the
Spanish I nquisition arean exampleof such frauds, in addition
to being animportant precedent in the design of the Martinist/
Synarchist cult today. Therecruitment of the ostensibly right-
wing strain of Synarchistsin Central and South America un-
der the Nazi Party’ sdirection, and still today, hasrelied heav-
ily onaspecifically fascist dogmaof Hispanidad which looks
back apologetically to such satanic orgies as the Spanish In-
quisition and the Habsburg role in the religious wars of the
1511-1648 interval as a precedent for the Dionysiac/Neo-
Cathar dogma of such original Martinists such as Joseph de
Maistre.

The antidote to such travesties as Martinism and its like,
isaclearheaded distinction between the meaning of the verbs
“tobelieve’ and“toknow.” Thehysterical quality permeating
the Synarchist’ slying version of the history of the Americas,
for example, expresseshisneedtoinvent afalsifiedinterpreta-
tion of history asamere belief which might serve asincerely
integrist fanatic’ s history as a utopian fiction. It is the blood-
soaked, beast-man axiom of fanciful belief in Martinism/
Synarchism, whichisthe most significant distinction of Mar-
tinism/Synarchism from other modern forms of nominalist
social theory and theology in general.
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Cheney’s Role in 9/11 Put On
Center Stage by British MP

by Mark Burdman

For thefirsttime, aprominent British palitical figurehasaired
hissuspi cions, that thegroup around U.S. VicePresident Dick
Cheney may haveintentionally caused, or allowed to happen,
the mega-terrorism in New Y ork and Washington on Sept.
11, 2001, to set into motion an era of neo-imperial wars.
Labour Party Member of Parliament Michael Meacher wrote
a major feature focussing on Cheney’s Project for a New
American Century grouping, in the London Guardian on
Sept. 6. Meacher had resigned in Juneas Environment Minis-
ter, apost he held in Tony Blair’s government for six years.
This Summer’ spolitical warsin Britain, as EIR forecast they
would, aredrawing ever closer to Cheney. Thisisthe context
in which Meacher took Blair to task for subordinating Brit-
ain's interests to Cheney and his neo-conservative gang in
Washington.

Ever since Lyndon LaRouche first affirmed, early in the
morning of 9/11, that the attacks were an “inside job,” it has
beentabooin Britainto publicly discussthispossibility, espe-
cidly asBlair’ sBritainjoined in the neo-conservatives wars
against Afghanistan and Irag, becoming the Cheney-acs
main prop overseas. And although Meacher’s polemic nar-
rowsthemotiveof Cheney et al.toanoil grab, hisintervention
istimely.

On Sept. 7, just ahead of the second anniversary of 9/11,
L ondon wasthe scene of huge“ anti-terror exercises,” includ-
ing contingency plans for the mass evacuation of the city.
During that week, there was heavy police presence and Lon-
doners were very nervous. One European strategist warned
EIR Sept. 9, that London is the most likely target for a new
act of mega-terrorism. But a London insider cautioned EIR,
on the same day, that Blair and his minions are determined to
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stokealarm, to“justify” hiswar policiesandtodivert attention
from his political woes.

Those woes are bound to get worse. The Lord Hutton
inquiry into the July 17 death of weapons expert Dr. David
Kelly had produced startling revelations by Sept. 8, blowing
apart the case Blair made last year for war against Irag. One
informed sourceaffirmed Sept. 8: “ Thisisonly thebeginning,
and when theinquiry resumes next Monday [Sept. 15], things
are going to get a lot tougher, when the process of cross-
examining leading officials begins.”

Other Labourites are joining the attack on Blair, includ-
ing former International Development Secretary Clare Short,
and former Leader of the House of Commons and former
Foreign Secretary Robin Cook. On Sept. 8, Cook drew gasps
from MPs, when he blasted Defense Secretary Geoff Hoon
for having ignored the reservations of his own Defense Intel-
ligence Staff (DIS), about the fraudulent September 2002
dossier on Iragi weapons of mass destruction (WMD) issued
by Blair's 10 Downing Street. Hoon was then jeered, when
he tried to pass off responsibility for the dossier to Britain's
Joint Intelligence Committee (JC). The next day, it was
revealed that Hoon had given misleading evidence to the
House of Commons Intelligence and Security Committee
investigating the dossier in July, flatly denying that DIS
experts had expressed such concerns. It is widely assumed
that Hoon will soon bhite the dust, closely following the
Aug. 29 resignation of Downing Street chief spin doctor
Alastair Campbell.

On Sept. 8, Foreign Secretary Jack Straw came into the
Hutton inquiry fire, as documents were released showing his
role in bringing Kelly’s name into the public light, as the
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sourcefor aBBC report that intelligence expertshad regarded
the September 2002 dossier as*“ sexed up.” Kelly’sdeath fol-
lowed shortly after his name was made public. It also came
out that Hoon had played arole in “sexing up” that dossier,
urging that references to Iragi WMDs be strengthened and
demanding a “killer paragraph” to make the case against
Iraq stronger.

A UK. intelligence expert told EIR Sept. 8, that these
eruptions are creating a fertile environment, in which the is-
sues Meacher has raised can now be “openly debated and
considered. . . . The Hutton inquiry, and other factors, have
raised enormous questions about why Tony Blair, in redlity,
wanted this Iragi weapons dossier, and that, in turn, isfocus-
sing attention on the motives of the administration in Wash-
ington, in starting thewar in Irag.”

This bad news for Blair in Britain bodes ill for Cheney
and Co., and all sorts of surprises may emerge. How nervous
certain peopleare, isbecoming clear from thewild attackson
Meacher’s article: by the American Embassy in London; by
Lord Conrad Black's Sunday Telegraph; and by Rupert
Murdoch’s Times.

‘The Truth May Bea Great Deal Murkier’

Meacher’s Guardian article was entitled, “This War on
Terrorism Is Bogus,” with the sub-title, “The 9/11 attacks
gave the U.S. an ideal pretext to use force to secure its
global domination.”

Hebegan, that whereas " massive attention” hasbeen paid
to Britain's excuse for going to war, “far too little attention
has focused on why the U.S. went to war; and that throws
light on British motivestoo.

“The conventional explanation is that after the Twin
Towers were hit, retaliation against a-Qaeda bases in Af-
ghanistan was a natural first step in launching a global war
against terrorism. Then, because Saddam Hussein was al-
leged by the U.S. and U.K. governmentsto retai n weapons of
mass destruction, the war could be extended to Irag as well.
However this theory does not fit all the facts. The truth may
be agreat deal murkier.”

He went on: “We now know that a blueprint for the cre-
ation of aglobal Pax Americanawas drawn up for Dick Che-
ney (now Vice President), Donald Rumsfeld (Defense Secre-
tary), Paul Wolfowitz (Rumsfeld's deputy), Jeb Bush
(GeorgeBush’ syounger brother) and LewisLibby (Cheney’s
chief of staff). Thedocument, entitled * Rebuilding America's
Defenses,” waswrittenin September 2000 by the neo-conser-
vative think-tank, Project for the New American Century
(PNAC).

“The plan showsBush'’ s cabinet intended to take military
control of the Gulf region whether or not Saddam Hussein
was in power. It says ‘while the unresolved conflict with
Iraq provides the immediate justification, the need for a
substantial American force presence in the Gulf transcends
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the issue of the regime of Saddam Hussein.’ ”

M eacher noted that the PNAC blueprint supported an ear-
lier document attributed to Wolfowitz and Libby which said
the United States must “discourage advanced industrial na-
tions from challenging our leadership or even aspiring to a
larger regional or global role.” This early-1990s “ Pentagon
Guidance Document,” ak.a. “the Wolfowitz doctrine,” pre-
scribes pre-emptive military action, and implicitly, pre-emp-
tive nuclear strikes, against potential challengesto an Ameri-
can or Anglo-American empire.

Cheney, then Defense Secretary in President H.W. Bush's
Administration, supported thisoutrage, which wasnixed then
by senior Administration figures, including the President.
With Bush Jr., the policy has been implemented.

In detailing the September 2000 PNAC blueprint,
Meacher noted that it refersto alliessuch asthe U K., as“the
most effective and efficient means of exercising American
global leadership.” Further, the blueprint also calls for “re-
gime change” in China, and advocates imperial control of
space and cyberspace, and development of new biological
weapons. “ Finally—written ayear before 9/11—it pinpoints
North Korea, Syriaand Iran as dangerous regimes, and says
their existencejustifiesthecreati on of a‘ worl dwidecommand
and control system.” Thisisablueprint for U.S. world domi-
nation. But before it is dismissed as an agenda for rightwing
fantasists, it is clear it provides amuch better explanation of
what actually happened before, during and after 9/11 thanthe
global war on terrorism thesis. This can be seen in severa
ways.”

Why Did U.S. Air Security Stand Down?

Meacher next presented hisviews, of what happened two
years ago; EIR finds them worth reporting, including his at-
tributed sources:

“Firgt, it is clear the U.S. authorities did little or nothing
to pre-empt the events of 9/11. It is known that at least 11
countries provided advance warning to the U.S. of the 9/11
attacks. Two senior Mossad expertswere sent to Washington
in August 2001 to aert the CIA and FBI to a cell of 200
terrorists said to be preparing a big operation (Daily Tele-
graph, Sept. 16, 2001). The list they provided included the
names of four of the 9/11 hijackers, none of whom was ar-
rested.

“It had been known as early as 1996 that there were plans
to hit Washington targets with aeroplanes. Then in 1999 a
U.S. national intelligence council report noted that * al-Qaeda
suicidebomberscould crash-land an aircraft packed with high
explosivesinto the Pentagon, the headquarters of the CIA, or
the White House’

“Fifteen of the 9/11 hijackersobtained their visasin Saudi
Arabia. Michael Springman, theformer head of the American
visabureau in Jeddah, has stated that since 1987 the CIA had
been illicitly issuing visas to unqualified applicants from the
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Middle East and bringing them to the U.S. for training in
terrorism for the Afghan war in collaboration with bin Laden
(BBC, Nov. 6 2001). It seems this operation continued after
the Afghan war for other purposes. It is aso reported that
five of the hijackers received training at secure U.S. military
installationsin the 1990s (Newsweek, Sept. 15, 2001).

“Instructive leads prior to 9/11 were not followed up.
French Moroccan flight student Zacarias Moussaoui (now
thought to be the 20th hijacker) was arrested in August 2001
after aninstructor reported he showed asuspiciousinterest in
learning how to steer large airliners. When U.S. agents
learned from French intelligence he had radical 1slamist ties,
they sought awarrant to search hiscomputer, which contained
cluesto the Sept. 11 mission (Times, Nov. 3, 2001). But they
were turned down by the FBI. One agent wrote, a month
before 9/11, that Moussaoui might be planning to crash into
the Twin Towers (Newsweek, May 20, 2002).

“All of thismakesit all the more astonishing—on thewar
on terrorism perspective—that there was such slow reaction
on Sept. 11 itself.

“The first hijacking was suspected at not later than
8:20 am., andthelast hijacked aircraft crashed in Pennsylva-
niaat 10:06 am. Not asinglefighter plane was scrambled to
investigate from the U.S. Andrews Air Force Base, just 10
miles from Washington, D.C., until after the third plane had
hit the Pentagon at 9:38 am. Why not? . . . Between Septem-
ber 2000 and June 2001 the U.S. military launched fighter
aircraft on 67 occasionsto chase suspiciousaircraft (AP, Aug.
13, 2002). ItisaU.S. legal requirement that once an aircraft
has moved significantly off its flight plan, fighter planes are
sent up to investigate.

“Was this inaction simply the result of key people disre-
garding, or being ignorant of, the evidence? Or could U.S. air
security operations have been deliberately stood down on
Sept. 117 If so, why, and on whose authority ?”

Meacher affirmed that “the catalogue of evidence does,
however, fall into placewhen set against the PNA C blueprint.
From this it seems that the so-called ‘war on terrorism’ is
being used largely as bogus cover for achieving wider U.S.
strategic geopolitical objectives. Indeed Tony Blair himself
hinted at thiswhen he saidto the Commonsliai soncommittee:
‘To be truthful about it, there was no way we could have got
the public consent to have suddenly launched a campaign on
Afghanistan but for what happened on Sept. 11" (Times, July
17, 2002). Similarly Rumsfeld was so determined to obtain a
rationale for an attack on Iraq that on 10 separate occasions
he asked the CIA to find evidence linking Iraq to 9/11; the
CIA repeatedly came back empty-handed (Time magazine,
May 13, 2002).

“In fact, 9/11 offered an extremely convenient pretext to
put the PNAC plan into action. The evidence again is quite
clear that plans for military action against Afghanistan and
Irag were in hand well before 9/11. A report prepared for the
U.S. government from the Baker Institute of Public Policy
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stated in April 2001 that ‘the U.S. remains a prisoner of its
energy dilemma. Iragq remainsadestabilizing influenceto. . .
theflow of ail tointernational marketsfromthe Middle East.’
Submitted to Vice President Cheney’ senergy task group, the
report recommended that because this was an unacceptable
risktotheU.S., ‘ military intervention’ wasnecessary (Sunday
Herald, Oct. 6, 2002).”

Errorsof Judgment

Meacher reported that “the PNAC blueprint of September
2000 states that the process of transforming the U.S. into
‘tomorrow’ s dominant force' islikely to be along onein the
absence of ‘some catastrophic and catalyzing event—Ilike a
new Pearl Harbor.” " He concluded with the charge that “the
‘global war onterrorism’ hasthe hallmarksof apolitical myth
propagated to pave the way for awholly different agenda—
the U.S. goa of world hegemony, built around securing by
force, command over the oil supplies required to drive the
whole project.”

Important asis the publication of this charge, from Tony
Blair’ sown party in Parliament, to narrow the “ Cheney proj-
ect” to aphysiocratic grab for scarce energy suppliesfailsto
grasp the “ nature of the beast.”

Cheney’ sneo-conservativefactionisthemodern-day em-
bodiment of thefascist-synarchist forces, that threatened both
Britain and the United Statesin the 1940s. Pulling his strings
are powerful financier forces—descendants of those private
banking families and financia interests who brought Adolf
Hitler to power in Germany, and supported Mussolini’ sdicta-
torshipinItaly. Their aim now, asthen, isto establishaworld
empire that would salvage a crisis-ridden financial system,
and eliminatethe American humanist-republican tradition as-
sociated with Benjamin Franklin, Abraham Lincoln, and
Franklin Roosevelt.

LaRouche has demonstrated that 9/11 was a “ Reichstag
Fire,” allowingfor dictatorial measuresat home, and for Sam-
uel P. Huntington’s Clash of Civilizations pitting Western
nations against 1slam, and potentialy China

The game is much more dangerous than Meacher has
describedit. But with publication of hisarticle, the” Reichstag
Fire” issue—and crucialy, that of the relation between the
Cheney’s gang's desires and Tony Blair’s actions as British
Prime Minister—is out in the open.

WEEKLY INTERNET
AUDIO TALK SHOW

The LaRouche Show

EVERY SATURDAY
3:00-4:00 p.m. Eastern Time
http://www.larouchepub.com/radio
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‘Dialogue of Civilizations’

Rhodes Conference Works On New Basis
For ‘Just, Compassionate, Humane Order’

by Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Some 350 delegates from 36 countries came together for lalysos, while the Achaians spread throughout the island
four days on the history-laden island of Rhodes, in order tdorians began to colonize the island around 1100 B.C.
investigate the philosophical, spiritual, and moral founda- Rhodes’ golden period was during the Fifth and Third
tions for a new and humane world order. Although theCenturies B.C., when it developed into a powerful economic
intellectuals, political leaders, theologians, artists, scientists,  and cultural center. In 57 B.C., the Apostle Paul landed there
and economic experts were, in one sense, distant from daywta small portnearthe city of Lindos, and baptized the island’s
to-day political affairs, they were nevertheless fully con-  first Christians. Later on, the island was conquered in succes-
scious of the gravity of the existential crisis facing humanitysive waves by the Byzantine Empire, and by the Saracens and
today, and they deliberated intensely on the spiritual basis  Arabs; it was occupied by the Crusaders, became part of the
which must be created, if the world is to avoid an otherwiseOttoman Empire, was occupied by Italy, and finally, in 1948,
certain Armageddon. became part of Greece.

The World Public Forum’s “Dialogue of Civilizations” According to Greek mythology, the island was named
was organized by the Center of National Glory of Russia; after the beautiful nymph Rhodos, daughter of the sea god
the Titan Capital Corporation (Greece); and the Kapur Sury@Neptune and his wife Amphytrite. From the union of the
Foundation (India). The conference’s chairman, Vladimir  nymph with the powerful sun god Helios, patron saint of the
Yakunin (Deputy Transport Minister of the Russian Federaisland, came seven offspring. The rich and diverse historical,
tion), and co-chairman Yagdish Kapur (presidentofthe Surya ~ mythological, and artistic representations, which can only
Foundation), along with Titan Corporation president N. Papabe sketched briefly here, made the island of Rhodes a truly
nicolaou, acted as a well-coordinated team, and had laid the inspiring setting for this conference, whose aim was nothing
groundwork for the conference in a series of dialogues heldess than achieving unity on the principles which will underlie

earlier in India, Iran, and Russia. a future, humane world order. The spirit of universal history
Among the participants were several former heads of govwas ever-present at the gathering.
ernment, for example Inder Kumer Guijral from India, Milosz The conference was organized into four plenary sessions

Zeman from the Czech Republic, and Valdas Adamkus fronand five panels, which, over three working days, dealt with
Lithuania. The leaders of the Russian and Greek Orthodox  varioustopical areas of the necessary dialogue: contemporar
Churches were present with large delegations, as well as th@oblems of international relations; prognoses for global eco-
most high-ranking religious leaders from Lebanon, Cyprus, nomic development; matters pertaining to the dialogue
Egypt, Israel, and Serbia. among the world’s religions; current security problems; and
Over the past few years, quite a number of such confer-  the role of the media and film industry in the dialogue of
ences on a “Dialogue of Civilizations” have been held incultures. The various speakers—each of thekorgphaios
response to the growing pressure of claims to unilateral (spokesman for the chorus) in his or her field—illuminated
power, along with the resulting warfare between civilizations.the broad array of facets of the problems confronting human-
But what made this conference different, was not just its mag- ity today.
nificentbackdrop of the 14th-Century castle builtbythe Order  Considering the great diversity in the speakers’ points of
of St. John, but more importantly, the spirit of the island of  view, and the wide spectrum of topics, the draft text of the
Rhodes, on which so many diverse cultures have left theifDeclaration of Rhodes” managed to represent the spirit unit-
mark during past millennia. The first settlements on Rhodes ing all participants: adeep distrustin the currentworld order’s
date back to the Neolithic period at about 1500 B.C., wherscale of values, according to which the one side seeks to
the Minoans settled in the area around the ancient city of  maintain a “consumer society by means of armed force,”
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Participantsin the World Public Forum*“ Dialogue of Civilizations’ in Rhodes, Greece, gather
before the 14th-Century castle where sessions took place. The author spoke on the contribution
of Friedrich Schiller’ sidea of the beautiful soul.

whiletheother sidebelievesit must seek itssolutioninterror-
ism. All participants were likewise united in their finding
that the present world order is already inflicting intolerable
damage upon humanity, plunging the absolute majority of the
world’ sinhabitantsinto awful poverty, whileat thesametime
causing the accumulation of absurdly huge quantities of
wealth into the hands of a relatively small group of the su-
per-rich.

In order to counter the boundless and senseless appetite
for material goods, and its allied counterculture glorifying
dominance by force, the World Public Forum will henceforth
work to unite the human being’s material side with his spiri-
tual side. On the one hand, the idea of universal human
rights—i.e., theright to food, housing, health care, education,
clean air, and pure water—must be guaranteed for all people
onthisplanet. But these material prerequisitesmust be devel-
oped a ongsidethe human being’ sspiritual side, into aunified
and harmonious whole.

It is this prime focus of the conference, and the spirit of
its declaration, which defined the theme of my own contribu-
tiontothefirst plenary session. | titled my speech, “ Schiller’'s
Concept of theBeautiful Soul—A Contributionfrom German
Classicism Toward a New Humane World Order,” because,
of all Germany’ spoetsand thinkers, through hisworks Fried-
rich Schiller contributed the most to the harmonious devel op-
ment of the human personality. Especialy his idea of the

50 International

Sublime—the concept that man
must not locate hisidentity in the
world of sense-perception andthe
material world, but rather, find
immortality now in great ideas
which portend the progress of all
humanity—can be of great help
today, in view of the present
moral crisis, in overcoming the
narrow world of materialism.

In the scope of this brief re-
port, itisimpossibleto adequately
describe the richness of the side-
discussions sparked during the
conference, andthenumerousand
manifold fruitful exchanges of
ideasand plans. Theconference’s
atmosphere was extremely con-
duciveto such adialogue. Thefi-
nal meeting took placebothinthe
chambers and in the inner court-
yard of the castle built by the
Order of St. Johnin the 14th Cen-
tury. Conference chairman Ya
kunin set the tone in his opening
speech, when he referred to his
grandchildren, and said that the
future belongs to the children and the youth, and that thisis
why the dialogue of cultures must shape a better world for
them. Yagdish Kapur concluded his own address with the
same thought, that at future conferences, one-third of the par-
ticipantswill be young people.

The idea that humanity will only get out of this crisis if
thebest traditionsof all culturesand civilizationsareactivated
today, met with universal approval, and feedsthe hopethat a
new renaissance of humanity is not far off. | therefore have
nothing but agreement with Y akunin’s challenge to publish
the Declaration of Rhodes, to see that it gets the broadest
possible circulation.

Documentation

The Rhodes Declaration

Thisdeclarationon*® Dialogueof CivilizationsFor aHumane
Order,” wasissued at the World Public Forum* Dialogue of
Civilizations’ in Rhodes, Greece, on Sept. 3-6, 2003.

TheWorld Public Forum (WPF) hasbeen constituted to bring

EIR  September 19, 2003



together abroad cross section of public, religious, academic,
and political figures for the establishment of a“Dialogue of
Civilizations.”

This was the outcome of a series of discussions held this
year in Moscow and St. Petersburg (Russian Federation), in
New Delhi (India), in Tehran (Iran), in Prague (Czech Repub-
lic), Athens (Greece), and Vilnius (Lithuania).

The aim of this dialogueis to discuss and elaborate such
forms of the world community’s existence that could rein-
force fundamental civilizational values and the inalienable
human rights that would be capable of meeting the global
threats and challenges.

The participants of the Forum reflected that the present
world order, the established system of international relations,
and its acting institutions do not provide complete imple-
mentation of the pressing human needsin security, injustice,
and in qualitative improvement of life. This has led to ex-
pansion of enormous areas of human deprivation, to promo-
tion of senseless desire for consumption and acquisition, to
persistent attempts through the use of information tech-
nologies to bring not only economies, but also cultures,
spirituality, moral and ethical norms to a single common de-
nominator.

The participants of the Forum have paid specia attention
to the irreversible damage to the Ingtitutions of International
Peace and Security, due to unjustified use of violence against
sovereignty, security, and culture of other nations, which
results from the lopsided structure of the world.

Totransformthisstateof affairsintoajust, compassionate
and humane order would require patience, sacrifice, and
sustained action, to approach these problems of vast mag-
nitude.

The satisfaction of the minimum basic needs for all—
food, habitat, health, education, work environment, air and
water—should be the first priority for all people of al coun-
tries, al the time. Yet the material, cultural, and spiritual
consequences of the currently imposed paradigm of reckless
consumption and its global spread become less and less
acceptable because they serve the accumulation of affluence
of afew countries and asmall group of people while leading
the vast part of the mankind to impoverishment and depri-
vation.

Ways should be found to break the unholy link, which
generatesinternal and external compulsionsto consumption,
acquisition, and aggregation as the driving force of the New
Globa World Order. Society should glorify spiritual values
and achievements. A cultural and spiritual counteroffensive
is[a] need of thetime.

Different indigenous cultures evolveinto different civili-
zations. Therefore, the process of induced reduction of di-
verse cultures, as a part of globalization, into asingle civili-
zation model, is detrimental to the process of human
evolution. A dialogue of faiths and cultures can freely and
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creatively evolve only in the absence of a threat of cultural
diversity being absorbed and assimilated into a single
global standard.

The present globalization fixed on [the] material sphere
and conducted in the interests of a small group of the rich
developed countries without any ethical, moral, and value
limitations, conducted without consideration for the interests
of poor and developing countries, can be detrimental for the
future of humanity. The New Global World Order forged by
the unipolar power structure isachallengeto the true concept
of human dignity and equality, and an affront to the freedom
and sovereignty of nations.

So much damage has already been done to the human
system, and it is being backed by so much military power,
that this state of affairs cannot be transformed instantly. We
have first to mediate, seek peaceful, non-violent and orderly
solutions, which will fire the imaginations of vast society of
people worldwide, to direct atrend towards a humane future
for al. But the time scales for change will vary from one
nation to another with the possible advantages for those with
lesser damage from the present paradigm.

Toseek long-term perspectiverequiresapropheticvision.
But understanding of short and medium term objectives of
world devel opment would require asearch for new cognition
models needed to find an adequate response by different civi-
lizations to challenges of the time.

The essence of this response is in defending the human
freedom to develop within the frame of their own culture
and territory, their own resources and needs. An innovative
civilizational project, which embracesall aspects of material,
cultural, and spiritual growth, isrequired.

The search for that humane future must evolve to alter-
ation of the material world, wherewelive, where our modern
civilizations exist. Otherwise humanity will forever continue
in astate of rapid drift towards an Armageddon.

The present Forum isjust a beginning of alarge process
that brings people and nationsbelonging to different civiliza-
tions closer to each other.

The participants of the Forum have unanimously decided
to continuethe seriousdiscussion about the destiny of human-
ity that started on theisland of Rhodes. Thisdiscussion should
become a substantial factor of the international situation.
Practical implementation of the stated goals can be achieved
through aseriesof joint projectsespecially in cultural, educa-
tional, and ecological spheres.

The participantsand del egates of the Forum have decided
to establish a permanently acting International Coordination
Committee (ICC) of the World Public Forum “Dialogue of
Civilizations.”

The Rhodes Forum calls public organizations, legisative
and executive bodies of governments, academic institutions
and research centers, scholars, and thinkersto widely discuss
our proposals.
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European Culture As a Factor
Of Intercivilizational Dialogue

by Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Mrs. Zepp-LaRouche, chairwoman of the Schiller Ingtitute, ~ Two Different Conceptionsof Man
gave this speech to the Rhodes conference on Sept. 4. Sub- If we are to answer that question, we will have to face up
heads have been added. to the fact, that within European civilization there have been

two diametrically opposed epistemological traditions, one of
Can any thoughtful person today, have the slightestdoubtthat ~ which is currently dominating our international institutions,
humanity is facing the greatest threat to its existence in it@nd has been responsible for the crisis of civilization today.
entire history? Today'’s global financial system is in its end- ~ And then we have the second tradition, in whose ideas and
phase of collapse, due to its own systemic flaws, the result girinciples we find the initial impetus for overcoming the cri-
the neo-liberal paradigm shift which began about 40 years  sis, and which strike a resonant chord with kindred ideas in
ago in the Group of Seven nations, and somewhat later in thether civilizations and cultures.
former Comecon nations, following the collapse of the Soviet This latter, positive, Platonic-humanist tradition proceeds
Union. This paradigm shift has been increasingly movingfrom an image of man which conceives of him as an essen-
our focus away from production of real physical goods, and tially cognitive being, different from all other living creatures
toward pure financial speculation—that is, away from a sociby virtue of his capacity for creative Reason. Acting in this
ety of producers, and into a consumer society. And partand  tradition, man has the capacity to devise creative hypothe-
parcel of this, is the fact that nobody speaks anymore abowes—hypotheses which, in turn, permit him to continually
the UN's “development decades”; instead, it seems that the improve the natural lawfulness of the ordering of the cosmos,
so-called industrial nations have accepted it as a given, thand, in so doing, to continually improve the circumstances of
part of humanity is doomed to sink into misery, and that the  human life. Viewed from a political standpoint, this image of
world’s leading financial institutions, for example, should man in the Platonic-humanist tradition, is associated with the
simply write off the entire African continent. idea of a state whose legitimacy rests solely on its obligation

There is a certain inner coherence between this systemio foster the general welfare. Thisidea of man’sinfinite capac-
collapse, and the growing threat of global nuclear warfare— ity for self-perfection was first set forth by Plato; and with the
a threat coming not least from the new American doctrine ofadvent of Christianity, this same idea, for the first time, was
preventive nuclear warfare and the use of so-called mini-  conceived of as applying to all of humanity, in that every
nukes: an extremely dangerous policy, which is erasing thbuman being was considered toilbsago Dei, in the image
threshold between deployment of conventional and nuclear  of God the Creator. Historically, this idea of a state dedicated
weapons. An unbridgeable gap now yawns between thede the general welfare first began to be putinto practice during
ideas of a unilateral, imperial world order, which treats the  the Fifteenth Century, with the emergence of the sovereign
emergence of any “multipolarity” among nations asasus  nation-state. It was the essential self-interest of this form of
belli; and, on the other hand, the idea of a community of  state, that all of the citizen’s abilities be fostered and devel-
sovereign states, based on international natural law. oped, because these are the source of wealth for all.

But even if we do manage to avoid a nuclear catastrophe, The former tradition, on the other hand, was what Plato
we have nevertheless reached the end of an historical epoateferred to in his famous example of the cave. It reduces man
and, thus, the end of the paradigm which has allowed the crisis ~ to a mere creature, for whom the creative Reason of the worlc
to worsen to the point that it has. The question before us, i)f ideas simply does not exist, and whose only basis for
therefore: Will the new paradigm that is to replace the old  knowledge is the experience of the senses. Such a persor
one, be marked by the rise of a new barbarism and a new daperceives reality as if he were sitting in a cave, watching, as
age; or, will the world’s best minds and powers join together ~ shadows of events ocaurtsiae the cave, are cast onto
before itistoo late, cooperating to effect a transformation intcan uneven, poorly illuminated wall—and he accepts those
a paradigm that defines a positive alternative for all of = shadows as reality. This tradition denies the existence and
humanity? knowability of universal, validatable principles; and in Euro-
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pean history, it has emerged some-
times as positivism, and a other
times as empiricism, materialism,
or utilitarianism.

This image of man has always
been politically associated with oli-
garchical and imperia forms of
state, whereby a tiny power dlite
would rule over 95% or more of the
population, which latter were never
allowed to rise above the status of
human cattle, and who thus could
be dlaughtered, culled, and exploited
as daves, as the need arose—as
Schiller, for example, describes in
the case of the Helots in ancient
Sparta. This extreme form of utili-
tarianism, which today is closely as-
sociated with the economic para-
digm of the unregulated free market,
globalization, “shareholder value”
society, etc., has the effect of reduc-
ing the large majority of the human
species to precisely this degraded
status. Already at the conclusion of

in taking control of al the world's
governments and leading institu-
tions, it would spark a global revolution to overthrow it.

Just asin ancient Rome, today’ s imperial forces proceed
from the assumption that they can only maintain themselves
in power by perpetuating the backwardness and other-direct-
ednessof themasses; and it isfor thisreason, that the majority
of themass media, and especially the entertainment industry,
havebeenincreasingly pursuing apolicy aimed at the system-
atic moronization of the population. Today’ spolitical institu-
tionsarelargely dominated by oligarchical principles, andthe
popular masses seem to want to affirm this mode of thought
imposed upon them, according to which man is merely a
creature of sense-perception, by wallowing intheir ssemingly
never-ending pursuit of money, their object-fixation, andtheir
addiction to the pleasures of thehereand now. Indian scholars
rightly criticize the West for having become entirely domi-
nated by pavrrti, i.e., of acting only on the basis of externali-
ties, without any development of the spirit or intellect, or
nivrrti.

And here| would liketo present the thesis, that the Euro-
pean part of world civilization—which historically includes
not only Europe, but also the United States and Central and
South America—will only find the strength to make it out
of the current crisis, if we succeed in uniting the necessary
economic reforms—i.e., a reorientation of economic policy
away from an elite's boundless greed for profit, and toward
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Helga Zepp-LaRouche: “ The dialogue of cultures must be conducted from the standpoint of
the best contributions which each culture has made. Because then we will see how right
Schiller was, when he said that the thread of universal ideas, in science, in philosophy, and in
art, runsthrough all of human history, and that, once one has recognized this common

the 17th Century, Leibniz forecast :Ir:ll}'/er%\l characteristic, our variety and diversity represents a fantastic enrichment of us

that if utilitarianism ever succeeded

an orientationto thegeneral welfare—withacultural Renais-
sancewhich buildsuponthebest ideasof the Platonic-human-
ist tradition and the Classical periodsin Europe’s history.

Schiller’ sRelevance Today

| think that in the works of European culture’ sgreat poets
and thinkers, discoverersand artists, we can find al theideas
necessary for ustoday. From the standpoint of their methodol -
ogy, Plato, St. Augustine, Dante, LeonardodaVinci, Nicolaus
of Cusa, Kepler, Leibniz, Bach, Gauss, Mozart, Beethoven,
Riemann, Vernadsky, to name only afew, have, in principle,
aready thought everything that is necessary today to bring
the world back into order. But | would be hard put to find,
among these great minds of the past, one whose ideas have
greater importance for overcoming today’ s existential crisis,
than the German Poet of Freedom, Friedrich Schiller. His
concept that every individual human being has the potential
to develop into a Beautiful Soul, is an idea of more vita
importance today, than ever before. As Schiller writesin his
Fourth Aesthetic L etter: “Every individual man, one can say,
carries by predisposition and destiny, a purely ideal man
within himself, to agree with whose immutable unity in all
hisalterationsisthe great task of hisexistence.”

Now, | canalready hear the squeal sof protest from certain
quarters: “ But today’ sZeitgeistiscompletely different! Schil-
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ler’s cultural optimism and idealism became obsolete along
timeago! And anyway, Nietzsche already settled the Schiller
guestion; and besides, how can you believe, after the experi-
ences of Germany’s 12-year catastrophe, that such a ‘pure
idealistic man’ of whom Schiller speaks, can possibly exist?’
So chantsthis chorus—the only problem being that itsvoices
all reflect the same paradigm which isjust about to go under.

Schiller hasrazor-sharp relevancefor today, because dur-
ing his own era, he had to come to grips with the question of
whereimprovement inthepolitical domainwasto comefrom,
at a time when governments were corrupt and the masses
degenerate. And he came to the recognition, which is still
valid today, that any improvement in the political domain,
could only be achieved through the ennoblement of the indi-
vidual. Schiller describes the fractured spiritual condition of
the people of hisera, interms virtualy identical to what we
see today: “Now however, Want rules and sunken humanity
bends under itstyrannical yoke. Utility isthegreat idol of the
time, for which all powers slave and all talents should pay
homage,” hewrotein his Second Aesthetic Letter. Andin his
Sixth L etter, hegoesonto describethepersonwhoisensnared
within the world of materialism: “We do not see merely the
individual subject, but rather entire classes of men unfold
only apart of their natural gifts, whiletherest, aswith stunted
plants, scarcely are suggested with afaint trace.” And: “Eter-
nally chained to only a single fragment of the whole, man
only develops himself as a fragment; eternally only the mo-
notonous noise of the wheel that he revolves, in the ear; he
never develops the harmony of his being, and instead of im-
pressing humanity upon his nature, he becomes merely an
imprint of his business, of his science.” So, what can we do,
when the Zeitgeist isyanking most people downward into the
realm of mere physical existence and sensual experience?

Many philosophers have struggled with the question of
how man’s Reason can be developed. But Schiller’s special
contribution consists precisely in his development not only
of Reason per se, but also of a method whereby man is able
to ennoble his emotions. He views it as nothing less than the
world-historical goal of human development, “to establish an
inner agreement between histwo natures (the sensual and the
cognitive), to always be a harmonious unity, and, with his
full-voiced humanity, to act.”

And thus, for Schiller, the Beautiful Soul is the pinnacle
and highest aim of human development. A Beautiful Soul is
aperson for whom Freedom and Necessity, duty and passion
mergeinto aunity, such that aperson so educated, can always
blindly trust hisown emotions, becausethose emotionswould
never urge upon him anything other than what his Reason
dictates. Schiller describes this very beautifully in his “Kal-
lias’ letters, with the example of the Good Samaritan, who
spontaneously comesto the aid of another in distress, without
giving even a moment’s thought to his own situation and
interests.
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The Concept of the Sublime

But precisely because human beings are, from an emo-
tional standpoint, like“stunted plants,” the “education of the
emotional faculties” (Empfindungsvermogen) is “our era’s
most urgent need.” And isn’t that one of the main problems
we have today? Excessive demand for sensual gratification,
which goes hand-in-hand with clinging to one’s identity in
theworld of sense-experience—i.e., thedesireto satisfy one's
ownego—aretoday, unfortunately, coupled with brutal indif-
ference toward the needs of a suffering humanity. While the
pitiable condition of the overwhelming majority of human-
kind continuesto outrage those who arethoughtful and empa-
thetic, calling upon them to act, the majority simply lacksthe
strength of imagination required to lift their thoughts and
feelings above the minuscul e confines of their own personal
lives. And if you come upon such a person and ask him to
confront those greater issues, apsychological “block” imme-
diately kicksin, and he answers, “1 don’t go there!”

The problem is that a person whose identity is confined
exclusively to the realm of his own sense-experience, of his
own physical existence, will invariably react with fear, when-
ever he comes to the realization that his own physical exis-
tenceisthreatened.

Itisfor thisreason, that Schiller’s concept of the Sublime
isof crucial importance for educating the emotional faculties
(Empfindungsvermbgen). “ As sentient creatures, we are de-
pendent, but as cognitive beings, we are freg,” says Schiller
in his essay “On the Sublime.” “ As a sentient creature, our
self-preservation instinct comesinto play the moment some-
thing makesusfearful, or the pain of aphysical injury terrifies
us, and our attempt to wall ourselves off in order to preserve
our physical existence, turnsusinto slaves.”

And in hissecond essay on the same subject, titled “ Con-
cerning the Sublime,” Schiller writes: “ All other things must
‘must’; but man is the being who wills. Precisely for this
reason, nothing is so unworthy of man, asto suffer violence,
for violence annuls him. Who doesiit to us, disputes nothing
less than our humanity; who suffersit in acowardly manner,
throws away hishumanity.” And there are also these remark-
ablelineshewrotein 1801: “People could be developed into
demi-gods, if only we sought, through education, to rid them
of al fear. Nothingin theworld can make aperson unhappier,
than fear, pureand simple.”

Schiller’s answer lies in placing one's identity onto the
level of the Sublime, something whichisonly possible when
the human being is not limited by his physical existence,
but has a sense of responsibility toward universal ideas and
principles which reach beyond the confines of his own per-
sona life. Only when he can view his moral, and not his
sensua nature as his life's primary mission, can he put his
sensual nature in check, and give his cognitive nature the
upper hand. The person who has learned how to think and to
feel on thelevel of the Sublime, will also not succumb to the
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fear of death, but will, even during hislimited life-span, live
in immortality. “Great is he who defeats what is fearsome;
sublime is he who, even as he perishes by it, fears it not,”
says Schiller.

“The capacity to let the Sublime enter into one’s emo-
tiona life, is aso one of human nature’'s most magnificent
potentials,” saysSchiller, becauseit makeshim perfectly free.
Schiller regards Beauty as a necessary precondition for hu-
manity; but Beauty only encompassestheworld of the senses.
Therefore, “the Sublime must be joined with the beautiful, in
order to make aesthetic education into a completed whole,
and to broaden the human heart’ s capacity to takein emotions
to the full extent of our endowment, and, thus, beyond the
world of the senses.”

Theuseof poetry and Classical art, not aspillowsto shield
us from harsh reality, but rather as the pathway over which
man cantruly, andinreality, becomefree—thiswasSchiller's
idea. The average woman, or the average man who entersthe
theater, and sees the great destiny of all mankind portrayed
there on the stage, will belifted out of the narrow confines of
his or her daily life. When historical drama lives up to this
Classical standard set by Schiller, the members of the audi-
enceidentify with theheroeson the stage, uponwhoseactions
depends the fate of their nation, and the happiness or misery
of their people, often for generations hence; and so, in play,
asit were, they learn to think more greatly, more on thelevel
of the Sublime.

Andfor that reason, theold paradigmwhichisresponsible
for today’ s crisis, has one aspect which is particularly harm-
ful, namely, Regietheater; i.e., the arbitrary, modernistic in-
terpretation of Classical theater works, a practice which ulti-
mately goesback to Berthold Brecht. The so-called alienation
effect and other devicesare explicitly intended to prevent the
public from identifying with the great issues transpiring on
the stage. Everything is made questionable, everything is
turned into a farce and relativized, and with the expected
result: hopel essness and cynicism. And cynicism isthe death
of creativity.

Schiller was absolutely conscious of the fact that on the
contrary, enthusiasm is the most important driving force of
creative action. And thisiswhy he stressed how important it
isto keep theideals of one’ s childhood raised high, eveninto
old age. Schiller’s cultural optimism and idealism are the
diametric oppositeof other-worldly utopian castlesinthesky;
they areideaswhich are the necessary precursorsof action, if
the course of history isto have apositive outcome.

Y our idea of humanity can never grow too big; Just as it
isinyour breast, so you forgeit in action.

A Vision of Immortality

It isprecisely this outlook of Schiller which we need to-
day: not dry pragmatism which reconciles itself to a reality
which is bad enough aready, and from which nothing new
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has ever come; but rather, agreat idea of how the world shall
be. A vision for the future, which will inspire people and
prod them into positive action, iswhat will bring humankind
forward. “Live with this century, but do not becomeits crea-
ture,” Schiller saysin his“Aesthetic Letters.”

Only when man elevates himself above the seemingly
self-evident (the world of sense-perception), can he discover
theuniversal, validatabl e principles corresponding to the uni-
verse asit isin reality. For artistic endeavor, Schiller adds
explicitly: “The laws of art are not grounded in the passing
formsof anaccidental, and often entirely degenerated popul ar
taste, but rather in the necessary and the eternal within human
nature, in the primordial laws of the human mind. From the
divinepart of our being, from theeternally pureether of ideal-
istic humanity, the limpid stream of beauty flows downward,
untouched by the spirit of the age, whirling away far under-
neathin turbid eddies.”

This idea that the “primordial laws of the human mind”
have adirect correspondence with the ultimately just univer-
sal order, are deeply Platonic and Cusan (inthe sense of Nico-
laus of Cusa). Herein lies the reason why man can overcome
the Tragic, and, even as he perishes, can achieve a sublime
closing upon his divine destiny, and thus, immortality.

Afraid of death, are you? Want to be immortal? Live in
the Whole! Long after you're gone, it will remain.

The idea that man can “throw off the fear of earthly
things,” and can locate hisidentity inimmortality, isathread
running through the poet’ s entire work. An important means
to accomplish this, Schiller argues, is the study of universal
history, because only the person who knows how to cherish
how much all the battles, personal sacrifices, and spending of
livesby all generationsthat have comebefore, werenecessary
to secure our own existence, and to create all the wealth we
possess today—only such a person will experience a noble
yearning to contribute to passing these received treasures,
enriched and increased, onward to posterity, and, thereby,
firmly linking “our fleeting existence” to the eternal chain of
all peoplesand all times.

The words which Schiller spoke in 1789 to his students
in Jena, continue to be true for us today: “However different
the destinies may be which await you in civil society, al of
you can contribute something to this! A path toward immor-
tality has been opened up to every achievement—and | mean
totrueimmortality, wherethe deed livesand hurriesforward,
even should the name of its author remain behind.”

Livingin Universal History

Schiller’ sconcept of universal history—namely, theidea
that all eventsuptothat very moment, were necessary in order
to explain why we all are sitting together here in this room
today—is, in my view, the very best way to organize adia-
logue of cultures. If one proceeds from the basis of universal
history, it becomes evident that it has never been just one
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culture or one nation which has carried the torch of human
progress, but rather it was sometimesthisone, and sometimes
that one. And it will also become clear, that great, universal
ideas which have been thought by one thinker in one culture,
have been borne across the centuries, taking root in other
cultures, where they have germinated in the ideas of other
thinkers.

For example: The most recent archaeological discovery
of a9,500-year-old city in the Gulf of Khambhat, 30 kilome-
terswest of the state of Gujarat [in India], and submerged 36
meters below the ocean surface, has enormous implications
for the investigation of universal history. Because this great
city, 5,000 yearsolder than comparable great citiesin ancient
Mesopotamia, confirms descriptions found in the early Rig
Veda writings of cities along the Sarisvati River—which no
one had even thought was located in India, and whose exis-
tencewasonly first discovered from space, by meansof satel-
lite photos. Now, what does this discovery say about the role
of Vedic culture for human civilization as awhole?

There were many phases of cultural flourishing in Indian
culture, stretching from the time of the Vedic calendar, the
origin of the Upanishads, through the Gupta period, and all
the way into the renaissance at the end of the 19th Century
and the beginning of the 20th. In China, Confucius founded
one of world culture’ s great philosophical traditions, and he
wasfollowed by Menciusand Zhu Xi, and great works of art,
especially in the Tang and Song dynasties. Emperor Kang-
shi was praised by Leibniz for his mathematical knowledge.
Egypt, the true cradle of European culture, had many phases
of high culture, especially the Third Dynasty of the Old Em-
pire, but also the 4th, 12th, 19th, and 20th dynasties.

After Classical Greece collapsed because it had changed
itself into an empire; and after the collapse of the Roman
Empire; and after Europe descended into a dark age; the ca-
liphs of the Abbasid Dynasty organized the Islamic Renais-
sance, which saved European culture, and, via Harun al-
Rashid's ties to Charlemagne, brought it back into Europe.
The Andalusian and Italian Renaissance, and the German
Classic era, were still other phases of cultural flourishing. It
would take me way beyond the bounds of this presentation,
if | were to attempt to even come close to giving a complete
picture.

The point | am concerned with here, is that the dialogue
of cultures must be conducted from the standpoint of the best
contributions which each culture has made. Because then we
will see how right Schiller was, when he said that the thread
of universal ideas, in science, in philosophy, and in art, runs
through all of human history, and that, once one has recog-
nized this common universal characteristic, our variety and
diversity represents afantastic enrichment of usall.

And soitisno accident that, for example, the Upani shads
ancient concept of the essential unity of all religions and all
spiritual paths—*ekoham svat virpa bahuda vadanti” (“The
TruthisOne; itisonly that thewisemen havegivenit different
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names’)—reappearsin Cusa’ sideathat the One represents a
higher order than the Many. Y et ancther Vedic concept, the
“Welfare of al living creatures on this planet” (“bahujana
shukaya bahujana hitaya cha”), finds its corresponding ex-
pression in the European idea of eternal justice and natural
law, which establishes the right to the best possible devel op-
ment of all.

Cusa sideathat there can only be concord in the macro-
cosm, when all microcosms develop in the best possible way,
must also betruefor relations among thisworld’ snationsand
cultures. This must be the basis for a new world order, of a
community of principle of perfectly sovereign nation-states.
Peace will only be possible, if everyone is able to develop
their potential in the best way, and if everyone also seesit as
in their own interest, that others be enabled to do the same.
Thegoa of thedial ogueisnot do define some dogma, of who
is right and who is wrong, but rather to study the universa
science of mankind’s potential to develop. And it is only
through this dialogue, that its participants will become bet-
ter people.

In Indian philosophy, the notion of nivrtti signifies that
man must grasp more deeply his inner being, and must find
hisidentity beyond the ego of the senses, in hisgreater self—
an approximation of the idea of the Sublime. The education
of the nivrtti roughly corresponds to the education, the Em-
pfindungsvermbgen, of our emotional faculties.

Toward a New Renaissance

Our preoccupation with these conceptsis by no means a
purely academic question. To return to the beginning of my
presentation: We are on the threshold of existential social
upheavals, and thereis no way that the old existing order can
remainintact. And it hasnever been clearer how right Schiller
was, when herepeatedly pointed to the effectiveness of Nem-
esis throughout the course of history—such astoday in Irag.
A war built entirely on the basis of lies, which has violated
every tenet of international law, has turned into Nemesis for
those who started it. But unfortunately, this does not lessen
the threat to world peace, but on the contrary, it increases
it dramatically.

In this situation, where tectonic movements are burying
the old world order underneath, leaving in its place either
chaos, or space for a new world order, it is only when
sufficient numbers of men and women, political leaders and
statesmen, can be found, who can locate their identity on
the level of the Sublime, that opportunity will emerge from
this crisis.

Itismy deep conviction, that if, in the midst of this deep
crisis, we can actualize the best traditions of all thisworld's
cultures, especially calling them to life among our nations
youth; and if, in theimmediate future, we can not only estab-
lish anew, just world economic order, but also can unitethis
with such a dialogue of cultures; then what awaits us is a
Renai ssance far richer than any that has come before.
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Six-Power Korea Talks Hem In
Cheney Neo-Cons—For Now

by Kathy Wolfe

The United States, Japan, North and South Korea, China,and  to get to 2005 without a war. To this, we are committed at
Russia agreed to “keep talking” at the end of their Aug. 27-all costs.”
29 Six-Power talks in Beijing on North Korea’'s nuclear pro- The Six-Power talks were formally proposed on April 10
gram, as China saidin afinal statementread to all participantén Seoul, when Russian Defense Minister Sergei lvanov said
While the U.S. delegation continued to insist on unilateral after consultation with South Korean Foreign Minister Yoon
North Korean disarmament before Washington could reciproand others, that “Russia is willing to take part in a ‘cross-
cate, and North Korea apparently said it might test a nuclear  guarantee’ ofthe North Korean regime”among the six parties,
device if pushed, all parties agreed that the Six-Power forunthe first time any nuclear power has made that offer. It was
has been established as the prime venue. The statementagreed  soon seconded bElRHeanding Editor Lyndon
to resolve issues peacefully; to avoid actions which may agkaRouche has proposed this format for years (see, for exam-
gravate the situation; to continue talks as soon as possible; ElReApril 25, 2003).
and that North Korea’s security concerns “should be taken The talks represent progress, LaRouche said on Sept. 8,
into consideration.” but warned that “the idea of keeping a ‘status quo’ with the
Boasts by Bush officials that the talks created a unitednmates of a lunatic asylum, such as Cherieg,delusion.”
front against North Korea among the other five parties are, Yes, he said, the talks should proceed, and the neo-cons mu:
however, a joke. In fact, the Six-Power talks were orchesbe contained from creating a nuclear conflagration in Korea,
trated by the five North Asian regional powers, led by Russia ~ which would quickly engulf Seoul and Tokyo. But that is not
and China, to contain the neo-conservative faction in Washenough. No matter how much pressure there is from the other
ington led by Vice President Richard Cheney, whichis push-  five powers, even from rational American thinkers, he
ing for a military “first strike” against the Democratic Peo- warned, it won’t suffice. Cheney and his neo-cons must be re-
ple’s Republic of Korea (D.P.R.K.). “We are America’s ally, moved.
but there is not one country in this region which will tolerate  “You can not keep such people in a holding pattern for
unilateral American military action in Korea,” a Japanese long,” LaRouche warned. “Try it, and you risk war. No matter
diplomat toldEIR. Russian negotiator Deputy Foreign Minis- how rational the other participants are, Cheney is likely to
ter Alexander Losyukov has warned that any such action  lash out with some insane act. Cheney and his worst people
would escalate to nuclear war. are like Hitler. You can’t contain a Hitler! You've got to
During Sept. 1-9, South Korean Foreign Minister Yoon remove him. Psychotics like that don't believe in rational
Young-kwan and officials of all six powers held a round of policy constraints.” While it may be frightening to look into
global diplomacy aimed at further icing out any talk of mili-  Cheney’s eyes, one must not be blinded by fear to this reality,
tary adventure. After talks in Washington on Sept. 4 with U.S he warned.
Secretary of State Colin Powell, Yoon was taken personally What is required now, LaRouche advised, as in all great
by Powell to see President Bush at the White House, the fireliplomacy in history, is to create new flanks and to actually
time in a decade that a South Korean foreign minister waslestabilize the status quo. Creative new ways of provoking
so received. Yoon and Powell emerged smiling to say thaBush to remove Cheney and Co. are needed. Also urgent are
“President Bush has a firm belief in the importance of the six- creative new policy alternatives for economic cooperation
party talks,” as Yoon putit. “Bush threw his weight behind the projects to build up the physical economy of North Asia on
pro-dialogue forces in Washington, who have been waginga  the ground.
battle against advocates of tougher measures against Pyong- LaRouche urged the most rapid possible completion of
yang,” Yoon said. the Trans-Korean Railway, on which trains are finally sup-
“All we are interested in, is playing for time, to prevent a posed to run by the end of this year, but which is being held
war in Korea, between now and the end of the Bush Adminis-  up by gaps in the track on the North Korean side. Get the
tration,” as one top Russian expert t&tR. “We just want  South Korean and other regional engineers in there, do the
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work, complete the track, and run the trains, he said. Make
clear that North Koreais being integrated into the entire Eur-
asian Land-Bridge from Pusan to Paris. Take away all their
excusesfor trying to isolate North Korea and take it out.

End the Korean War

South Korea and Russia, in early September, did open
an important flank, renewing their Aug. 27-29 proposa in
Beijing to devel op the Six-Power talksinto a permanent “in-
ternational consultative body” to finally end the Korean War.
Today, there is only a cease-fire, with the guns put down
temporarily in 1953 still ready tofireat any moment. OnKBS
TV Sept. 1, South Korean Minister Y oon said that the Six-
Power talks had brought together the two Koreas' four major
neighborsfor thefirst time since World War 11, and that they
should explore a peace treaty, to establish areasonable basis
for peace.

Thisisno meredreaming; in fact, itisthe “ status quo” of
the50-year cease-firewhichisinsane, and should beresolved.
Even sane American diplomats are calling for afinal treaty.
The United States Institute for Peace (USIP), founded and
funded by Congress and &ffiliated with the State Department,
on May 16 issued just such a reasonable plan, in a report
entitled “A Comprehensive Resolution of the Korean War.”

“Our concept here is that the fundamental cause of all
the problems on the Korean peninsula, is the lack of any
resolution to the 1950-53 Korean War,” author and USIP
Deputy Director of Research William Drennan said in making
the report public. It is absurd, he pointed out, that after all
these years, we still have nothing but the cease-fire which
occurred 50 years ago on May 16, 1953. No treaty has ever
been signedin all these years, and fighting could break out at
any time. “As long as North Korea, not to mention South
Korea, and al their neighbors, feel threatened with imminent
war, naturally the situation will tend to deteriorate,” he said.

Seoul, Tokyo, Maoscow, Beijing, and Pyongyang are also
pressing forward on building up the region’s physical eco-
nomic cooperation. Russian Presidential envoy totheFar East
Konstantin Pulikovsky was in North Korea on Sept. 8-11,
delivering a letter from President Vladimir Putin to North
Korean leader Kim Jong-il, proposing a summit soon. Pulik-
ovsky discussed aplanto send el ectricity to North Koreafrom
ahydroelectric plantin Russia’ sFar East Amur province, just
opened this Summer to relieve power shortages in Siberia.
Moscow’ s initiative to link the North Korean and Siberian
railways was al so discussed.

South Korea and Russia will meanwhile sign a debt re-
scheduling plan on Sept. 17, under which Seoul will write off
$660 million in loans to Moscow so that Russia can make an
equivalent investment to upgrade the older rail linesof North
Korea, Y onhap reported.

Kyodo News reported that the Six Powers, including
Washington, are trying to organize the next round of talksin
Beijing for late October or early November.
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Proving LaRouche's point that the Cheney group is in-
sane, however, U.S. Undersecretary of State John Boltontold
a press conference in Paris on Sept. 4 that North Koreais a
belligerent in the war on terror. Washington and its allies, he
said, thusplanto start intercepting ships suspected of carrying
“weapons of mass destruction” (WMD)—that is, apolicy of
piracy on the high seas meant to provoke conflict. Bolton's
push came despite awarning from Chinese Foreign Ministry
spokesman Kong Quan, that the move could be illegal and
Chinawon'’t participate. The United States, Australia, Japan,
and France will proceed with naval exercises on Sept. 13-15
in the Western Pacific to simulate interceptions, Australian
Premier John Howard said on Sept. 10.

In Seoul, agentsfor the neo-consaretrying to disintegrate
the government of President Roh Moo-hyun, to paralyze the
K orean power behind the“New Silk Road.” Sincethe Aug. 4
suicide of Hyundai Asan Chairman Chung Mong-hun, chief
negotiator with Pyongyang on economic cooperation proj-
ects, prosecutors in Seoul linked to the Cheney crowd at the
American Enterprise Institute (AEI) have intensified their
witch-hunt. Daily, they are arresting more of the architects of
détente with the North under former President Kim Dae-jung,
on the absurd charge of bribing North Korea to buy Kim's
Nobel Prize.

Prosecutors are seeking to broaden the probe to President
Roh'’ scircles—who werenowherenear thegovernment when
the alleged events took place. On Aug. 11, prosecutors ar-
rested Kwon Roh-kap, top adviser to Roh's ruling Millen-
nium Democratic Party (MDP), saying that “crucial evi-
dence” was obtained in questioning Hyundai’ s Chung.

Roh'’s ratings have collapsed in the polls ever since he
visited President Bush in May and failed to extract a pledge
that Washington would not militarily strike North Korea.
Bush'sdlapinthefaceiswidely seenin Seoul asRoh’ sfailure,
however unfairly. South Koreans under 40 are increasingly
anti-American as aresult of the insult, while those over 50,
who remember the Korean War, are siding with Bush, al of
which is polarizing the nation into paralysis. Seoul newspa-
pers are asking when Roh—not yet in office six months—
will resign.

On Sept. 5, the National Assembly, where the AEI-run
opposition Grand National Party has amgority, voted to re-
move President Roh’s Home Minister Kim Doo-kwan, who
has been trying to restrain the prosecutors. If the Minister, a
Roh loyalist, isremoved, no onein Koreais safe from arrest.
Roh hasrefused, causing a constitutional crisis.

Apparently fearful of being smeared with guilt by associa-
tion, agroup of Roh supportersiseventryingtosplitupRoh's
ruling MDP and form anew party, to throw the older allies of
Kim Dae-jung tothewolves. Thissort of panic could get them
al arrested, LaRouche said on Sept. 8. It istime for patriots
in Koreato stop the in-fighting, expose the prosecutions as a
Cheney “black operation,” and call for national unity around
building the New Silk Road.
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Russia

Glazyev at Center of
Duma Election Campaign

by Jonathan Tennenbaum

On Sept. 4, the Russian State Duma (lower house of Parlia-
ment) el ection campaign was officially launched, with publi-
cation of aPresidentia decreefixingthedate of theelectionas
Dec. 7 of thisyear. Thanksto devel opmentsover the Summer,
what had been expected to be a relatively uneventful cam-
paign, leading to a continuation of the present political con-
stellation in the Duma, now promises to become more turbu-
lent. Of particular interest will be the fate of anew electoral
grouping, launched by the well-known economist and Duma
member Sergei Glazyev.

Glazyev is along-standing, outspoken critic of the neo-
liberal economic policiesthat have collapsed Russia sindus-
trial production and plunged the majority of the population
into abject poverty. He advocates a dirigist approach to re-
building the Russian economy, including large-scale state in-
vestments, credit guarantees, and other measures to direct
investment into the productive base of the economy. In June
2001, Glazyev, at that time Chairman of the DumaEconomics
Committee, invited Lyndon LaRouche to speak before an
official hearing on the world financial crisis.

For some time, Glazyev—who was el ected to the Duma
on the date of the Communist Party of the Russian Federa-
tion (CPRF), but is not himself a member of that party—
has called for the formation of a broad coalition of patriotic
forces in Russia, extending across what he describes as the
increasingly meaningless categories of “left” and “right,”
and capable of capturing the majority in the Duma for a
political change in the country. A major component of such
acoalition should naturally be the CPRF, the second-largest
party in the present Duma, with about a quarter of the seats.
Equally crucial, Glazyev argued, isto reach out to the layers
of the population who orient toward the Russian Orthodox
Church and the idea of defending moral values, to members
of the military, police, and security forces, and to others,
who are patriotically minded but do not share the commu-
nist ideology.

On Aug. 11, after repeated, unsuccessful effortsto secure
the agreement of the Communist Party |eadershipto thisproj-
ect, Glazyev made adecisive political move: He unilaterally
announced the formation of a new electoral coalition, cen-
tered on the Congress of Russian Communities (KRO) and
the Party of Russian Regions, both of which he heads, and
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Sergei Glazyev (left) hosts a Moscow press conference in 2001 at
which Lyndon LaRouche al so spoke. The actions of Glazyev' s new
electoral grouping in the December Duma elections will give an
indication of how things are shaping up in Russia.

called on the CPRF to join it. Were the CPRF |leadership to
agree, that would effectively shift theleadingrolein Russia' s
political opposition forces, from CPRF head Gennadi Zyuga-
nov to Glazyev. So far, Zyuganov has steadfastly rejected
Glazyev’ sproposal, whilethe CPRF spressorgansinsinuate
that Glazyev’s project is a Kremlin-sponsored operation to
divert votes from the CPRF, or to coopt the left or eliminate
it asasignificant political force.

In the meantime, Glazyev’ sinitiative has been joined by
a number of prominent personalities with different political
backgrounds, including: longtime KRO leader and Chairman
of the Duma Foreign Affairs Committee Dmitri Rogozin;
former Russian Central Bank head Viktor Gerashchenko; re-
tiring Commander of Airborne Forces Gen. Georgi Shpak;
CPRF Duma member, retired Gen. Vaentin Varennikov;
CPRF figure and Duma defense expert Viktor Ilyukhin; the
well-known actor Nikolai Burlayev; retired senior intelli-
genceofficer Nikolai Leonov; and the Orthodox Church-con-
nected publicist and tel evision personality Alexander Krutov.
On Aug. 24, seventeen smaller partiesand political organiza-
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tions—including the Union of Students, the Association of
Socia Democrats, and the Eurasian Party of the shadowy
Alexander Dugin—signed an agreement to join the coalition,
which has unofficially been dubbed “Tovarishch” (“Com-
rade’). At an Aug. 25 press conference with Glazyev, Ro-
gozin declared that 20 more Duma members from various
parties would soon join the coalition. Oleg Shein’'s Labor
Party joined on Aug. 29.

Academician Dmitri Lvov isreportedly closely involved,
albeit in the background. The coalition’s economic program
will include some form of Lvov’s proposal: To drastically
increase state revenues by imposing special taxes on raw-
materials firms for the exploitation of natural resources, and
shift to ascience-driver mode of economic development. Vik-
tor Gerashchenko said at the Aug. 25 press conference, that
he intended to contributeto agreater competencein financial
policies, drawing on his43 years' experience in national and
international banking.

A Calculated Gamble

At present, even seasoned Russian observersare hard put
to gauge the electoral prospects of the Glazyev bloc. Esti-
mates range from under 5%—below the threshold for entry
into the Duma as an official group—to 15% or more. There
isno doubt, that Glazyev and his program have the potential
to attract voters from awide range of political backgrounds,
if they were to gain sufficient prominence and if the present
widespread inertia and apathy of the Russia electorate could
be overcome. Ontheother hand, an el ection fiasco might spell
the end of the palitical career of Glazyev, now widely viewed
asapotential future Prime Minister or even President of Rus-
sia. Glazyev—who experienced such asetback in 1995, when
the KRO date he ran on received only 4.3%, and he was
out of the Duma for several years—is apparently making
a calculated gamble, counting on margins of support from
various forces, including some that might not actually be
friendly to his ultimate goals. Indeed, there are a variety of
forcesthat might haveaninterestin only amomentary success
of the new electoral bloc.

Herethe plot thickens, and not surprisingly so. Some Rus-
sian patriots, who have placed hopes in Glazyev in the past,
point with distressat the cast of dubiouscharactersreportedto
be promoting Glazyev’ scoalition. Among themismentioned
Marat Gelman, modern art collector, vice-director of the First
Channel of Russiantelevision, and anotoriously unprincipled
political “image maker,” connected to the equally notorious
Gleb Pavlovsky. Others named are members of the Presiden-
tial Administration, who are alleged to be manipulating the
“Tovarishch” operation in order to split the left opposition to
the Kremlin and coopt part of it. The involvement of alumi-
nummagnate Ol eg Deripaskaisamatter of rumor, but undeni-
able is the presence of the vocal Dugin. The latter is, among
other things, a promoter in Russia of the synarchist ideas of
Conservative Revol ution ideologues Carl Schmitt and Armin
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Moller, and hasrecently appearedinan I nternet debate, staged
with hisostensibleopponent, Marat Gelman. Looking at Dug-
in's recent, profuse praises of Glazyev and the new electoral
project, onewonderswhether they arenot intended to produce
the opposite effect.

All of thisis not surprising, given the state of the world
and of Russiain particular, wheretruly representative, mass-
based political ingtitutions have hardly had a chance to de-
velop. Whoever decides to engage in parliamentary politics
in Russia today, and to gain access to the resources needed
for amajor campaign, will inevitably be surrounded by acast
of wild and unsavory characters—especialy if he starts out
having something to offer that isgenuinely inthe national in-
terest.

Glazyev and Putin

Any attempt at evaluating Glazyev’s electord initiative
and its prospects for success, ultimately depends upon an
assessment of the intentions of Russia s President, VIadimir
Putin, and those of hisimmediate collaborators. Itisgenerally
acknowledged that Glazyev, while violently critical of the
present government of PrimeMinister Mikhail Kasyanov, has
remained consistently open to the possibility that the Russian
Presidency, and Putin as its current occupant, will act in the
national interest. With Academician Lvov and other Acad-
emy of Scienceseconomists, hehasoffered hisadviceto Putin
directly, on more than one occasion.

At the same time, there are indications that a faction
around Putin, both inside and outside the Kremlin—often
identified asthesiloviki (men from the uniformed, or “force”
agencies) and typified by patriotically-minded persons of in-
telligence- and military-linked backgrounds—is attempting,
step by step, to free the nation from control by the treasonous
“oligarchs,” and to prepare a shift of policiesin the direction
of the kind of dirigistic economic mobilization advocated by
Glazyev. Part of the siloviki strategy would be to drive a
wedge between more national-oriented interests on the one
side, and foreign-allied “oligarchs’ such as Y ukos Oil CEO
Mikhail Khodorkovsky, who is now under legal attack by
Russian authorities, on the other. The same strategy would
aimto orchestrate conditions for dumping the present Kasya-
nov government. These siloviki, however, are acting not
overtly, but in a Byzantine, amost clandestine fashion, re-
flecting the political tradition and unfavorable constellation
of forcesin Russia, aswell asthe fact that Russiaiis de facto
preparing for the eventuality of a military conflict with the
United States, somewhere down theline.

If this be so, then there is no mystery and nothing
properly scandalous in the alleged support for Glazyev
by circles within the Kremlin—while the other, sometimes
bizarre figures in and around his electoral initiative merely
come with the territory. In any event, the December Duma
election bears careful watching, as an indication of things
to come.
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quences.” On Feb. 22, the SA (Storm Troopers), SS (Defense
Book Review Squadrons, Black-shirts), and the Steel Helmet Brigades
were declared to be assisting the police. Chief of Political
Police (and later first chief of the Gestapo) Rudolf Diels
was ordered, by Feb. 26, to publish lists of all imprisoned

. . . ition fi .
The RGIChStag FII’C Flle Oppgilt::c;nb. IngJr (tzﬁe Dutch anarchist Marinus van der Lubbe,

who was under constant police surveillance, committed small
by Gabriele Liebig acts of arson, among others at the welfare office and the city
armory. On Feb. 26, an announcement went out to the press
that in the cellar of the Karl Liebknecht House, headquarters
of the German Communist Party (KPD), had been found “a
large quantity of treasonous materials,” plans for bloody over-

Der Reichstagsbrand: Wie Geschichte

Gemacht Wird (The Reichstag Fire: How throw of the government among other things. The material
History Is Made) was never produced. On Feb. 28, the Prussian Press Service
by Alexander Bahar and Wilfried Kugel Office added that there were there, supposedly, directions “for
Berlin: edition g, 2001 the carrying out of terrorism after the Bolshevik model. . ..
863 pages, hardcover, 34.80 euro According to these [directions], government buildings, ar-

mories, museums, and businesses essential to life were sup-
posed to be set ablaze.”

After the two World Wars, the original documents on the  In the afternoon of Feb. 27, six hours before the fire,
Reichstag Fire of Feb. 27, 1933 lay at first in Moscow, and Gestapo chief-to-be Diels warned all police service offices in
then in East Berlin; and only since the reunification of Ger-Prussia, via police radiotelegram, of a Communist uprising.
many have they again become accessible. Alexander Bahar  Allwereinstructed to prepare “to take Communistfunctionar-
and Wilfried Kugel had already—independently of one an-ies into custody in all cases necessary.”

other—gone through the 50,000 pages (of fire brigade and At about 9:00 p.m., the fire in the Reichstag was first
police reports, records of the hearings of the investigationsjoticed by passersby. @ng was already at the site by 9:19.

fire experts’ opinions, indictment and charging papers, judg- A couple of minutes later, van der Lubbe was apprehended.
ments, and stenographic records of trial proceedings), wheBoebbels, von Papen, and Hitler rushed to the scene of the
they became aware of each other and decided to collaborate  crime. Hitler told his friend Sefton DelmeDafl\the

in bringing out a book. The resultis a gripping criminal report Express: “God grant that this is the work of the Communists.

of this momentous arson of 70 years ago, its prehistory, the  There are signs of the beginning of a great new epoch in
investigations, through the Reichstag Fire trial in Leipzig, theGerman history. This fire is the beginning. If Europe were to
presumed perpetrators, and the unhappy “battle of historians”  fall under the influence of this communist spirit for only two
after the War, which ensured that the “Reichstag Fire file” ismonths, everything would burn like this building.”

still not closed. That very night, 4,000 Communist functionaries and dep-
_ uties would be arrested. On Feb. 28, Reich President Hinden-
Chronology of the Seizur e of Power burg signed the emergency decree “For the Defense of the

The motive, and the answer to the question “Cui bono? People and the State,” with which fundamental rights were
Towhose advantage is it?” shine out of the immediate contexannulled and a state of emergency decreed, which would
of the Reichstag Fire. When one passes before one’s eyes the never be lifted. Thousands were “taken into protective cus
essential steps from Hitler's naming as Reich Chancellor in @ody”; that is, without legal orders of detention, “primitive
coalition government on Jan. 30, 1933, to the coup of the  concentration camps” sprang up.
Enabling (Emergency Powers) Law of March 23, itbecomes  Despite these extraordinarily intimidating circumstances,
clear that the Reichstag Fire played an essential part in the  the NSDAP (Nazis) received only 43% of the votes cast in
clockwork running of this program. the March 5 Reichstag election. On March 9, the 81 mandates

The Reichstag was dissolved on Feb. 1 and a newly  of the German Communist Party were declared invalid, and
elected chamber sat on March 5. From Feb. 4, by the emertrest orders were issued against the deputies who held them.
gency law “For the People’s Defense,” arrest and imprison- ~ Only thus, on March 23, could the emergency enabling law
ment without a judge’s order was made possible, and freebe passed with a two-thirds majority, over the 91 votes of the
dom of assembly, speech, and press were drastically limited. Social Democratic Party (SPD) deputies, who had not ye!
On Feb. 17 Gong, as Prussian Interior Minister, in the been arrested.
famous “authority to shoot,” directed the police to make use The boycott of the Jews followed on April 1; on April
of their service weapons “without regard to the conse-7, the law for the “Restoration of the Civil Service,” which
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authorized the dismissal of “untrustworthy’—that is, Jew-
ish—officeholders; on May 2, thedecreeto regiment thetrade
unions; the burning of the books on May 10; and on July 14,
the“Law for the Prevention of Genetically Diseased Births,”
which introduced forced sterilization. The calamity took its
course.

Thekey propagandistic event for all of thiswas, neverthe-
less, the* signal beacon” of the Reichstag Fire: All thedictato-
rial measures were grounded in a campaign of fear of an
allegedly threatening Communist overthrow.

Reconstruction of the Arson

Bahar and Kugel have, from the evidence and indications
at hand, concluded the following: Goring was actively in-
volved in the Reichstag Fire operation; Diels was in on the
plan. The action itself was led by SA Group Commander
Karl Ernst. An SA special commando had aready, sometime
before the fire, deposited incendiary material (minera ail,
benzine, torches) inthe cellar of the Reich President’ spalace,
where Goring resided, or in the underground tunnel which
ranfromit to the Reichstag building. On Feb. 27 at about 8:00
p.m., a commando of between three and ten SA members
penetrated from Goring' s pal ace, through the tunnel and into
the Reichstag, and particularly prepared the Plenary Chamber
with the incendiary material and a self-igniting fluid, which
after a short period of latency, set off the fire. When the SA
people were ready, van der L ubbe was brought to the Reich-
stag at 9:00, where he remained for scarcely a quarter of an
hour with the charcoal lighter, shirt-cloth, and other textiles
he had brought with him to light a row of little fires on the
building threshold. But the Plenary Chamber blazed up
brightly only after van der Lubbe's arrest, so that the roof
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The calamitous Reichstag Fire set on the night of Feb. 27, 1933, most likely by a
Nazi Sormtrooper (SA) commando on Goring’sorders, as part of Hitler’s
dictatorial coup; it isthe only 20th-Century historical event comparable, in effect,
to the Sept. 11, 2001 attacks on the Pentagon and World Trade Center. Files
hidden for half a century are making it clearer how the deed was done, and how
itsauthorship was blurred by “ historians' battles’ after World War I1.

cavedinandtheglasscupolaburst, whilethe Nazi prominents
were already |ooking on.

Thefour fireinspectors' testimoniesin the Reichstag Fire
trial in Leipzig, all came to the conclusion that there must
have been several arsons, and that the Plenary Chamber had
been specially prepared. Especialy interesting wasthe chem-
ical analysis of Dr. Schatz, who came to the conclusion that
“to set off the fire sourcesin the Plenary Chamber . . . aself-
igniting fluid had to have been used.” He had been able to
provethe presence of thisincendiary—phosphorusin carbon
disulfide—in all 28 fire source locations.

The SA man Hans-Georg Gewehr had previoudly in-
structed his storm-troop in the use of this fluid for purposes
of political struggles, asintheburning of opponents’ placards
and signboards. This, he confessed after thewar; however, he
denied any part in the arson at the Reichstag.

Only vander Lubbewasarrested at the scene of the crime,
but “the Communists” were generally blamed. KPD Parlia-
mentary caucusleader Ernst Torgler turned himself inon Feb.
28, was given a Nazi lawyer, was acquitted in the Leipzig
Reichstag Fire trial—as planned—and thereafter worked for
the Gestapo. At the beginning of March, the imprisoned Bul-
garian communists Dimitroff, Popoff, and Taneff were like-
wise acquitted.

Goring'sGossip
General Halder madethis statement (not mentionedinthe
book) before the Nuremberg Tribunal:

At a reception for the Fuhrer's birthday in 1942, the
talk turned to the Reichstag building and its artistic
worth. | heard with my own ears, how Goring broke
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into the conversation and called out: “Theonly onehere
who really knows about the structure of the Reichstag
ismyself, for | have setit onfire.”

Speaking to reporters the very night of the fire; later asa
witness in the Leipzig Reichstag Fire trial; or in 1946 as a
defendant before the Nuremberg Tribunal; Goring talked and
talked, so that his statements supply the most abundant basis
for study of the originsof theNazis. According to hisdescrip-
tionsof the events of thefire, he must have already been there
at about 9:19 p.m. When he saw aman in the Hall making a
telephone call, he immediately accused the SPD newspaper
Vorwarts of spreading the rumor that Reich Minister Goring
had set the Reichstag Fire.

The Frankfurter Zeitung reported on March 1, 1933 that
Goring had briefed the Reich Cabinet on the fire. “People
with torches” were supposed to have been seen, “whom the
policehad not been abl eto apprehend, becausethey obviously
got away through the underground steam-heating system [of
tunnels] between the Reich Parliament and the palace of the
Reich President.” This incriminating utterance of Goring's
washot mentionedinany way at thelater trial . Instead, Goring
alowed himself to provoke the mad raving fits of defendant
Dimitroff there.

At a hearing in Nuremberg on Oct. 13, 1945 on the role
of Karl Ernst in the Reichstag Fire, Goring declared: “What
Ernst denies, | believe, is entirely possible. . . . Ernst played
aroleinit; | don’t recall who told me that.” Then Goring's
lawyer learned that Hans-Georg Gewehr was still living and
could be called asawitness; but at this, his client Géring was
not at all pleased: “One hasto watch out with such awitness!
If the SA itself really burned the Reichstag, that still doesn’t
say that | knew anything about it.”

Elimination of Thosein the Know

Thefirst wave of deathsto eliminate the accomplices and
accessories began immediately after the act. Thosekilled in-
cluded, among others, the SA man Karl Rall, the clairvoyant
Hanussen, and—van der L ubbe, for whom the standing death
penalty for arson enacted on Feb. 28 was made to apply retro-
actively to acts begun before that date. During the combined
trials, the formerly aggressive anarchist became apathetic, as
this threat hung over him. On Jan. 10, 1934 he died under
the guillotine.

The second wave of elimination of accessories followed
on the occasion of the slaughter of June 30, 1934, for which
the so-called “Rohm Putsch” supplied the pretext. Not only
opponents of Hitler like General von Schleicher and rivals
like SA chief Ernst Rohm were liquidated, but aso Karl
Ernst and his adjutants, who are considered the probable ar-
sonists.

Diels and Gewehr, on the other hand, survived the Third
Reich. A great part of this book deals with them. Weturn to
that now.
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How Post-War Historians Chose
To Falsify Facts

Today, it ought to belong to general historical education,
that 70 years ago the Nazis set the Reichstag on fire with an
SA commando, and laid the blame on the Communists, in
order to raise a state of emergency on the burning specter of
a Communist uprising, eliminate the opposition, and erect a
dictatorship—as Bahar and Kugel have described in their
book. But whoever now looks into this on the Internet will
find, for example, that the Museum of German History,
though it does point out the significance of the Reichstag Fire
for the Nazis' seizure of power, nevertheless avoids every
piece of evidence or proof of the perpetratorsor theinstigator
of the crime. Obviously the matter remains controversial to
thisday. Why?

Among other reasons, because since 1959 Der Spiegel
has conducted a campaign, with the aim of rewriting history
and changing the understanding of the Reichstag Fire which
wasgeneral and dominant at thetimeof theNuremberg Trials.
On Oct. 21, 1959, this magazine began an 11-part series,
“Stand Up, van der Lubbe!” wherein thethesiswas presented
that not the Nazis, but Dutch anarchist Marinus van der
Lubbe, alone, had set the Reichstag onfire.

Rudolf Augstein [Der Spiegel’s publisher—ed.] person-
ally wrote the editorial Foreword: “ After this Spiegel series,
there will be no more argument about the Reichstag Fire.
There remains no shadow of a proof to keep alive the belief
inthe complicity of the Nazi leaders. A legend of the century
will receive the death-blow; or, to make it clearer, the knife-
stroke.” Why did Augstein do this? Bahar and Kugel pursue
thisin the second part of their book, and this*“crime story” is
no less compelling than the history of the arson itself.

The Spiegel series based itself on a“manuscript of Fritz
Tobias.” The now 91-year-old Tobias appeared at the above-
noted July 20, 2003 round-table discussion at the Schone-
berger City Hall, to paint a picture of the sole responsibility
of van der Lubbe, and above all to justify his own role in
this campaign. Thus, Tobias emphasized how much it had
“injured” him, that at that time, a certain Spiegel collaborator
named “Dr. Schmidt” had first prepared his manuscript for
publication. Of the dark past of this person, he had known
nothing. In the course of the discussion, he then explained:
the one-time Spiegel collaborator was the former SS Mgjor-
General Dr. Paul Karl Schmidt (pen-name Paul Carell), who
from 1940 was the press chief of the Foreign Ministry of the
von Ribbentrop hanged asawar criminal at Nuremberg.

Dr. Bahar quoted from the round-tabl e discussion asecret
note from Dr. Schmidt to Ribbentrop’s state secretary, from
May 27, 1944, which needs no further explanation: “Based
on a sufficient overview of the ongoing action against the
Jewsin Hungary, | infer, that alarge action isplanned against
the Jews of Budapest. Because of itsscale, the planned action
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will attract great notice abroad, and will surely formthe occa-
sion for a sharp reaction. And between the employment of
horror-reports of the usual voices, and also the voices of neu-
trals, they’ Il seek riots. And | would therefore urge, in order
not to subject ourselves to these things thereby, that external
cause and ground for the action be created; for example, ex-
plosivesin Jewish associ ation hallsand synagogues, sabotage
organizations, plansfor uprisings, attacks upon police, large-
scal e racketeering with the aim of undermining the value of
the Hungarian currency. The keystone of such an action must
be an especially flagrant event, upon which one can hang the
great policeraids.”

Just such an expert in Nazi provocations, was thus sup-
posed to make clear to Spiegel readers that the Reichstag
Firewas no such provocation, but rather “ ablind accident”—
because just on that evening, it occurred to van der Lubbe to
set afireinthe Reichstag.

The Case of Rudolf Diels

Not al perpetratorsand accomplicesof the Reichstag Fire
were—Ilike SA Stormtrooper leader Karl Ernst and his adju-
tants—Iliquidated on the pretext of the 1934 so-called “ Rohm
Putsch.” Thechief of thepolitical police, who set up theimmi-
nent mass arrests of Communistssix hoursbeforethefire, led
thewavesof arrestspersonally, and had thefirst concentration
camps prepared to handl e the large numbersimprisoned, sur-
vived the Third Reich; just asdid his subordinate, the head of
the[police] department for “ L eft extremists,” whotook active
part in the mass arrest actions. We refer to Rudolf Diels and
Heinrich Schnitzler, who made their careers in the Third
Reich. Rudolf Dielswas, in April 1933, the first head of the
Gestapo.

Diels recognized that accomplices of the Reichstag Fire
action stood in peril of being murdered. So he gathered, as
“life insurance,” dossiers on the Nazi leaders, with which
he could blackmail them if necessary; placed the dossiers
abroad, and strewed his knowledge of this information
around. Diels was often protected by Goring. In 1943, he
even married Goring's widowed sister-in-law. Diels also
took care of the instruction of the American Ambassador
Dodd and his daughter Martha. In December 1943, while
on a stay at a health spa in Switzerland, he met several
times with the German vice-consul in Zirich, Hans Bernd
Gisevius, who had worked under Diels in the Gestapo for
six months in 1933. Now, Gisevius was among the agents
of the American secret intelligence service, the OSS, and
belonged to those sworn to the July 20 [1944] plot against
Hitler. Diels shared secrets on the Reichstag Fire arson with
Gisevius, which the latter used in his book, To the Bitter
End, published in 1946.

In1945 Dielswasarrested andinternedin Hanover, agree-
ing to work for the Anglo-American military government,
and served as a witness for the prosecution (and later also
for the defense) at the Nuremberg Tribunals. The American
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military intelligence service CIC counted him as “a great
manhunter,” and “in the sphere of the fight against the Com-
munists. . . asone of Europe’ sgreatest specialists.”

When Gisevius was questioned about the Reichstag Fire
by U.S. Chief Prosecutor Robert Jackson during the Nurem-
berg Trias, he answered that Goebbels had developed the
idea. Goring agreed and undertook the task of putting the
blame on the Communists. The most important incendiary
material, hesaid, wasaself-ignitingtincture. An SA operative
named Rall was afterwards “on the order of Gestapo chief
Didls, murdered in the vilest manner,” and other SA men had
been killed on the occasion of the “Rohm Putsch.” Gisevius
specified one further perpetrator by name: Hans-Georg
“Heini” Gewehr.

Robert Kempner, the Nuremberg Tribunal prosecutor of
German origin, reported on aradio interview with Diels on
July 15, 1946: “ Accordingto Diels' understanding, theReich-
stag was burned down by the Berlin SA with help from Goeb-
bels, and Goring was in accord with the results.” But in his
memorandum of 1949, Diels retreated back to the line; “I
myself already believed afew weeks after the fire, and until
1945, that the National Socialists were the arsonists. Today,
I nolonger believethis.”

Yet in 1957, Diels changed his line yet again and
charged, exactly like Gisevius, an SA Commando under the
leadership of Karl Ernst and Hans-Georg Gewehr with set-
ting the fire in the Reichstag, with the help of a self-igniting
fluid. After an hours-long interview with Diels, thejournalist
Curt Riess (under the pseudonym Brandes) published in
Sern magazine, as did Friedrich Strindberg in Weltbild, in
November 1957, several-part series of its contents concern-
ing the Reichstag Fire. On Nov. 18, Dielsdied in a“hunting
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accident”: a blast of shot, fired from immediately at his
elbow, tore open his abdomen.

Augstein RewritesHistory

Bahar and Kugel havefound out that Dielsand hisformer
subordinate Schnitzler, even while both had de-Nazification
proceedings underway, were in regular correspondence, so
that their justification stories would agree with one another.
Diels also stood in correspondence with Augstein’s brother
in Hanover, as he openly recounted. For by 1949, Dielswas
ableto publish his highly history-falsifying postwar apology
in a nine-part series in Spiegel, with the title “The Night of
the Long Knives ... Did Not Take Place.” Diels memoir
appeared in book form in 1949 in Switzerland under thetitle,
Lucifer Before the Door: The First Chief of the Gestapo
Soeaks.

Inthebook, Dielsnotes*his colleague Schneider” alsoto
be in the midst of publishing a description of the Reichstag
Fire. This" Schneider,” whowasrevealedin 1956 tobe Diels
Gestapo collaborator Schnitzler, had, at the beginning of
1949, in the periodical New Poalitics of the National Socialist
collaborator Wilhelm Frick, published an anonymous series,
“The Reichstag Fire From Another Viewpoint”—in which,
for the first time, the thesis of the sole perpetrator van der
L ubbewas set out, and the Nazis, namely Diels, were washed
clean of any guilt.

In 1956, Dr. Richard Wolfe published a new research
report, “The 1933 Reichstag Fire,” in which he, on the basis
of the evidence, came to the conclusion that only the Nazis
could be considered as perpetrators. Diels died in 1957 after
he had begun to unburden himself. Thenin 1959, Der Spiegel
brought out the series based on Fritz Tobias, and first worked
up by Ribbentrop’s former press chief. At this, Gisevius
could not remain silent, and announced his desire to speak
out with a four-part contribution for Die Zeit, “Reichstag
Fire in the Trick Mirror” [a pun against Spiegel, “mirror”
in German). He accused anew Hans George Gewehr as the
primary perpetrator and made it known that the latter was
alivein Dusseldorf. Augstein foamed in Spiegel: How could
Gisevius dare. . . .

Gewehr had escaped from an internment camp, had lived
for some years under false names (Jager, Schafer), and now
ran, with a partner, the architectural firm Gewehr-Morisse.
The Duisseldorf public prosecutor conducted an investigation
against Gewehr on suspicion of arson in the Reichstag build-
ing, which, however, would be suspended in 1961. And now
Augstein made himself the lawyer for this Nazi criminal
and recommended to Gewehr that he demand a recantation
from Gisevius. Gewehr's complaint against Gisevius ran
through several court proceedings and led to apartial success
for Gewehr, which he—again on Augstein’s recommenda
tion—used for a suit for damages against Gisevius, the edi-
tor-in-chief of Die Zeit, and its publisher, Henri Nannen
GmbH. In the end, Gisevius was financially ruined, while
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Gewehr collected 56,000 deutschmarks in damages.

Proofs and witnesses for Gewehr’ s role in the Reichstag
Fire no longer exist. Proven, however, is his role as the
ingtigator, while Berlin SA commander, of the anti-Semitic
“Kurfurstendamm riots’ of 1931, brutal shootings of prison-
ersin Poland in 1939—for which he was never brought to
answer before ajudge—and hisriseto SS storm troop battal -
ion commander. And Gewehr himself admitted that he in-
structed his SA commandos in the use of the phosphorusin
carbon disulfide solution, used in the burning of the Re-
ichstag. In thejudgment of the court of appealsin Diisseldorf
on Aug. 6, 1963, the body “in this case, neither established
that van der Lubbe was the sole actor, nor that he must have
had accomplices. Thus the possibility remains open, that the
plaintiff [Gewehr] was among the accomplices. . .. Of the
plaintiff, it is even probable that he is the last still-living
member of the alleged circle of accomplices.”

In sum, this is aso alesson in “how history is made.”
And it must be thought of when these days, in the post-
Augstein Der Spiegel, one reads vitriolic attacks on Andreas
von Billow and hisbook on the background to Sept. 11, 2001.
The peculiar paralels between the allegedly Communist
Reichstag Fire of 1933, and the terror attacks on the World
Trade Center in New Y ork and the Pentagon in Washington
allegedly planned by Osama bin Laden, are, however, an-
other story.

Electronic Intelligence Weekly

IBINY

An online almanac from the publishers of EIR
Electronic
Intelligence Weekly

Issued every Monday,
EIW includes:

gives subscribers
online the same

thet b e BIR i
economic an

one of the n?OSt. strategic analyses;

‘f’aluedhpurll)ql;iaugns ¢ Charting of the world

OI pOlICYInaKers, economic crisis;

and established .

LaRouche as the ¢ Critical developments

most authoritative wenon ed by » .

economic ‘mainstream” media.

forecaster in the EIR Contributing Editor,

world. Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

$360 per year Two-month trial, $60

For more information:

Call 1-888-347-3258 (toll-free)
VISIT ONLINE:

www.larouchepub.com/eiw

International 65



1T IR National

LaRouche Mobilizes Youth Vs.
Recall, Shakes Up 2004 Debate

by Anita Gallagher

Lyndon LaRouche personally brought his campaigntodump  for the exposure of the role of Cheney and others in the 2001-

Vice President Dick Cheney and Cheney’s “dirty operation’2002 period, in the deregulation rip-off of the state of

to recall Gov. Gray Davis, to California on Sept. 11, witha  California.”

press conference and a breakthrough town meeting attended The Recall election is Oct. 7. LaRouche appeared on the

by 450 people in Burbank. More than 200 enthusiastic col-  scene to give leadership to the Democratic Party within hours

lege-aged youth crowded the meeting hall, where LaRouchef the “Judas Iscariot” defection by Lt. Gov. Cruz Busta-

identified defeating the Recall—Cheney’s dirty trick to blame mante, a Democrat who abandoned the “No on the Recall”

Davis for Enron’s and other Cheney contributors’ looting of fight to campaign exclusively as a replacement candidate for

the state—as a critical battle in the 2004 Presidential cam- Davis on the same ballot, if the Recall were to pass. Busta-

paign. Almost simultaneously in Baltimore, the LaRouchemante, whom LaRouche called “Joe Lieberman’s patsy in

Youth Movement's intervention into the scripted “debate” of ~ California,” is one of the candidates to succeed Davis, along

LaRouche’s nine rivals at Morgan State College broke intowith Arnold Schwarzenegger, the candidate of the ultra-mon-

the international press. ied dereg promoters like George Soros and Warren Buffett.
Nevada State Senator and head of the state’s legislativeaRouche dubbed Schwarzenegger “a high-priced geek act,

Black Caucus, Joe Neal, one of first legislators to fight and  who should go back to the circus.”

beat deregulation, introduced LaRouche at the town meeting “Gray Davis admits he made a mistake,” LaRouche said.

this way: “I view LaRouche as the savior for this nation. “The citizens who thought dereg was good, made a mistake,

He has spoken the truth, and should be the President of thand they’re to blame for their mistakes—notin order to shoul-

nation.” California Assemblyman Mervyn Dymally, former der the blame, but to avoid making the same mistake next

Lt. Governor of the state, and, as a Congressman, formdmme. The Democratic Party made a mistake. It's painful. It's

Chair of the Congressional Black Caucus, sent a message  costly. It's life-threatening. But, this known, what do we say

from the legislative session, that he and LaRouche are “workef profiteers who have been looting this state through dereg,

ing together not just to defeat the Recall, but to save our like Dick Cheney the thief, and the Williams Company, and
Democratic Party, so we can save our country.” 1968 PresiEnron, the number one contributor to the Bush campaign?”
dential candidate Eugene McCarthy sent warm greetings. LaRouche described the entire dereg story to the audience

Tothe journalists at this press conference LaRouche saidThere had been a collapse of the California power system in
“The reason I'm here, of course, is the California Recall elec-  the Summer of 2000; a breakdown, because of dereg. Chene)
tion, and its implications, not only for the 2004 Presidentialmoved in, once Bush was President, to play a key role in
elections, which ought to be fairly obvious, and also on the  orchestrating the way dereg hit a number of states in the U.S.
national deregulation and related policies—we are in a dere@alifornia was the prize, with the most loot. California was

crisis. And these issues posed in California require my pres- looted to the tune of tens of millions of dollars, besides the
ence on the scene, to demonstrate my commitment on thisplicit losses of the state.”
issue, against Recall, and for the repeal of deregulation: and LaRouche summed up Cheney’s record for the past 1(
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years. “Look at the 1990-91 reign of Secretary of Defense
Dick Cheney. His gimmick then was privatizing the U.S.
military—to look for functions that could be performed by
civilians. In this context, he cultivated a relationship with
Halliburton. This privatization went apace, even under Clin-
ton. Now, look at the situation in Irag, run for the benefit
of two corporations: Bechtel, of George Shultz, who pulled
together the neo-cons for the current Bush Administration,
and Halliburton. A problem has arisen now: Bechtel isn't
getting itsshare. It’ sabrawl between two pirates. Now Presi-
dent Bush comes, and says, ‘ We need $87 billion.” For what?
Chiefly, Haliburton. Halliburton needs money—so shut
down schools, hospitals .. . . and pay for it. That is the ploy
that is going on today, on your TV sets, in New York and
Washington: ‘We'll get revenge—give $87 hillion to Halli-
burton out of the U.S. Treasury!” This is not a mistake,”
LaRouche said, but an outlook close to that of the forces
behind Hitler.

Touring the state on Sept. 11, the anniversary of the 2001
terror attack that spearheaded adrivefor fascisminthe United
States, LaRouche made these points:

¢ “9/11 came from inside the United States, not outside.
It's like Goring setting fire to the Reichstag [seat of the Ger-
man Parliament]. The destruction of the institution resulted
in a doctrine of law, by Carl Schmitt, who sponsored the
career of anazi who happened to be Jewish, L eo Strauss, who
went by way of England, tothe University of Chicago. Strauss
isthe chief breeder of the nest working around Cheney, called
neo-cons.” LaRouche referred to his January 2001 forecast
of the George W. Bush Presidency: that it would face afinan-
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In days before Lyndon
LaRouche’s campaign
town meeting in
Burbank, which drew a
crowd of 450, the
LaRouche Youth
Movement mobilized
with tens of thousands of
“Who Robbed
California” pamphlets
against the Recall, and
“took over” campuses
with rallies and
motorcades mobilizing
young activists into this
crucial fight of the 2004
campaign.

cial and monetary crisis, and terrorism, to be used as a
“Reichstag Fire” pretext for fascism.

» Heopenedhispressconferenceby pointingtotheassas-
sination of Swedish Foreign Minister Anna Lindh, who was
stabbed to death Sept. 11. LaRouche explained: “Weare now
in aperiod, since late 2002, in which the Synarchist Interna-
tional, associated with afellow in Spain, aformer official of
the Franco regime, known as Blas Pifiar, has been highly
active thoughout the world, in his network of organizations,
which has signifcance [going back] to the 1970s, as primary
coversfor assassination attacks, such asthat of [former Italian
Prime Minister] Aldo Moro—his kidnapping and assassina
tion—and the Bologna train station bombing. These precise
groups are being reactivated more and more. They are small
groups, generally speaking, aspolitical groups, but they serve
ascovers, of onekind of another, for actual terrorist or assassi-
nation attacks. The problem is, we are in a period in which
we must expect organizations such asthe Synarchist Interna-
tional to deploy sometimes confusing types of terrorist opera-
tions against targets which they think will have some type of
dramatic significancein the political process.”

» The Synarchists, whose view Cheney expresses, want
to control society through horrible acts which terrify people,
such as the atomic bombs dropped on Japan, or 9/11, to force
the population to submit, out of terror, to a Nietzschean,
Satanic “ beast-man” dictator.

* On his nine rivals, the Democratic Leadership Coun-
cil’s (DLC's) recognized candidates, LaRouche said, “My
nine rivals are not in the real world. They won't talk about
any real issues, likethecancer of Irag, thecancer of theMiddle
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East, the deteriorating relations with other nations, the geno-
cidein Africa. They are so afraid of losing money, they won't
upset anyone who may give money.”

LaRouche's campaign is based on rapid recruitment and
education of youth to be leaders. LaRouche used theexample
of the great American Benjamin Franklin, who organized the
youth leadership that made the American Revolution. Since
the education of the LaRoucheyouth (who arerapidly recruit-
ing), is based on the most advanced scientific and artistic
conceptions developed by mankind, the youth leaders are,
therefore, committed to truth, not popular opinion. (For a
fuller sense of this, see the Y outh Panel Presentations at the
Schiller Institute’ sLabor Day Conference, on www.larouche
in2004.com.) Two hundred youth attended the Sept. 11 town
meeting, and dominated the discussion period with profound
questions on how a human being can transmit an idea that
goes beyond the simplistic or wrong meaning of words; the
role of aestheticsin statecraft according to Friedrich Schiller;
and many others. One well-known Hollywood figure who
attended the meeting, expressed hisawed approval: “ Sothisis
what you [the LaRouche*“ university onwheels’] areteaching
these youth?' The youth are blanketing California, and in-
deed, the entire United States, with the LaRouche campaign
white paper, “Who Robbed California?’ And, LaRouche an-
nounced, next week his campaign will release his new pam-
phlet, “ The Sovereign States of the Americas,” describing his
perspectiveof cross-border devel opment of power, water, and
other essential infrastructure projects.

“How we think isreflected in the ways we engage neigh-
boring countries, likeMexico,” thecandidatesaid. “ The Great
American Desert needs to be developed. . .. We have first
and second generation Mexican immigrants in California;
their cheap labor is supporting California. We are forcing
maquiladoras on the other side of the border.” His policy
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The LaRouche Youth
Movement was present
in force at Morgan State
University in Baltimore
before the Sept. 9
Presidential debate of
Fox News and the
Congressional Black
Caucus. Young
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audience because
LaRouche had been
excluded, shaking up the
“9Losers’ and the
debate sponsors, who
ordered the youth
arrested (right).

commitstheU.S. government tograndinfrastructureprojects,
especially water and power, on both sides of the border, and
to get on with devel oping the Great American Desert—apar-
ticularly appropriate project for a melting-pot nation whose
largest group of immigrantsisof Hispanic descent, LaRouche
told his audience in Burbank.

LaRoucheYouth Bring Reality to 9 Dwarves

In contrast to the LaRouche town meeting, only 20% of
the audience at the DL C-Fox News sponsored debate at the
historically black Morgan State College were students.

The 50-plus LaRouche youth who conducted arally on
campus all that day found few students even aware of, let
aone interested in, the Sept. 9 debate. With a force outside
singing civil rights songs, and sporting signs like, “Don’t
be a prostitute for the DLC! Join LaRouche for a Future,”
a LaRouche youth inside made the first intervention from
the audience while Sen. Bob Graham (Fla.) was speaking:
“None of you candidates has the guts to demand Cheney’s
impeachment, whereas LaRouche does. Why isn’t LaRouche
here, and why don’t you attack the real threat—Cheney?’
The candidates went mute, waiting for the police to haul
the youth out. Then another intervention followed: “These
debates are illegitimate! Where is LaRouche?’ These inter-
ventions occurred approximately every 15 minutes, until
Erin Smith made a final, long intervention on LaRouche's
solutions.

Four of theyoung organizerswere arrested and held over-
night, but released the next day without charges. The Wash-
ington Post Sept. 11 coverage quoted LaRouche campaign
spokesman Debra Freeman: “It was an act of civil disobedi-
ence. The campaign wholly endorses and supports what they
[theyouth] did. I'm glad that there are young people who are
till prepared to do that kind of thing.”
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against Davis. Lieberman backers dropped “$5,000 here,
$20,000 there,” for Cruz—characterized by Donna Brazile,

. Gore-Lieberman campaign manager in 2000, as a “smart
Bustamante: Mob-Backed  qawegy
. ’ But there is much more to the story. At a Sept. 11 press
Lieberman’s Mole / Pr P

conference in Los Angeles, candidate Lyndon LaRouche,

compared calling Bustamante a “Democrat” to “calling Judas

Iscariot a Christian.” LaRouche especially pointed to Busta-

mante’s links to casino interests that are using legalized gam-

California Lt. Gov. Cruz Bustamante dropped any reference  bling to loot Native Americans.

in his campaigning to “No on Recall” on Sept. 7, and told

Californians to vote for him to replace Gov. Gray Davis, by Casino Gambling

which act, he showed his true colors as a mole for the mob- In August 2002EIR published an expdsen “Crime in

linked Democratic Leadership Council, and its poster-boy  the Senate—McCain, Lieberman, and the Bantustan Casi-

Sen. Joe Lieberman (Conn.). Bustamante, who has endorseds,” by Anton Chaitkin and Scott Thompson. They wrote:

Lieberman for President, had previously concluded his “A criminal apparatus reaching from Russia to Israel to Af-

speeches with the slogan: “No on Recall, Yes on Cruz.” Butica, to Miami and New York, has turned Joe Lieberman’s

on Sept. 7, he did not even pretend to make the argument Connecticut into a world capital of gambling casinos.” The

against the recall. When reporters asked the Lieutenant Gowoxwood and Mohegan Sun Indian casinos, run by South

ernor about this, turn-coat Bustamante said that Governor  African mobster and money-launderer Solomon “Sol”

Davis has enough money to fight against the recall, but iKerzner, were modelled on the apartheid “bantustan” casinos

Davis is recalled, “I've got to be able to make sure and distin-  that Kerzner had run in South Africa.

guish myselfin terms of my ideas, and what 1 do, and sothat's  With the help of Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.), who had

where I'm focused.” chaired the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, and remains
Bustamante’s stabbing Gray Davis in the back is in starka senior member, and Joe Lieberman, Kerzner was able to

contrast to the stand taken by other California Democrats, build the run-down Indian casinos on reservations in Connect-

such as Sen. Dianne Feinstein, who has made two ads faout into rivals of those in Atlantic City, with three times the

Davis and the campaigmainst recall. Feinstein stressesthat ~ cash-flow. Kerzner skimmed off billions, saidthe U.S. Bureau

Democrats should have only one unified focus: Defeat thef Indian Affairs, but his mythical powers in turning a “tribe”

recall. But, Bustamante’s open shift in tactics coincides with of a few hundred individuals into billionaires, have now be-

a perceptible decline in Republican candidate Arnie “Enron”come a model for the latest looting against the Indian tribes.

Schwarzenegger’'sfortunes. Arnie hasbeensaggingasaresult It wouldn't have been possible without Joe Lieberman.

of aggressive campaigning by the forces of Lyndon Bustamante’s campaign has already received several mil-

LaRouche, a 2004 candidate for the Democratic Party nomi- lions in contributions from Indian gambling tribes. The Viejas

nation, againstthe robotic flunky of synarchist looters Georgdand of the Kumeyaay Indians ranks as the fourth largest

Shultz and Warren Buffett. contributor to all Recall committees and candidates—hand-
The truth is, that Bustamante is outtin the governor’'s  ing over $1.5 million, all to Bustamante. The only larger con-

race on Oct. 7, and sink Gov. Gray Davis. tributors are the Greene Company which financed the original
Bustamante is the same kind of “Democrat” Joe Lieber+ecall effort of Republican Rep. Darrell Issa; Schwarzneg-

man is—none at alll In fact, Bustamante has hitched his  ger’s contributions to himself; and Bustamante’s campaign

wagon to the right-wing, DLC, and mob-backed Lieberman,committees’ contributions to himself!

because he shares the same politics. Despite the budget disas- Critics says that this amount of funding is illegal unde

ter in California caused by deregulation and the “energy pi-California campaign funding reform, which limits contribu-

rates,” Lieberman still supports deregulation. Davis has ad-  tions from a single entity to $21,200. Bustamante claims a

mitted this was a mistake—what about Cruz? Bustamentéophole—directing funds to a previous campaign commit-

endorsed Lieberman for President in May, when Lieberman  tee, $efane the reform bill.

was being booed by real California Democrats for supporting  In 1999, the Indian tribes received the exclusive right to

theillegal war against Irag. Now Lieberman is pushing Busta- run Nevada-style gaming in California, and now the business

mante against Davis, an act so low no other Democratic Preshas grown to $5 billion a year. Bustamante has also received

dential candidate has done it. $500,000 from the Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indi-
According to AP reporter Brian Skoloff, Lieberman, who ans, and $300,000 from the Sycuan Band of Kumeyaay Indi-

is dropping in national pollsyeedsa “Governor Bustamante” ans, and there’s more to come.

in California to boost his Presidential aspirations. In August, Whether it's Arnie-Buffett, or Bustamante-Lieberman,

wrote Skoloff, “donors to Lieberman’s Presidential campaign  the synarchists behind the recall scheme see California as &

[had] quietly begun” swinging their support to Bustamante,bonanza for their looting.

by Michele Steinberg
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Congressional Closeup by carl 0sgood

Obey _Ca”Son R_Umeeld, said Rumsfeld and Wolfowitz “setup  which is going to cost a lot more. Rep.
Wolfowitz To Resign their own intelligence operationto get Nita Lowey (D-N.Y.), also on the Ap-
Rep. David Obey (D-Wisc.), therank- more comfortable intelligence esti- propriations panel, said the request

ing member on the House Appropria-  mates.” He further noted that théigonfirms that the Administration
tions Committee, sent a letter to Presi- pushed the State Department’'s post-  went to war unprepared to secure the
dent Bush on Sept. 5, suggesting that invasion planning efforts aside, “apdace.” However, she said she backed
Secretary of Defense Donald the result is what you see in Iraq ev-  the request “because we must bring

Rumsfeld and Deputy Secretary Paul ery day.” peace and democracy to the Iraqi peo-

Wolfowitz, two of the leading ple and send a strong message to ter-

chicken-hawks in the Administration, roristgroups like al-Qaeda that we will

be “allowed” to “return to the private not back down.”

sector.” B o While none have spoken out pub-
Obey said that miscalculations by Eush’s$87 Billion Iraq licly against Bush's policy, a few Re-

Wolfowitz and Rumsfeld have cost Request Faces Scrutiny publicans are reported to be concerned

American lives in Iraqg and damaged President Bush’'s Sept. 7 announce- about having to explain, back home,
the nation’s fiscal health. He also said ment that he will be seeking $87 bilvhy the United States should spend so
that the Pentagon should be relieved lion in supplemental funding for U.S. much money in Irag while their con-
of its role in determining foreign pol-  operations in Iraq is meeting with astituents are losing their jobs.

icy. “Itis impossible to review the re- mixed reaction on Capitol Hill. Most

cord of the past year and not conclude  of the Republican leadership, and at

that they have made repeated and serideast a few Democrats, are promising

ous miscalculations,” he wrote. to move the money as fast as possit\?\/ ) ]

The Wisconsin Democrat’s criti-  “to help the troops.” Most Democrats olfowitz, MyersGrilled
cism of the war policy continued on and a handful of Republicans, on the On Bush’slraq policy
Sept. 6. Inaninterview with th€api-  other hand, are warning that the White The extension of tours of reservists in
tol Times of Madison, Wisconsin, House and the Pentagon will have to Iraq became a major agenda item for
Obey called Rumsfeld and Wolfowitz answer a lot of questions before the Senate Armed Services Committee
“raving romantics.” He said that, be- money is released. hearing looking into the Bush Admin-
fore the March invasion, “they had A statement by House Appropriaistration’s Irag policy on Sept. 9. Ac-
wildly romantic ideas about how easy tions Committee Chairman Bill cording to a front-p&ggshington
it was going to be to turn lrag into a  Young (R-Fla.) was indicative of thePost story that day, the Army issued
second coming of New Hampshire in GOP response. “It is my intention,” an order that reservists will serve on
terms of democracy.” he said, “to aggressively expedite théhe ground in Iraq for tours of 12

Obey said that he had thought long President’'s request. ... We have months, when they had been expecting
and hard before suggesting to Presi-  troops in harms way and we shotiddserve a total of 12 months on active
dent Bush that two members of his ad- provide them every resource available  duty, including training and demaobili-
ministration should leave. “But the  to ensure their safety.” Sen. Jeff Segation time. Chairman of the Joint
more | looked at what is happening sions (R-Ala.), at a Sept. 9 hearing of  Chiefs of Staff Gen. Richard Myers
in Iraq, at what is happening with our  the Senate Armed Services Commitsld the committee that more than half
allies, and at whatis happening here in tee, claimed that the $87 billion is of the Army’s combat support and
the United States, the more | came to  accounted for in the Fiscal 2004 busbmbat service support functions are
the conclusion that this was nec- get plan and would not add to the in the Army Reserve and the National
essary.” deficit. Guard. “We need that combat support,

In a Sept. 8 interview with CNN'’s Anti-war Democrats see the re- combat service support, to be with our
Soledad O’Brien, Obey was even  questas anadmission of failure by tlaetive forces, as long as they are in
more explicit as to the source of Bush Administration. Rep. David Iraq,” he said.

Rumsfeld’s and Wolfowitz’'s miscal-  Obey (D-Wisc.), the ranking member The issue of the reservists re-
culations. After rejecting the intelli- onthe House Appropriations Commit-  volved around whether more U.S.
gence they were getting from the CIA  tee, warned that the $87 billion woulttoops are needed in Irag. Sen. John
and the Defense Department, Obey only be a downpayment on a policy McCain (R-Ariz.), a vociferous sup-
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porter of sending more troops, quoted
from an attack on the Administration
in the neo-conservative Weekly San-
dard, claiming that U.S. actions “are
being driven by the realization that
there are too few American troops in
Irag.” McCaincalled that “ an accurate
statement,” and said, “When we have
to extend guard and reservists on ac-
tive duty, when we have to ask for in-
ternational forces, whenwehavetodo
the things that we are doing, it’s clear
to me that we need additional troops’
inlrag.

Sen. Edward M. Kennedy (D-
Mass.), taking a different view, told
thewitnesses, “Wehad apolicy towin
the war, but it's quite clear we didn’t
haveapolicy toprotect our troopsafter
the war is over.” He noted that since
theinvasion of Irag, thesituationswith
Afghanistan, North Korea, Irag, and
the Middle East have all deteriorated.
He said he had hoped to hear from
President Bush, in his Sept. 7 address,
acknowledgment of U.S. failures in
Irag. “ The Administration has made a
U-turn in its policy,” he said, “but it
doesn’t know which direction it's go-
ingin.”

Estrada Nomination
Withdrawn by White House
On Sept. 4, Miguel Estrada wrote to
President Bush seeking to withdraw
his nomination to the D.C. Court of
Appeals, which Bush then did. Both
Republicans and Democrats painted
Estrada as victim of a flawed confir-
mation process.

Estradahad been among President
Bush’ sfirst group of judicial nominees
inMay 2001. Hisnomination had been
filibustered by Senate Democrats on
the grounds that he had not answered
questions about hisviewsin sufficient
detail and the WhiteHouse' srefusal to

turn over memos he had written while
working in the Solicitor General’s
office.

Sen. Charles Schumer (D-N.Y.)
called it asad day for Estrada and the
confirmation process, saying that if
Estrada had answered the questions
and the White House had provided the
reguested documents, “wewould have
had a real debate about whether Mr.
Estrada is qudlified for a lifetime ap-
pointment to the second most power-
ful court in the nation.” He called Es-
trada “an unfortunate victim of a
WhiteHousepolicy of not cooperating
withthe Senateand stonewallinginthe
appointment of judges.”

Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist
(R-Tenn.) complained that the Senate
had been denied avote on the nomina-
tion “because of the obstruction of a
few.” Sen. Jeff Sessions (R-Ala)
charged that Senate Minority Leader
Tom Daschle (D-S.D.) and the Demo-
crats have had a plan “to alter the
ground rules of confirmation.” Senate
Judiciary Committee Chairman Orrin
Hatch (R-Utah) called the Democratic
filibuster a*“ despicable disgrace.”

The partisan bickering over nomi-
nations is likely to continue. Bush’s
responseto the Estrada debaclewasto
name two more controversial nomin-
eeswithout consulting the Democrats.
Senate Democrats, meanwhile, have
vowed to continueto filibuster nomin-
eesthey see as unacceptable.

H ouseVotesTolmpose
School Vouchersin D.C.
House Republicans gained ground on
an issue that has been on their agenda
since Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.) became
Speaker of the House in 1995. On
Sept. 9, the GOP succeededin passing,
by a vote of 209 to 208, a school
voucher program for the District of

Columbia. Democratic Presidentia
politics played no small role in the
GOP’ s narrow victory, astwo Demo-
crats who oppose vouchers, Dennis
Kucinich (Ohio) and Richard Gepha-
rdt (Mo.), were absent from the vote
becausethey werein Baltimore partic-
ipating in a Democratic Presidential
candidates debate. The entire process
was characterized by maneuvering by
the Republicans, including the sched-
uling of thefinal vote during the Dem-
ocratic debate, to ensure they had the
votesin the chamber to win.

The voucher program camein the
form of an amendment to the D.C. ap-
propriations bill sponsored by House
Government Reform  Committee
Chairman Tom Davis (R-Va.). D.C.
Delegate Eleanor Holmes Norton (D)
notedtheirony of Davis samendment,
inthat it added | egislation to an appro-
priationsbill, whichisnormally avio-
lation of House rules. Davis success-
fully raised points of order against
other such amendments, but his
amendment was protected by an order
of the House Rules Committee.

The $10 million program would
provide vouchers of up to $7,500 each
to low-income parents to send their
children to private schools. While the
money does not come out of the D.C.
public school budget, Norton pointed
out that during the appropriations pro-
cess, funds were shifted from other
Federal education programs to fund
the voucher program. That money,
Norton said, “ should perhaps be going
toward adequately funding public
schools,” for things like teacher train-
ing. Davis and other voucher backers
argued that it was necessary to give
some children achance at adecent ed-
ucation, a chance they will not get in
D.C. publicschools. But asNortonand
other voucher opponents pointed out,
it will only be available to 1,300 stu-
dentsout of the68,000intheD.C. pub-
lic schoals.
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Editorial

Brealk the ‘Cheney-Sharon Axis’

The wave of Mideast violence which fascist Gen. Ariel ~ America’s authorization to expel the Palestnian
Sharon inaugurated in late 2000 with his drive to bedeader. “As far as | know, there is no Israeli commif
come Israel's Prime Minister, has now clearly reached =~ ment to the Americans not to take action.” Katz said.
the brink of a Sharon-launched general regional war, Washington-based Arab sources close to partifi-
accompanied with horrifying levels of terrorism.  pantsinthe Road Map diplomacy, warned that a “gleal”
Sharon “has a green light, to do whatever he wantshacked by Cheney may have already been discusged
from the neo-conservative right-wingers of the Dick  with the Israelis: that Sharon’s mob be allowed tp kill
Cheney type in the United States, and a yellow lightArafat, and however many Hamas, and Islamic Jihgd,
from the Bush White House” a European Jewish states-  and other militant leaders they specify—after which,
man toldEIR. “And for Sharon, a yellow light is all he the Israelis will accept international monitors from
needs”: to move militarily to expel Palestinian National ~ NATO, or the UN, which will “keep the peace.| A
Authority President Yasser Arafat, and in the processgeal disastrous enough on its own terms, but one whjch
to assassinate him; to start publicly promising Israeli ~ Sharon would again be allowed to break.
“counter-terror strikes” against Syria, Lebanon, Jor- Ha'aretz on Sept. 11 cited Israeli military intelli-
dan, and/or Saudi Arabia; and to threaten imminentair ~ gence personnel who warned, “if even a single hair
strikes against Iran’s nuclear facilities. fails from Arafat’'s head in an operation to expel himn,
That green light, to pull wide open the gates of a  the result will be a wave of terror the likes of which
Clash of Civilizations hell, is indeed being given to has yet to been seen.” Chief of Staff Gen. Moshe
Sharon by Vice President Dick Cheney and his Straus- ~ Ya'alon confirmed earlier reports, that Israel was pre-
sian “perpetual war” crew. Unreported in the interna-pared to launch strikes against not only the Palestjn-
tional press is that fact that Dov Weisglas, Sharon’s  ians, but also Syria, Lebanon, and now Saudi Arabia,
cabinet chief and top confidant, made an unannouncea country with which it has never been at war.
trip to Washington where he met White House officials Russian Foreign Minister Igor Ivanov callefd on
led by Cheney. This followed Sharon’s private, Sept. 10 for the Quartet—the UN, EU, U.S., and Rup-
lengthy meeting with Cheney during his own August  sia—to impose the Road Map, by force if necessary.
visit to Washington. The dailyHa’aretz reported on  “The time has probably come for the world commy-
Sept. 8 that sources at Sharon’s office claimed that  nity, acting through the Quartet of mediators [or the
there had been a “significant turnaround in the U.SUnited Nations Security Council, to impose tough
position on the matter of Arafat's deportation. ...  terms on the conflicting parties so they comply|with
Jerusalem understands it hasn’t received a green liglatl provisions of the Road Map peace plan, whigh
for Arafat's deportation, but it hasn’t received a red  could require an international presence in the conflict
light, either.” And the right-wingJerusalem Post, area,” Ivanov said. France, the Arab League, and
which editorialized on Sept. 11, “We must kill Yasser  Egypt have all raised the sharpest warnings of algrave
Arafat,” just before the Israeli Security Cabinet votedthreat of total war in the Mideast, unless the Quartet
to “expel” him, is owned by Anglo-American Lord  powers intervene hard.
Conrad Black, a power in Cheney’s Washington by  But this means only one thing: The United States
his funding of the neo-conservative think-tanks and  government—the President personally—must| “step
publications that have seized control of the Bush Ad-on Sharon” immediately and hard, as Lyndon
ministration. LaRouche has demanded, or the region is lost to per-
Agriculture Minister Yisrael Katz, a Likud party petual war. That means only one thing: Bush has get
cohort of Finance Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, said  Cheney out of his Administration, to break the|Che-
on Sept. 11 that Israel no longer has to wait to receivaey-Sharon axis.
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Tuesdays—1 pm

VIRGINIA

« ALBERMARLE
Adelphia Ch.13
Fridays—3 pm

* ARLINGTON
ACT Ch.33
Mondays—4 pm
Tuesdays—9 am

* BLACKSBURG
WTOB Ch.2
Mondays—6 pm

* CHESTERFIELD
Comcast Ch.6
Tuesdays—5 pm

* FAIRFAX—Ch.10
Tuesdays—12 Noon
Thursdays—7 pm

* LOUDOUN
Adelphia Ch. 23/24
Thursdays—7 pm

* ROANOKE—Ch.9
Thursdays—2 pm

WASHINGTON

* KING COUNTY
AT&T Ch.29/77
Mondays—7 pm

* KENNEWICK
Charter Ch.12
Mondays—12 Noon
Thursdays—=8:30 pm

* PASCO
Charter Ch.12
Mondays—12 Noon
Thursdays—8:30 pm

* RICHLAND
Charter Ch.12
Mondays—12 Noon
Thursdays—8:30 pm

* SPOKANE—Ch.14
Wednesdays—6 pm

* WENATCHEE
Charter Ch.98
Thu: 10 am & 5 pm

WISCONSIN

* MADISON—Ch.4
Tuesdays—3 PM
Wednesdays—12 Noon

* MARATHON COUNTY
Charter Ch.10
Thursdays—9:30 pm
Fridays—12 Noon

* SUPERIOR
Charter Ch.20
Mondays—7:30 pm
Wednesdays—11 pm
Fridays 1 pm

WYOMING

* GILLETTE—Ch.36
Thursdays—5 pm

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

call Charles Notley at 703-

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

Tuesdays—5:30 pm

www.larouchepub.com/tv
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and other vital sectors of
infrastructure has come about as the result of over 30
years of disinvestment and deregulation. Join Lyndon
LaRouche’s mobilization for a policy shift to implement
modern versions of Franklin D. Roosevelt’s anti-
Depression infrastructure programs.

Create millions of new, high-skilled jobs, new orders
for inputs and goods, and the basis for restoring and
expanding the world economy.

80 pages
EIR News Service, Inc.
P.O. Box 17390
Washington, D.C. 20041-0390

Toll-free: 888-EIR-3258
(1-888-347-3258)

Or order online at ww.larouchepub.com

Visa, MasterCard accepted Shipping: $3.50 first item; $.50 each additional item.
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Science and Infrastructure

by Lyndon LaRouche

Sector Studies

Rebuilding U.S. Rail System
Is Top Priority

States’ High-Speed Rail
Plans Ignore Amtrak

Save Bankrupt Airlines, But
Re-Regulate Them

The Waterways Are Aging
and Neglected

Rebuild America’s Energy
Infrastructure

A Meltdown-Proof Reactor:
GT-MHR

Rebuild, Expand U.S. Water
Supply System

Hill-Burton Approach Can
Restore Public Health

Resume Land Reclamation
and Maintenance

DDT Ban is a Weapon of
Mass Destruction

FDR's Reconstruction
Finance Corp. Model

The Brzezinski Gang vs.
Infrastructure—The
Biggest National Security
Threat of All

Campaign for Nation-
Building

President Must Act ‘In an
FDR Fashion’

Italy Parliament
Breakthrough for
LaRouche’s New Bretton
Woods Drive

The Emergency Rail-
Building Program in the
2002 Mid-Term Elections
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