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Phase of the Campaign

L.aRouche, with his expanding youth movement, is
the second leading Democratic candidate, as
measured by broad popular financial support for
his campaign, and qualifies as the “unnamed
candidate” whom polls have indicated would beat
President Bush. As the leading voice for FDR-style
policies, and the initiator of the battle to remove
Vice President Dick Cheney from office, LaRouche
represents the only qualified leader on the scene,
to turn the United States back from a war and
depression crisis.

To get in touch with LaRouche’s Presidential Campaign, call
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From the Associate Editor

L istening to Lyndon LaRouche’s webcast in Detroit over a poor
Internet connection on Nov. 20, with the sound of his voice fading in
and out, sometimes disappearing altogether, | felt for a moment as
though I were hearing President Franklin D. Roosevelt, in one of his
radio “fireside chats” during World War Il. LaRouche was talking
about what the American people of his generation went through dur-
ing the Depression and the war, and the calamities that followed, with
the onset of Trumanism and the Cold War. In this speech, as in the
others of his recent tour (sé®ature), LaRouche was reaching out

to each generation of Americans, individually, to strike the chords in
them that will bring about a transformation in the way they see their
role in the world today.

We are now at a critical moment in our history, he told them.

The response is highly encouraging, as Marla Minnicino reports
(and we’ll have more next week on LaRouche’s Midwest tour). Over
200 people showed up at the Detroit meeting, for example, thanks in
large part to the initiative of Democratic Party activists there, includ-
ing state legislators. This time last year, the LaRouche movement
didn’t even have an office in Detroit! The meeting there was charac-
terized by the demographic diversity that many people notice in gath-
erings of the LaRouche movement all over the world: old and young,
black and white, rich and poor. One organizer reported, “There were
elderly ladies in mink stoles sitting next to a youth in a t-shirt on one
side, and a retired UAW worker on the other.”

International highlights the global ramifications of the Irag deba-
cle, as nations take stock of what is going on there as a result of the
insane policy of the Cheney-Bush Administration. Counterposed to
that are some strikingly sane initiatives coming out of Israel; and from
Eurasia, diplomatic efforts to consolidate economic and strategic ties,
toward what they like to call a “multipolar” world.

All this has Cheney and company striking out in desperation, as
Jeffrey Steinberg reports. But their dirty tricks are backfiring, to the
extent that the Pentagon itself repudiated a classified memo from
Undersecretary of Defense Douglas Feith—a Cheney man—which
was leaked to the press, allegedly “proving” ties between Saddam
Hussein and al-Qaeda. Expect more fireworks in the coming week.
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Cheney-Gate

The neo-conservative claim
trumpeted throughout U.S. media
on Nov. 14—that links between
Saddam Hussein and Al-Qaeda had
been “conclusively proven” by a
memo from Undersecretary of
Defense Douglas Feith to the Senate
Intelligence Committee—
boomeranged, amid the exposure of
what appear to be dirty tricksto
steal sensitive documents from
opponents of Dick Cheney and the
neo-conservatives.

Neo-Con Sponsor Black
May Go Down in Flames
Lord Conrad Black of the Hollinger
media cartel empire has been forced
to resign, but the investigation
continuesinto this hedonistic
Canadian patrician.

LaRouche Vows To Reopen
D.C. General asCapital’s
Health Crisis Deepens
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Departments
72 Editorial

Subject Leadership; Predicate
Energy.

Corrections: Inlast week’ sissue,
EIR misspelled the name of former
Michigan State Rep. LaMar
Lemmons, in our interview with
him on p. 56. Mr. Lemmons hosted
Lyndon LaRouche’ s Presidential
campaign meeting in Detroit on
Nov. 20, aswereport in thisweek’s
Feature.

In “The Pagan Worship of Isaac
Newton,” an editorial error in the
picture caption on p. 17
characterized Paolo Sarpi as having
promoted the cult of Newton. Mr.
LaRouche' s article refersto the
followers of the Venetian Antonio
Conti as having played thisrole;
Sarpi’ sdirty work was donein the
previous century.
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Economic Nationalism Has
Re-Emerged in Mexico

by Alberto Vizcarra and Jesus Martinez

The desperate and brutal offensive to seize Mexico’s energy The awakening of Mexican nationalism has become the
sector and its national oil company—an offensive being rurunexpected factor in the Fox government's and the Wall
by the Wall Street bankers, represented by U.S. Vice Presi- Street bankers’ calculations, especially since the resistanc

dent Dick Cheney within the Bush Administration—has in- to privatization has brought together important layers of the
volved spurring a new effort by the Vicente Fox government  opposition Institutional Revolutionary (PRI) and Democratic
somehow to amend those aspects of the Mexican ConstitutidRevolutionary (PRD) parties, as well as the telephone work-
which give the state exclusive management and control over  ers’, electrical workers’, and social security workers’ trade
its strategic natural resources. If those amendments are madejions.

the national electricity sector will be laid open to foreign This resistance has already succeeded in dealing some
“investment,” and the surrender of Mexico’s oil to the sameimportant blows to the privatization strategy, including the
supranational interests would follow in short order. formal legislative closing of several loopholes that had al-

This renewed “privatization” offensive by Fox, actually lowed international corporations illegally to enter Mexico’s
firstlaunched by then-Presidentand New York bankers’agent  energy sector, under the rubric of the so-called “Multiple
Ernesto Zedillo in the mid-1990s, has awakened a strong—Service Contracts.” These Contracts had allowed constitu-
and for some, surprising—nationalist reaction by diverse po-  tionally-banned foreign investmentin the exploration and ex-
litical forces, labor organizations, and within Mexico’s popu- ploitation of natural resources, especially of oil and natural
lation in general. These sectors reject Fox’s drive to deregu-  gas. Through these same contracts, the country was bein
late the national electricity market, which would open theloaded down with a growing debt, since Mexican government
door to the looting of the country by multinational energy ~ payments for projects were being made through the so-called
“merchant companies”—pirates—who would quickly mo- Pidiregas (“deferred impact payments”) program, which are

nopolize electricity generation. a euphemism for more public debt.
The Fox government’s position, as represented by “nego-  On Nov. 4, on the initiative of PRI Senator Manuel Bart-
tiator” Felipe Caldern Hinojosa—a leader of the ruling Na- lett, president of the Senate’s Constitutional Commission, an

tional Action Party (PAN) recently named Fox’s Energy Sec-ad hoc commission passed a rider to the Laws on Public
retary—is shameless. On Nov. 10, 2002 Caldatefinedthe =~ Works and Acquisitions, which strictly delimited third-party
parameters of government negotiations with the Congress arliidding for public works. This legislative action, in one
Senate, in take-it-or-leave-itterms: “Constitutional reform,or  stroke, eliminated the basis for the attempted legalization of
nothing.” This hard-line approach to the negotiations, cominghe Multiple Service Contracts. As a result, on Nov. 5, the
from the man who is supposedly a flexible negotiator, simply state oil company Pemex reporaidhiegbreign compa-
underscores the fact that international energy pirates sudahies thathad intended to bid for juicy contractsin the exploita-

as Cheney’s Halliburton, Repsol, Enron, etc., are bringing  tion of one of the richest natural gas basins in the world—
massive pressure to bear. spanning the Northern Mexican states of Tamaulipas, Nuevo

4  Economics EIR November 28, 2003



Lebdnand Coahuila, known asthe“ BurgosBasin"— had with-
drawntheir bids. Thiswasabig setback for Cheney and Co.’s
privatization scheme.

The Céardenas-Bartlett Alliance

The national coalescence to defend the national energy
sector gained greater cohesionwith theNov. 7 announcement
that PRD leader Cuauhtémoc Cardenas, son of the former
President Lazaro Cardenas who nationalized Mexico'sail in
1938, had formed a political alliance with Senator Bartlett to
stop the energy privatization. This aliance is of particular
importance, given the strong past political differences be-
tweenthetwoleaders. Thevarious promotersof energy priva-
tization have tried to inflame those differences. Cardenasre-
sponded: “When it is aquestion of defending the interests of
the nation, when it is a question of defending the exercise of
sovereignty, you will then see usjoin forces with others, ac-
tive in different political parties, with whom we have had
confrontationsin the past, and with whom we currently share
acommitment to defend the national interests.”

The fact that these two political personalities have pub-
licly alied is testimony that there still exists in Mexico a
powerful cultural element of national identity, whichtheNazi
Synarchists who currently control the government of the
United States through Vice-President Cheney, have feared
for generations. This fear has now expressed itself again,
through aseriesof hysterical attacks, within Mexico, by right-
wing groups like the COPARMEX business association, the
PAN, and the pro-Fox PRI faction gathered under the skirts
of PRI congressional |eader Elba Esther Gordillo.

The strategic battle Mexico is waging to preserve sover-
eignty over its natural resources and the management of its
electrical energy infrastructure, is occurring in the midst of
adramatic collapse of the country’ snational economy, which
has been subjected to systematic looting since the 1982
imposition of the International Monetary Fund's criminal
austerity policies. Those policies were enforced to assure
that government budgetary policy would always be deter-
mined by the foreign demands for prompt payment of Mexi-
co’s foreign debt. This economic decline has been accentu-
ated in the past three years by the growing economic
depression in the United States, whose own market collapse
has caused a fall in Mexican exports—90% of which go
to America.

Bartlett and Cardenas have formed a Defense Front
Against the Privatization of the Energy Sector, which is
attracting political and trade union forces nationally. But
there is no way to save any sector of the economy within
the confines of an economic model whose practices have
led the international financial system to the generation of a
huge and unpayable debt, which isleading to the disintegra-
tion of that system itself. Thus, defense of the country’s
energy sector is prompting long-overdue discussion about
who Mexico'salliesfor change are. The past advances Mex-
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ico has made have been historically defined by aliances of
Mexican patriots, with the intellectual tradition that made
possible America's victory over British colonialism in the
18th Century.

This was true of the alliance between Abraham Lincoln
and Mexican President Benito Juarez in the mid-19th Cen-
tury, which allowed for the defeat of the Hapsburg tyrant
Maximilian, and the restoration of the republic. The aliance
between Mexican President L azaro Cardenasand U.S. Presi-
dent FranklinD. Rooseveltinthe 20th Century, madepossible
the expropriation of Mexico's oil from British colonial
clutches.

The Mexican alies of Presidential candidate Lyndon
LaRouche, whorepresentsthetradition of Lincoln and Roose-
velt, have intervened in the anti-privatization fight with a
nationally-circulating leaflet. “What Mexico needs,” it de-
clares, “isapolicy of national reconstruction, on the basis of
great infrastructure projectsthat only the State can undertake.
The country needs a true railway system of high-speed and
magnetic levitation trains, and vast water projects, like the
Northwest Hydraulic Plan (PLHINO) and the Northern Gulf
Hydraulic Plan (PLHIGON), which would carry water from
the South to thefertile lands of the North. Mexico also needs
the Great American Desert program of joint U.S.-Mexican
development, asproposed by . . . LaRouche. To sustain these
projects, the country will need abundant el ectricity, which the
foreign energy pirates have no intention of generating for
Mexico. In particular, we need to build dozens of nuclear
energy plants, including for desalination of the water the na-
tion so urgently needs.

“Further, the country needs a mission-oriented policy, a
mission that stems from its own history of battling to forge a
true Republic premised on the national welfare, on the na-
tional independence aspirations of Hidalgo, Morelos and the
others; onthefight by Benito Juarez for sovereignty, devel op-
ment, and against Synarchist imperia intervention; on the
fight for the social rights of the Mexican Revolution and the
1917 Constituent Assembly; on the fight of Gen. Lazaro
Céardenas to affirm that national independence and sover-
eignty, and on hisalliance with U.S. President Franklin Del-
ano Roosevelt.

“That mission is the banner under which today’s youth
are fighting for their future. The political ‘leaders—from
Carlos Salinas de Gortari, his cohorts like Jorge Castafieda,
ElbaEsther Gordillo, Roberto Madrazo and the other collabo-
rationists, and the PAN loyalists of the ‘ party of treason’ like
Fox, the Creels, the Calderons and the other greasy pedants—
have already failed. And they failed because the system itself
prompted them to ensure that its destructive policies would
prevail. Any political force that tries to mend the system,
will fail in the same dramatic way. The financial system is
irremediably bankrupt, and cannot be saved in its current
form. It must be declared in bankruptcy, and replaced by a
New Bretton Woods.”

Economics 5



ates: The popular Hot Wheels T-Wreck Play Set toy sells for
$42wholesale. However, according to the Nov. 14all Street
‘ N Journal, Wal-Mart is now selling that very toy at $29.74, a
V‘/ al—Mart Eats MOre loss of more than $10 per unit. Wal-Mart sells 21% of all toys
sold in America, and if it knocks out its leading competitor,
U. S. Manufacturers its share could reach 30%.

Hoover has been a leading name in vacuum cleaners for
nearly 100 years. During the third quarter of this year, Hoo-
ver's vacuum-cleaner sales declined by 20%, which the com-
pany blamed on competitors’ models priced at $79—made in
In mid-November, Wal-Mart, the world’s largest corporation ~ Asia to meet Wal-Mart's price demands—outselling Hoo-
and leader of the “globalization” drive, forced the closing of ver's $100-plus vacuums produced in the United States. Hoo-

a national children’s clothing store, Kids 'R’ Us, and pushed  ver cannot withstand such drops in sales volumes. Hoover’s
the famous Hoover vacuum cleaner manufacturerto the brinkparent company, Maytag, is demanding cuts in health insur-

by the end of November, it is expected that Hoover may an-  ance and other benefits, plus changes in job-security rules
nounce the shift of a substantial portion of its productionfor production workers at its Hoover vacuum manufacturing
facilities to Mexico, laying off hundreds of American plant in North Canton, Ohio. If the workers don't cave in,
workers. Maytag has stated that it will move Hoover vacuum produc-

Forcing the closure of competing retail stores is a Wal-  tion to cheap-wage sites in Texas,aaglil@doras in
Mart specialty, as is its destruction of many of America’s Ciudad JUeez, Mexico.
leading textile and apparel manufacturers and food com-
panies. Textileand Apparé, and Food Sectors

As EIR has shown in a series of articles (Nov. 14, Nov.  Nocompany is safe from Wal-Mart’s unswerving assault,

21), Wal-Mart is a driving force for America’s implementa- but particularly at risk are manufacturing concerns in the tex-
tion of the Imperial Rome model: Unable to reproduce itstile and apparel sector, and in the food sector.

own population’s existence, the United States has, for the past Wal-Mart has ravaged companies by leveraging its enor
two decades, used an over-valued dollar toimport goods frormous sales power, and its access to products produced by
abroad. Wal-Mart markets an immense volume of these  slave-labor, to make suppliers follow its pricing decisions. If
goods, many of which are produced under slave-labor condihe supplier company doesn’t sell its goods at the price Wal-
tions. It pays below-subsistence wages to its American work- Mart sets, Wal-Mart denies them shelf space at its stores,
ers, and drives down the wages of competing retail stores. which destroysthat company. However, evenwhen asupplier

On Nov. 1, Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyn- meets Wal-Mart's prices, the prices are so low, and the sup-
don LaRouche put a spotlight on the matter, with a call for aplier loses so much money, that the supplier is forced into
national and international boycott of Wal-Mart. On Nov. 18, bankruptcy. Wal-Mart’s 2002 sales of $244.5 billion were
he told a campaign meeting in St. Louis, Missouri: “The mostlarger than the sales of Sears, Target, J.C. Penny, K-Mart,
important subversive enemy against the United States people  Safeway, and Kroger combined.
and economy today, is Wal-Mart!” He denounced Wal-  Textilesand Apparel:

Mart’s forcing companies to outsource, causing the exodus < Carolina Mills is a 75-year-old company that supplies
of millions of manufacturing jobs. The reason householdghread, yarn, and textile finishing to apparel-makers—half
shopped at Wal-Mart, he said, is that their collapsed incomes  of which supply Wal-Mart. But since 2000, Carolina Mills’

by Richard Freeman

make them unable to purchase goods at higher prices. customers have begun to find imported clothing sold so
. _ cheaply at Wal-Mart, that Carolina Mills could not compete
Gutting Companies even if they paid their workers nothing! Since 2000, Carolina

On Nov. 17, the national retail chain Toys 'R’ Us, an-  Mills has shrunk from 17 factories to 7, and from 2,600 em-
nounced that it would close 146 of the stores of its Kids 'R’ ployees to 1,200. Steve Dobbins, the CEO of Carolina Mills,
Us subdivision, which sells clothing, aswellas 36 ofitsImagi-  told the December isBastea€ompany magazine: “People
narium stores (which sell “educational” toys and games). Thask, ‘How can it be bad for things to come into the U.S.
shutdowns will be completed by Jan. 31, 2004, eliminating cheaply? How can it be bad to have a bargain at Wal-Mart?’
up to 3,800 jobs. Kids 'R’ Us was unable to slash the pricesBut you can’t buy anything if you're not employed. We are
of its children’s clothing deeply enough to compete with shopping ourselves out of jobs’ (emphasis added).
Wal-Mart. » Lovable Garments, which was founded in 1926, had,
Moreover, Wal-Mart has launched an aggressive cam- by the 1990s, become the sixth-largest producer of women'’s
paign, through cut-throat pricing, to destroy the parent comiingerie in the United States, employing 700 workers. Wal-
pany, Toys 'R’ Us, the second-largest toy seller (after Wal- Mart became the biggest purchaser of Lovable’s goods; in
Mart) in America. As an example of how this strategy oper-1995, Wal-Mart demanded that Lovable slash its prices to

6 Economics EIR November 28, 2003



competewith cheapimports. When L ovableindicatedit could
not do that, Wal-Mart illegally reneged on its contract, and
outsourced the lingerie production to Ibero-America, Asia,
and China. Without the Wal-Mart market, in 1998 Lovable
had to close its American manufacturing facilities and fire
the workers. Stated Frank Garson, who was then Lovable's
president, “ Their actionsto pulverize people are unnecessary.
Wal-Mart chewed us up and spit us out.”

Food:

* VlasicPickleswasropedintoacontract withWal-Mart,
in which Wal-Mart sold a 3 gallon jar of whole pickles for
$2.97. Wa-Mart sold 240,000 gallons of pickles per week.
But the price of the 3 gallon jar was so low, that it vastly
undercut Vlasic's sales of 8 ounce and 16 ounce jars of cut
pickles; further, Vlasic only made afew pennies per 3 gallon
jar. With its profits tumbling, Vlasic asked Wal-Mart for the
right to raisethe price per 3 gallon jar to $3.49, and according
toaVlasicexecutive, Wal-Mart threatened that if Vlasictried
to back out of this feature of the contract, Wal-Mart would
cease carrying any Vlasic product. Eventualy, a Wal-Mart
executive said, “Well, we' ve done to pickles what we did to
orange juice. We've killed it"—meaning it had wiped out
competitor products. Finally, it allowed Vlasictoraiseprices,
but in January 2001, Vlasic filed for bankruptcy.

Destroying Labor Over seas

Wal-Mart buys a lot of its goods from China, where in
some sections of the country, very low wages are paid. One
case that has come to light concerns the Ching Hai Electric
Works Co. in Shajing, which produces electric fans. Thefac-
tory makessevera million fansper year, and sellsthem under
many of theworld’ sleading brand names, and al so under two
of thecompany’ sown names. Theworkers' startingsalary has
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The LaRouche Youth Movement joins
with a Wal-Mart employee in Long
Beach, California, to draw attention
to the company’ s voracious policies of
driving down wages, both here and
abroad.

been aslow as $32 per month, 40% below China’s minimum
wage of $56 per month. In the late 1990s, Wal-Mart started
making demands that the price of the fans be lowered, and
they have fallen from approximately $7, to $4 per fan. But to
lower the price, the manager of the plant had to cut its work-
force in half, to 1,500 workers, while maintaining the same
level of orders. This has led to many workers working 14
hours per day, for a pittance.

Meanwhile, American factories that produce fans are
shutting down.

Inter national Spotlight

Thesituation hasbecome so outrageous, that it isdrawing
international attention. On Nov. 19, the Observer of London
carried an article on the destruction of the City of Buffalo,
New Y ork, mentioning therole of Wal-Mart. Thearticletells
the story of Buffalo Color, a manufacturing plant where in-
digo dye for denim was produced. Once employing 3,000
workers, Buffalo Color lost business to plants established in
China, which produce the indigo dye at half the cost that
Buffalo Color does. Theindigo dyeisusedto color thedenim,
most of which isused in clothing, and Wal-Mart has driven
downthepriceit will pay for clothing, and thusall its constit-
uent ingredientsmust be cheaper. Buffalo Color now employs
12 people, and functions strictly as a resale operation. The
article also reports on the Made in the USA group, which
consists of many small- and medium-sized manufacturers,
whose chairman statesthat its primary enemy isWal-Mart.

On Nov. 18-19, the City of London’s mouthpiece, the
Financial Times, ran four articles on Wal-Mart, centered on
Wal-Mart’ spracticesof hiring and directing cleaning compa-
niesthat employed foreignillegal workerswho cleaned Wal-
Mart stores, seven nights aweek, under hideous conditions.

Economics 7



future. The alternating warm and cold climatic cycles extend
from tens, to many thousands, and even millionsof years, and
depend on variationsin the radiative and magnetic activity of
the Sun, the position of Earth initsorbit, and the migration of
the Solar System across the arms of our galaxy.

Since the formation of the oxygen atmosphere hundreds
of millions of yearsago, the changesin itschemical composi-
tion have had rather minor influence on climate. Water is a
dominant component of theatmosphere, responsi blefor about
98% of the “greenhouse effect.” There were periods in the
past when concentrations of carbon dioxide, a trace “green-
housegas’ (whichisnot apollutant, but agasof life, building
Professor Kondratyev is a Counsellor of the Russian Acadall living organisms) wereabout 10-20timeshigher than now.
emy of Sciences, Research Centre for Environmental Safetijo catastrophic* runaway” greenhouseeffect occurred onthe
Petersburg, Russia. He is one of the world’s leading scientist&arth then, and glaciers were covering parts of continents
in the field of atmospheric research and environmental sciand islands.
ence. In a research career spanning more than 50 years, he Asstated at the Climate Conferenceby Andrei Illarionov,
has received numerous international honors and awards, anthe chief economic advisor of Russia sPresident, “ According
is the author of more than 1,000 scientific papers and 10Qo scientific data, in the past 400,000 years, adramatic rise of
research texts. He is a member of the editorial boards otemperature on Earth occurred every 100,000 years, and this
several international scientific journals, and editor-in-chief was not in the least linked with man’s activity. In the past

Conference Report

The Kyoto Protocol
Is In Shambles

by Prof. Kirill Kondratyev

of the journalEarth Observation and Remote Sensing.
This article appeared in the Polish-language wedtdli-

tyka, Nov. 22, 2003, and is adapted and reprinted here with

permission.

Two years ago, the G-8 Group of governments decided to
organize aWorld Climate Change Conference, to discusscli-
matechangesand thepossibility that these changesare caused
by human beings. The conference was held in Moscow from
Sept. 29 through Oct. 3, 2003, and was attended by morethan
2,000 participants from 100 countries, including scientists
and representatives of governments, the private sector, and
non-governmental organizations.

The official goal of the Conference was a “discussion of
the natural and anthropogenic factors driving the climate;
approaches to reducing anthropogenic emissions; impacts
and adaptation measures to ongoing climate changes; and
hence, to achieve a maximum mutual understanding among
scientists, governments, business circles and the public.”

It isinteresting that before the conference it drew rather
eager interest among the mediaand numerous environmental
organizations, but not at its end, when the final conclusions
were announced. This was perhaps because the expected
unanimous support for and understanding of theKyoto Proto-
col were not achieved. Even the basic questions posed by the
chairman of the organizing committee, Prof. Y uri | zragl, were
not answered: “What isreally going on this planet—warming
or cooling?’ and “Will ratifying of the Kyoto Protocol im-
provethe climate, stabilizeit, or makeit worse?’

It also became clear that without ratification by Russia,
the Kyoto Protocol will crumble.

Climate has aways been changing, ever since the Earth
was formed; it is changing now, and will be changing in the
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millennium, considerable changes of temperature were ob-
served, also in the 11th, 14th, and 17th centuries.”

Inthe 11th Century, the air temperature around the North
Atlantic Ocean, in Europe, Asia, South America, Austraia,
and Antarctica, wasabout 1.5° Celsiuswarmer than now. Still
earlier, for along time, between 3,500 to 6,000 years ago,
the period of the“Holocene Warming” enjoyed temperatures
about 2°C higher than now.

Illarionov raised ten important questions shattering the
shaky edifice of the man-made global warming hypothesis.
His litany was followed by presentations by numerous Rus-
sianandforeigncriticsof thishypothesis. They did not receive
satisfying answers from the global warming proponents.

If thereis nothing unusual inthe current climate changes,
why is such enormous attention being paid to climate prob-
lemsin scientific literature, mass media, and public opinion?
Why are such great resources, and the very future of our
civilization put in jeopardy? The answer to this question is
not at al simple. In addition to science, it involves palitics,
business, industry, alot of misanthropic ideology, enormous
money, and special interest groups.

Putin’sSurprise

The conference was opened by the President of Russia,
Vladimir Putin, who stated that “ Even 100% compliancewith
the Kyoto Protocol won't reverse climate change.” In re-
sponse to those calling for quick ratification of the Kyoto
Protocol, Putin mentioned, half jokingly: “They often say,
either asajoke or serioudly, that Russiais anorthern country
and if temperature gets warmer by 2 or 3° Celsius, it’'s not
such a bad thing. We could spend less on warm coats, and
agricultural experts say grain harvests would increase
further.”
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Dr. Kondratieff showsthat “ global warming” islessthan
past natural temperature fluctuationsin man’s post-1ce
Age history, and the climate model s being used to predict
itareintrinsically useless; here, these predictionsare
compared to actual results for the Northern (top) and
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effect without Russian ratification, and that |ooks less
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on Science Subcommittee on Energy and Environment

The President of Russia also said that Moscow would
“be reluctant to make decisions simply based on financial
considerations. Our first concern should be thelofty ideaand
goalswe set ourselves and not short-term economic benefits.
... The government is thoroughly considering and studying
this issue, studying the entire complex of difficult problems
linked with it. The decision will be made after thiswork has
been completed. And, of course, it will take into account the
national interests of the Russian Federation.”

U.S. President George Bush regjected the Kyoto Protocol
in March 2001, as “fatally flawed,” because: 1) the Protocol
does not have an adequate scientific substantiation, and 2)
because the use of fossil fuels dominates energy production,
sothat following the Protocol would result in seriousnegative
economic consequences, without any real environmental im-
provement. (Estimatesarethat it would decreasethe expected
temperature increase by 0.2°C in the year 2100, a postpone-
ment of the expected increase by six years.)

What President Putin will finally decideis still unknown,
but from what he said at the Moscow conference, it seems
that heisthinking al ong the samelinesasthe American Presi-
dent, and that probably hewill not succumb either to the short-
term, seemingly lucrative proposal of selling surplus Russian
carbon dioxide emission quotasfor about $8 billion per year,*

*Editor’s Note: Countries that produce fewer greenhouse gases than they
did in 1990, can sell the difference as emissions “credits’ to countries that
are now overproducing. Because Russian greenhouse emissions have de-
creased by 32% since 1990—a direct result of the collapse of the Russian
economy as it was looted—if it signs the Protocol, Russia could make a
bundle in the new international emissions market.
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likely after comments by President Putin and Economic
Advisor Andrei Illarionov (inset) at the Moscow
conference.

or to the saber-rattling during the conference by European
Union Environmental Commissioner Margot Wallstrom,
who warned Russia that it “would lose politically and eco-
nomically by not ratifying the Kyoto Protocol.”

The decision-makers must recognize that limiting CO,
emissionswill cause areduction of the world domestic prod-
uct, which, added up acrossthe whole [coming] century, rep-
resents $1,800 trillion. In Eastern Europe and Russia, by the
year 2050, this reduction would reach 3-3.5%, and certainly
would bring adramatic rise of joblessness. Andrei Illarionov
warned: “The Kyoto Protocol will stymie economic growth.
Itwill doom Russiato poverty, weakness and backwardness.”

Illarionov’ s words echoed the statement in 1998 by the
great British astronomer Sir Fred Hoyle, that implementing
restrictions in CO, emissions would be “ruining the world's
industries and returning us all to the Dark Ages.” It is my
opinion, that the only people who would be affected by the
abandonment of the Kyoto Protocol would be those several
thousand people who make aliving attending conferences on
global warming in attractive places.

Climate Change Mythsvs. Truth

The most important problems concerning the climate
change mythsinclude the following:

1. The observational data do not confirm the presence
of unusual uniform “global warming,” caused by the human
contribution to the CO, content in the atmosphere. (Thisis
especialy true for the surface temperature in rural regions,
which arenot influenced by the so-called urban “ heat islands”
effect, and in the American, Canadian, Russian, Norwegian,
and Danish Arctic, the satellite remote-sensing results, and
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Protocol Bound To Fail

The Kyoto Protocol was proposed in December 1997, at
the fourth world meeting on climate change organized by
the United Nations after the famous Rio de Janeiro “ Earth
Summit” environmental conferencein 1992. The Protocol
wasratified by 119 countries, but not by the United States,
Australia, China, and Russia.

The Protocol is focussed, contrary to scientific sub-
stantiation, on the anthropogenic origin of the current cli-
mate warming and, recommends that the industrially de-
veloped countries reduce by 2008-12 the emission of
greenhouse gases (mainly CO,) to 5% below the 1990
emission levels.

All this was concluded despite the well-known fact
that such reductions will have a trifling effect on climate
change, but will cause a disastrous decline of the global
economy, the loss of jobs, and mass pauperization. Until
now thereis has been absence of any noticeable progress

in the reduction of CO, emissions. Global carbon dioxide
emissions continue and will continue growing, not only
in the developing world, but also in industrialy devel-
oped countries, including the United States, Russia, and
China.

Theposition of thedevel oping statesisnaturally based
on their striving for the increase of the standard of living
as the first priority; thus, they are not prepared to curtail
their industry for the sake of carbon dioxide emission re-
duction. However, thisisthe requirement proposed by the
rich countries as a condition for their participation in a
treaty limiting CO, emissions.

According to the Kyoto Protocoal, if acountry exceeds
its emission limit, it could be forced to cut industrial
production. However, to be implemented, the Protocol
must be ratified by no fewer than 55 countriesthat account
for at least 55% of the global emissions in 1990. That
minimum can bereached only with theinclusion of Russia
in the Protocol. The United States, China, and Australia,
which did not sign the Protocol, account for nearly 70%
of global emissions, so the Kyoto Protocol will fail

anyway.

balloon measurements.)

2. Theincrease of the atmospheric greenhouse effect as-
sumed for the supposed doubling of the CO, concentrationin
the atmosphere, is about 4 watts per square meter. But the
uncertainties caused by the unreliable accounting for the ef-
fects of atmospheric aerosols, clouds, and numerous other
factors, reach several tens, or more than a hundred watts per
sguare meter.

3. Theresultsof numerical climate modelsthat substanti-
atethe* greenhouse global warming” hypothesis, are nothing
else but mathematically expressed opinions of their creators
on how the climate works.

4. Recommendations concerning levels of reduction of
emission of greenhouse gases are senseless; from the stand-
point of their impact on climate change, they would be ut-
terly ineffectual .

At the Moscow conference, the views from the “Third
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Cli-
mate Change” (IPCC), an official United Nations body
strongly supporting the* man-made global warming hypothe-
sis,” were presented by Prof. B. Bolin (Sweden), the former
chairman of the IPCC. He also discussed the questions posed
by Andrei Illarionov.

To illustrate the nature of disagreement in ng cli-
mate change, | will give just one example: According to the
Third Assessment Report, thereisagood agreement between
observed long-term variations of global surface air tempera-
tureand those cal cul ated with computer models. Cal culations
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accounted for the “greenhouse warming” caused by increas-
ing CO, concentration, and for the cooling caused by aerosols
(tiny particles). The Third Assessment Report calculated the
cooling for sulfate aerosols, but neglected the other ones.

| pointed out at the conference that if the Third Assess-
ment Report would takeinto account al so other types of aero-
sols, many of which lead to warming, there would be a clear
disagreement between the modelling resultsand the tempera-
ture observations. The agreement claimed by the Third As-
sessment Report isjust aresult of unidirectional adjustment,
through arbitrary selection of theinput parametersusedinthe
computer calculations. Therefore, the main conclusion of the
Report iswrong.

The Moscow conference demonstrated that the often re-
peated |PCC statement that thereis* aconsensus’ among the
scientists as to the man-made global warming hypothesis,
is a'so wrong. The obsessive concentration on “ greenhouse
gases,” asan alegedly dominant factor among the multitude
of other powerful climatic phenomena, is a false track, and
not only compromises science but al so may hamper the socio-
economic progress of the developing and industrially devel-
oped countries. That numerous scientists expressed such
views, and the realistic approach to the problem presented by
the Russian government, is why the recent discussions at the
World Climate Change Conference in Moscow were so im-
portant.

Theprincipal conclusionto bemadeisthat we badly need
further studies and more discussions.
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Business Briefs

New Economy

Info-Tech Sector Lost
Half-Million Jobsin 2002

Examples: American Electric Power ha
mothballed nine plants, and expects to clo
another one this month. Houston-based C¢
terPoint Energy’s subsidiary Texas Gen
Holdings will mothball almost 3,000 mega
watts of gas-fired plants, due to low whole

According to a report by the American Eleg

. sale prices. International Power PLC, Iq

tronics Association (AEA) made pub“c on Cated in London, iS Considering mOthba”ln

Nov. 19, the information technology sectq
of the American economy lost 540,000 joh
during 2002. Its employment dropped 8%
6.0 millionin 2002, from 6.5 million workers|
in 2001. In addition, the AEA warned tha
more than 200,000 jobs will be lost durin
2003 in electronics manufacturing, comm
nications services, software, and engine
ing and tech services. All but three states Id
IT jobsin 2002, led by California and Texas

The largest decrease in jobs was in el¢
tronics manufacturing, which fell by
233,000 jobs (or 13%), more than half of 4
tech jobs lost between 2001 and 2002. T
reflected the general, ongoing breakdown

U.S. industry and the industrial labor force.

Initsreport, the AEA denounced budge
cutting in education and in research and d
velopment. AEA’s president and CEO Wil
liam Archey lamented the “decline in basi
research, particularly in technology, by th
Federal government. We worry thatwe ha
eaten the seed corn of Federal research o
and 30 years ago; that is not being reple
ished.”

Electricity

Declining Power Prices
AreClosing Plants

Megawatt-hour prices falling from thei
hyperinflated, Enron-ized 2000-02 levels &

causing deregulated American power com-

panies’ plants that are not making a profit,

be shutdown. Just as an unseasonal serie
hail storms in California and wind storms i
the Midwest and Atlantic Coast left mor:
than 1 million people without power in early
November, unregulated independent po

producers were shutting down “unprofi
able” generating plants. Due to “low whole
sale prices,” older power plants are “too e
pensive” to run, compared with newer ga
burning plants. Producers also complain th

r some of its seven U.S. power plants, in Ma|

s sachusetts, Texas, and Georgia, which g

o erate 4,700 megawatts of power.
Deregulation has taken the responsib)

t ity for ensuring reserve margins for powe

g out of the hands of state regulators, and l¢

- such decisions to “the market.”

or-

St

cMaastricht Treaty
I Showdown at Mestin

is,
of

gof
EU Finance Minigers

[- A showdown loomed atthe Nov. 25 meetin
€-of European Union finance ministers, aft
r German Finance Minister Hans Eiche
€ backed by Economics Minister Wolfgan
€ Clement, repudiated the latest request by B
€Finance Commissioner Pedro Solbes for g
2@ther deep Federal budget cut in Germar]
N-Solbes had demanded in Brussels, on N
18, a further budget cut of 4 billion eurog
in FY 2004, under Maastricht Stability Pag
rules, and had threatened Maastricht sa
tions against Germany otherwise. Germ
ny’s resistance is backed by France, B¢
gium, Luxembourg, and maybe also Italy
Former European Central Bank Govern
Wim Duisenberg warned the deadlock cou
“make the Stability Pactfail.” Numerous Eu
ropean dailies echoed Germanpse Welt,
Nov. 19: “The Stability Pact is dead, even

re€veryone is insisting that it is still alive.”

(0]
SO

f
h Infrastructure

3 S. Africa Approves
“M assive Public Works

In an address to the National Coun
5- Provinces Nov. 12, South African Preside
at  Thabo Mbekiannounced thathis cabin

s public works program that is to create 1 mil-
se lion jobs. He said the plan would be imple-
enmented in phases.

0 Mbeki said the program “will draw sig-

nificant numbers of the unemployed into
productive employment, so that workers

- gain skillswhile they are gainfully employed

g andincrease their capacity to earn anincome

S-  once they leave the program.”

BN- Workers will “upgrade rural and munici-
pal roads, municipal pipelines, storm water
drains and paving, fencing of roads, commu-
nity water supply and sanitation, the mainte-

nance of government buildings, housing,
schools and clinics, rail and port infrastruc-
ture and electrification infrastructure,” ac-

cording toBusiness Day Nov. 12.

The governmentfirstannounced the pro-
gram at the Growth and Development Sum-
mit in Johannesburg on June 7, responding
tothe pressure of the Congress of South Afri-
can Trade Unions.

|-
r
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g
Tr Derivatives

» BISReportsa
$41 Trillion Jump

n
y

VThe Basel-based Bank for International Set-
' tlements reported on Nov. 12 that outstand-
t ing financial derivatives contracts, world-
'“Wide, jumped by $41 trillion, or one-third, in
fi'the 12-month period through June 30, hitting
“a level of $170 trillion officially. The huge
' rise was “driven strongly” by increased use
:)(;of derivatives by financial institutions with
mortgage holdings (i.e., the giant U.S. mort-
" gage companies known as Fannie Mae and
Freddie Mac).
f The notional value of the global over-
the-counter (OTC) derivatives market
surged from $127.5 trillion at the end of June
2002, to $169.7 trillion at the end of June,
rising in all categories exceptgold. In partic-
ular, there was “vigorous growth” in inter-
est-rate swap contracts, the largest single
group of derivatives, the BIS said. Foreign
exchange derivatives, “an area which had
not seen double-digit growth since the BIS
began collecting these statistics,” shot up by
til 281% in the first half of 2003. Precious metals
nt  derivatives, a “normally quiet” category,
etjbagpbed by 31% in notional value in the first

there is excess capacity.
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approved a business plan for the promis

ed six months of 2003.
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LaRouche Campaign ‘Hot Phase’
Turns Heat on Nation’s Capital

by Marla Minnicino

Three extraordinary presentations Nov. 15-20 by Democratic  emphasized would have a decisive impact on his campaign
Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche, speaking to huri-le told the St. Louis audience, which was largely made up of
dreds of supportersin Boston, St. Louis, and Detroit,launched  the over-30 and Baby-Boomer generations of working peo-
the “hot phase” of his 2004 Presidential campaign. It movegple, World War |l veterans, serving state legislators and other
now into the streets of Washington, D.C. in preparation for  elected officials: We have hundreds now in the LaRouche
the Jan. 13 primary there and LaRouche’s next—and possiblyouth Movement, soon we will have thousands, then 10,000
most crucial—international webcast, scheduled for the na-  youth by Spring; and this will transform the country and win
tion’s capital on Dec. 12. the Presidential race.
Ateach event, LaRouche reached directly into the souls of
Americans young and old, students, Baby Boomers, electedDump Cheney Now’
officials, World War Il veterans, and others, as he laid outin ~ Speaking to an audience of college students and other
stark detail the dire crisis facing the world today, howitcame  youth at Plymouth State College in New Hampshire,
about and how it can be reversed once people understand hdwRouche made this point about the LaRouche Youth Move-
they were duped into accepting the cultural paradigm shift ~ ment: “The youth movement is independent. | don’t run it. |
which permitted not only wrong, but evil policies to be imple- inspire it. | provoke it. | try to protect it. But they’re on their
mented by successive U.S. Presidents beginning with own. They are essentially a university on wheels. They spenc
Truman. agood deal of their time on these subjects of study; they spend
LaRouche also laid out a mission for the U.S. population: the rest of their time intervening in the political process, and
to regain its sense of immortality, its contribution to future therefore, there’s their course in sociology. And they’re doing
generations. As he put it at the Nov. 15 Boston campaign avery good job. They're the most effective political force we
meeting: “An older generation, now in their fifties, generally, have in the United States, per capita, when it comes to mass
has gone through a long cycle of corruption. They’ve become organizing.” In St. Louis, he reiterated the fact that these
accomplices in the destruction of themselves and their sociyoung people are “the most effective organizing force ever
ety. They see no future. They don’'t have any sense of immor- invented. When they get you, they got you. When they go to
tality. . . . Let's make our lives meaningful, by giving some- work on you, they got you. Because, they have a sense of
thing to future generations, and by honoring the best mission. . . . They have a sense, that they have to save society
contributions from past generations, and seeing to it that theyhey have to achieve a certain kind ofimmortality. They have
go on, and live on, and benefit future generations to come’.” a sense that they have to go to the older generations, an
To do that, LaRouche repeated in both Boston and Stsay, ‘Come join us. Let us save humanity. Let us save the
Louis, the best way to save the Baby-Boomer generationisto  immortality of the people of this nation.””
have them “meet young people” who form the core of his  Even as LaRouche was addressing audiences in St. Louis
campaign, who represent their future, who represent the gen- and Detroit, scores of LaRouche movement youth from the
eration of people who would be their children and grand-East Coast were descending on Washington, D.C., where the
children. first primary will be held in six weeks. Both in the halls of
It was the role of the youth movement which LaRoucheCongress and on the streets, with motorcades, sound trucks
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Missouri Sate Senator Maida Coleman’ s speech was one of the introductions to
Lyndon LaRouche’ s campaign presentation at the University of Missouri in S.
Louis Nov. 18. The candidate attended a legislators’ reception, was interviewed by
NPR and the leading black radio station, and then went on to Detroit for a meeting
of nearly 250 supporters.

and one-to-one organizing of ordinary citizens, especially
those in the poorer neighborhoods, they were telling people
that Vice President Cheney must go, for using bogus intelli-
gence to foist the Irag War on the President, the Congress,
and the American people. Simultaneously, a million-run
“LaRouchein2004” |eaflet, titled “ L aRouche: Dump Cheney
Now!” was being distributed in Washington and throughout
the country.

In his presentations to the Midwest and New England
campaign meetings, LaRouche said that Vice President Che-
ney is“ontheropes,” and the policieswhich he promoted are
losing credibility. But, LaRouchesaid, itisuptothe American
population to build a movement to take the country back,
to restore a sense of political morality. He emphasized the
necessity to “takethe country back to the sense of missionwe
had during the early years of World War 1. The sense of hope
of mission, that we had with the Civil Rights Movement's
rise, inthe 1950s, and the achievementsinto the middle of the
1960s. Go back, to capture these great moments, of our past,
and giverebirth to them.”

And how to do that? Thiswas the subject of avery inten-
sive St. Louismeeting Nov. 18, whose themeswerefollowed
up in the Detroit campaign meeting Nov. 20. Using his pene-
tratinginsight into the psychological and cultural shiftswhich
have shaped the changes from one generation to the next in
the 20th Century, LaRouche asked the audience, particularly
the older generation, to re-experience the nodal points of the
20th Century. The bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, V-J
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Day, the post-war outbreak of “Trumanism”
and McCarthyism, the Bay of Pigs invasion,
the Cuban Missile Crisis, the assassination of
John F. Kennedy: Through these shocks, peo-
ple like themselves had lost hope, courage,
and faith in the principles of morality, and be-
came asilent magjority as the culture began to
degenerate. He told the Detroit audience that
heknew what they had gonethrough and could
tell, based on what generation they belonged
to, precisely the “sense of who you are,” what
experiences had shaped them and how they
could change in order to help the nation sur-
viveand copewiththegreatest financial-mon-
etary crisisin world history.

Economic Collapse Driving His
Audiences

Although the audiencesat thethree events
werevery different, LaRouche made the same
point in emphasizing the fundamental change
which must occur in the way Americans see
themselves, and their mission, in order to save
the nation. In Boston, on Nov. 15, the 80 peo-
ple present were largely long-time supporters
of LaRouche's Presidential campaigns. In St.
Louis, where LaRouche had been invited to
the city by African-American State Representatives Esther
Haywood, JuanitaHead Walton, and Charles Quincy Troupe,
the audience of 80-90 people contained many local elected
officials, legidators, a state senator who spoke from the po-
dium, mayors and former mayors from surrounding cities,
grassroots organi zations concerned with the economic crisis,
aswell asasmall, but loyal core of long-time Missouri sup-
porters. InDetroit, themorethan 200 at themeetingincluded a
large number of Democratic Party activists, from the precinct
level on up to state legidator.

One former State Representative, LaMar Lemmons,
noted in a Nov. 14 EIR interview that the country needs
LaRouche' sapproach to the economic crisis, and thushewas
hosting LaRouche, “much to the dismay of the Michigan
Democratic Party and the DNC.” Introducing LaRouche in
Detroit, former Michigan State Rep. Ed Vaughn called
LaRouche“ America s premier economist,” and recalled that
L aRouche had won the 2000 Michigan Democratic primary.
Introducing LaRouche in St. Louis, State Rep. Esther Hay-
wood remarked that the candidate ranks sixth among Demo-
crats nationally in total money raised, and second in the total
number of individual contributors—yet he hasbeen excluded
from the Democratic debates, and she could not understand
why. To remedy this, Haywood and others had organized a
well-attended press conference to bring LaRouche's ideas
before the public.

The Detroit and St. Louis audiences, both keenly aware
of the economic collapse of their citiesand states, were heart-
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ened to hear LaRouche describe the process leading to this
decline and how to reverse it. In Detroit, LaRouche went
through a sweeping historical overview of how the United
Stateshad been transformed from the greatest producer nation
on the face of the Earth, into a degenerate, pleasure-seeking
post-industrial society. In Michigan, whereyou once had pro-
ductive farms and factories, you now have casinos, he said.
St. Louis, onceamajor transportati on and trans-shipment hub
between east and west, north and south, now has abandoned
plants of McDonnell Douglas, Boeing, and Rockwell. In an-
swer to aquestion at the St. Louis event on what he would do
to change this, if elected President, LaRouche proposed that
St. Louis could be the place to build a maglev (magnetically
levitated train) connecting the Midwest to the West Coast,
with the Federal government committing long-term credit to
such an enterpise, which would then createjobsand revitalize
thewhole area.

Throughout the tour, LaRouche returned again and again
to the theme of cultural degeneration and how historical
events were manipulated, much like today, to foster in the
popul ation asensethat they are powerlessto change anything,
but must “go along to get along.” From this standpoint, he
described the so-called Synarchist phenomenon, whose ori-
gin goes back to the 18th Century, but which precisely de-
scribes the bankers and corporate financiers who put Che-
ney’ s neo-con faction in control.

“Don’tlook for conspiraciesof any importancefrom other
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sources, or any other conspiracy,” he told the Boston audi-
ence. “They are al of thistype. It isnot agroup of this; itis
not agroup of that. It'sagroup of private, financier interests,
who, when a crisis comes, say, ‘We are going to collect on
our debts—even if it meanskilling the people.” That’swhen
government has to make a choice. . .. This group has one
determination: They’re going to maintain the system under
which they create debts, by which they enslave the popula-
tion, and they’re going to make sure that the debts are col-
lected, for their benefit—promptly—even if it meanskilling
the people.

“Andthat’ sthefundamental issuethat definesthesekinds
of things. That is why, every time, in the 20th Century and
since, that you haveamajor, systemicfinancial crisis, or mon-
etary crisis, the danger of something like Nazism comes up
again! Because of some group of bankers, hiring thugs, like
thisthug Cheney.”

Change YourselvesTo ChangeHistory

LaRouche repeatedly discussed how Cheney and his
crowd, after Sept. 11, 2001, began pushing the same doctrine
of global preventive nuclear warfare popularized by Bertrand
Russell in the last century. This policy will fail, as it has
before. Dick Cheney, doing the bankers’ bidding as occurred
withHitler and Mussolini,isa“criminal,” and President Bush
is a “usable puppet—controlled by Cheney. That's what
we'reup against,” the candidate said.

Returning to the theme that people must change them-
selvesin order to change history, LaRouche told the Detroit
audience, which included many in his own generation: We
corrupted ourselves as a people, but people can see what is
wrong with their own minds. People can change themsel ves,
they have a higher power to reflect on these things. My
generation has another advantage, he said. We are going to
die soon, so we think not of what we can get, but what we
can give; that is our strength. We can use our lives to give
something to humanity. When you say, | want to achieve
that kind of immortality, then you have the power to
change yourself.

But look at the experience of successive generations to
come, and how the young generation coming into the field
now is so important, he concluded. If we can enable them to
help their parentscome back into the human race, if thosetwo
generations start coming together to change society, we have
the power to influence the course of world history. We have
the power to bring the nationstogether and say: Herewe are,
weareal afraid of anuclear war being organized by Cheney,
and some of the Democrats. We can avoid this, we can lead
in creating a recovery; we can say we will al be sovereign
republics, create a community of perfectly sovereign repub-
lics. We can actually create a durable peace on this planet,
which can survive.

| could do that today if | were President, said LaRouche.
All the resources and potentia are there. We have to decide
we are not going to continue to play the game. We can do it.
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Boston Campaign Webcast

Reviving the Sense of Mission
For American Citizens Today

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Here are Mr. LaRouche’ s opening remarksto hiscampaign ~ ernment, businesses, and so forth. And the other, isthe genera-
webcast in Boston, on Nov. 15. tion which is now coming largely into college age, including
those between 18 and 25, university-eligible age. And, it's
| should just do a few preliminary remarks. I'll address threethe conflict between these two generations, which | shall turn
subjects today. | was going to do something similar up there to in the conclusion: what the nature of it is; what we do
in Vermont yesterday, at the university at Middlebury, butabout it.
they wanted me to shorten the presentation from three-quar-
ters of an hour to a half an hour, which | did. So, | left someWar and the‘Reichstag Fire
things out. So, | shall give you, today, a somewhat amplified  All right, now, first on the war, itself: As | said in the
version of what | said, to you—as a different audience, though beginning of January of 2001, before George Bush was inau-
| said it to a university campus audience—yesterday. And, agurated—George W. Bush—as the acting President of the
you will see, there is a significant difference, in the way that  United States. Whether he was elected or not, is irrelevant;
two points have to be presented. we know that Gore lost, in any case. But Gore was always
All right. The three points are, which | will touch upon, lost, and he hasn’t improved since.
to present here: First of all, the issue of war. And the question But | said, on the basis of his stupidity—the President’s
is, whatis the nature of the policy—when diditstart,andwhat  stupidity, and his commitments—it was inevitable that the
is the policy, which has gotten us into a spreading process alepression, which was already in progress in 2001, fully in
war, in Asia and probably elsewhere? progress, would not be stopped—it would become worse.
Secondly, the economic crisis. This economy, in its presAnd, the danger that this posed, apart from the economic
entform, is now disintegrating. Nothing can preventthe pres-  collapse, was that, as in Germany, in the events of 1928 anc
ent IMF system and the present Federal Reserve System, froi®3, when the collapse of the economy struck Europe, as it
disintegrating—nothing. But, it can go in one of twoways: It  struck the United States openly in 1929-33—in that period,
can go, either through intervention, as Franklin Rooseveltsome international bankers, led from London, but including
style intervention back in 1933, to reorganize the system be-  prominent bankers such as Brown Brothers Harriman in the
fore total chaos erupts; or, we can wait, until it simply blows United States, Morgan, and so forth—the Morgan-du Pont-
up, all by itself. There's a massive effort to postpone that  Mellon crowd. They did two things: First of all, at the end of
blowup, now, by printing money in various ways. The best1932, they organized a fund to bail out Adolf Hitler. The Nazi
estimate is, that the blowup will occur, probably, by March Party was bankrupt at that point, at the end of '32. And so, the
or April of next year, at the latest. The ability to continue to decision was made from London, to bail out Hitler. The bail-
print money, to postpone the program, will be blown outby  out came from New York City; it came from the firm of
then. It can blow out earlier. It could blow out next week; it's Harriman. The check, or the order to bail out the Hitler cam-
ready to blow now. The fundamentals are raliten. There paign, was signed by Prescott Bush, the grandfather of the
areno good fundamentals. The United States is the victim ofpresent President of the United States.
the biggest “Snow job” in history, on economics, and we've Now, ata later point, the British and American pro-Hitler-
got Treasury Secretary Snow to prove it. (The official liar of ites changed their mind. They were perfectly content to have
Washington, D.C.) Hitler be a nuisance, for destroying continental Europe. But
The third thing, is the question of the generation gap, andhey were not willing to accept his becoming a threat to the
what the significance is, of the difference in the attitudes and English-speaking world.
roles of, principally, two generations: one, the generation And therefore, as you know, we prepared for war, when
which came into maturity, or semi-adult immaturity during ~ Winston Churchill, as Defense Secretary appealed to Presi-
the middle of the 1960s; the ones who are now in their fiftiesdent Roosevelt, we accelerated our efforts to prepare for war.
who are generally running the institutions, and running gov-  We prevented Britain from joining France in going into the
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Lyndon LaRouche on the campaign trail in New England: Left, students at Middlebury College listen to his presentation on Nov. 14; right,
LaRouche at Plymouth State University, in his native state of New Hampshire, on Nov. 13. He also spoke in Boston, before heading for the
Midwest.

Nazi camp. If Britain had gone into the Nazi camp at that
time, then you would have had an immediate unity of fascist
forces on the continent of Europe, which would immediately
attack the Soviet Union, and expect to destroy the Soviet
Union in a short time. Once they had destroyed the Soviet
Union, they planned to take the combined naval forces of
Japan, Britain, Germany, and France, and attack the United
States, in an attack which was planned to include an attack on
Pearl Harbor by the Japanese Navy.

This did not happen. The agreement between Roosevelt
and Churchill prevented the British from surrendering to Hit-
ler, and started the process which doomed Hitler's prospect
for establishing world empire, including thedestruction of the
United States. Under those conditions, the English-speaking
part of the British Commonwealth (asit’s called today), and
the United States, joined fully in supporting the war effort
against Hitler. This included Brown Brothers Harriman—
reluctantly; it included Morgan; it included Mellon; it in-
cluded the British banks. It included Lord Halifax—a pro-
Hitler man, who served asBritish ambassador to Washington,
during thewar years. It included L ord Beaverbrook, who was
also apro-Hitler man, who functioned as British propaganda
minister, in effect, during the wartime years. And Beaver-
brook, whose progeny today include Conrad Black and the
Fox TV crowd—Rupert Murdoch—as his scions.

So, what you haveis, you havethiscontinuity of aprocess
which led into thiswar.

Now, | said, in January of 2001, the danger isthis. They
put Hitler into power, through these bankers—U.S. and Brit-
ish bankers—put Hitler into power as the Chancellor of Ger-
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many, on the 30th of January, 1933. In the third week of
February, Hermann Goring, who was head of the Nazi Party
in Brandenburg, organized the burning of the Reichstag, the
national parliament of Germany. And the burning of the na-
tional parliament was used for alaw devised by the guy who
taught L eo Strauss of Chicago University: Carl Schmitt. Hit-
ler was made dictator, and at that point World War Il was
inevitable.

And we fought it.

The danger is, that under these kinds of conditions—as|
said in January [2001]—we have to aware of the danger of a
Reichstag Fire, or something likeit inthe United States. That
Reichstag Fire occurred on Sept. 11, 2001. Since that time,
the United States has been diding toward dictatorship and
war. Now, we're the United States; we are not Germany of
1933. And therefore, the ability of the chief proponent of the
Reichstag Fire approach, Vice President Dick Cheney, has
not been able to become full dictator; he does not have full,
total control over the puppet-President George W. Bush, Jr.
But he has close to it. And therefore, since 2002, I’ ve been
engaged actively in trying to have Dick Cheney removed
from office.

Synar chists Against the American Republic
Because Dick Cheney and the neo-conservatives associ-
ated with him, are not only an imitation of the Adolf Hitler
movement, they are acontinuation of it! Asl’veidentifiedit,
it's a movement, that was called in the 20th Century, the
Synarchists. The Synarchist organization was created, actu-
ally, under another name, called the Martinists, in France,
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back in the 1780s. It was created by the British leadership at
that time, Lord Shelburne, who was the palitical boss of the
British East India Company, and the paymaster of the British
Parliament, and of Georgelll, himself.

He planned this operation, beginning 1763, to frustrate
what he saw as a forthcoming struggle for independence in
the North American English-speaking colonies. The other
thing was to destroy France, which was the chief rival of
British power in Europe. The purpose of Lord Shelburne's
operation, wasto ensure that the emerging British Empire—
that is, the British maritime power, representing financier-
oligarchical private interests—would not only control the
Britishldles, India, and other thingsthey’ d stolen by that time,
but that it would dominate Europe, and dominate the world,
like ancient Venice, like akind of Roman Empire, or a new
form of Roman Empire.

And therefore, what he did is, he planned two things,
especialy once the American Revolution had occurred: To
prevent the continued influence of the American Revolution
in continental Europe—to wipeit out; to destroy theinfluence
of the American Revolution and the Constitutional republic.

Secondly, to destroy France—acontinuation of the opera-
tion. It was he, through his agents, who created the French
Revolution. The French Revolution was an operation of the
British East IndiaCompany, under Lord Shelburne. They not
only created theBastilleevent, through agents of Shelburne—
one was called Philippe Egalité, and the other was Jacques
Necker. It was done as a stunt to get Necker as the Prime
Minister of France, which worked at that time. Then, they
disappeared from the stage. They were followed by Danton
and Marat, who were British agents, trained under Shel-
burne’ sinfluence, inLondon; dispatchedto France; and acted,
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The Reichstag Fire of Feb. 27, 1933 (left), organized by Naz leader Hermann
Goring, set the stage for Hitler’ s seizure of dictatorial powers. Above: the
Pentagon on Sept. 11, 2001. LaRouche had forecast in January 2001 that, under
conditions of deepening economic crisis, the Synarchist bankerswould organize
something like a Reichstag Fire, to push the United Sates toward dictator ship
and war.

and even al of their speeches were written in London, under
Jeremy Bentham’s direction. All their orders, were British
orders. Then, they succeeded these fellows, by the Jacobin
Terror, which was eliminated in 1794. Then, they moved, in
the middle of the decade, toward Napoleon Bonaparte.

All of thesethingsweredoneby agroup calledtheMartin-
ists, a cult which was created around this. And Napoleon
Bonaparte was areflection of that.

Since that time, to the present, you had the continuation
of thiskind of operation, trying to destroy the United States—
the War of 1812 involvement against us, was an attempt to
destroy the United States. Other things were done: The war
with Mexico was an attempt to destroy the United States.
The Civil War was organized by these people, to destroy the
United States. The occupation of Mexico, in 1863, was done
from there, as part of an effort to destroy the United States.
And, thething was, it was not just our country they wanted to
destroy: They wanted to destroy thetradition of the American
Revolution, of the American republic, because we repre-
sented the alternative model to this Anglo-Dutch Libera par-
liamentary form of government, which the British ruled.

But, in this period, the British game was, generaly, to
cause trouble on the continent of Europe, in such away, that
never on the continent of Europe would a combination of
power arise, which would be ableto challenge British power.
After 1865, when the United States had won the Civil War,
against Britain—and France, and Napoleonl |1, and soforth—
at that point, the British recognized that the United States
could never be conquered from outside. Therefore, they gave
up on theseattemptsto overthrow our government by military
force, or from the outside.

Instead, they went to another road: corruption. They got
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us under the control of the London gold exchange standard
system. That was step number one. The King of England,
Edward VI, at the beginning of the century, used one of his
agents in New York City, Jacob Schiff, who designed the
Federal Reserve System of the United States, as a way of
subverting our Constitution, and bringing us under control of
international bankers. Which has more or less succeeded, off
and on. Roosevelt fought against this, but was not entirely
successful.

So, we have been corrupted, and that comes to the eco-
nomic question, as| shall show.

So, the problem is, we face an enemy within and without,
which are called, in the United States today, “neo-conserva-
tives,” or similar types. They’ re determined to bring about a
world order, of a certain type. They have certain military
objectives in mind, to do this; these are already operational.
If this succeeds, if Cheney remainsin office—if Cheney re-
mains in office through the coming election, next year, you
must not expect the United Statesto survive: It will not.

Sotherefore, we are dealing with something in the contin-
uation of the Hitler phenomenon, the so-called Synarchist
phenomenon, whose origin goes back to the 18th Century.
Thishasundergone changesover the period, but thisphenom-
enoniscontinuing. Don’t ook for conspiracies of any impor-
tance from other sources; they are al of thistype. It isnot a
group of this; it isnot agroup of that; it's a group of private,
financier interests, who, when a crisis comes, say, “We are
going to collect on our debts—even if it means killing the
people.” That whengovernment hasto makeachoicebetween
collecting debts for bankers and protecting the people, this
group has one determination: They’re going to maintain the
system under which they create debts, by which they endave
the population. And they’ re going to make surethat the debts
are collected, for their benefit—promptly—even if it means
killing the people.

And that’ s the fundamental issue that defines these kinds
of things. That is why, every time, in the 20th Century and
since, that you haveamajor, systemicfinancial crisis, or mon-
etary crisis, the danger of something like Nazism comes up
again! Because some group of bankers, hiring thugs—Ilike
thisthug Cheney, who’ snothing but athrown-away jock from
afootball field; but, he' sakiller. He' sbeen involved in secret
intelligence operations, at ahigh level, since he served under
Nixon, and since he served as Chief of Staff for Gerald Ford.
Heisakiller. Heisnot smart, but he representskillers. And,
heisthekind of guy that will order you killed. And he hasthe
people working with him, who will do thejob. That’ swhy so
many politicians are afraid of him, and afraid to mention his
name in public, today: because he's akiller. He's very bad
tempered, among his other amiable qualities.

‘The Open Conspiracy’

Now, let’s go through these three issues, with that said.
The beginning of the present form of military crisis, startsin
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about 1928, with the publication of a book by H.G. Wells,
called The Open Conspiracy. This book was immediately
adopted as a policy by Bertrand Russell, probably the most
evil manliving, duringthe 20th Century. Thesefellowsdevel-
oped—it started with Wells, who was the first one to get
the idea of using nuclear weapons, as creating a weapon so
terrible, that people would give up sovereignty of their na-
tional governments, for world government. Thisis agenera
outline of the objective of the group, in this Open Conspiracy
book, published in 1928, by H.G. Wells.

Russell himself was instrumental in the development of
nuclear weapons. It was Russell, for example, who wrote the
letter, which was signed by Einstein, but never delivered to
Roosevelt, even though it was addressed to him; but, it was
this operation, which started the development of nuclear
weapons. People had ideas of the capability of nuclear weap-
onsbeforethen, but nobody had actually started, until Russell
wrote the letter. Russell directed all the key people involved
in developing the nuclear weapons—that is, the controlling
people. And Princeton Institute became a nest of the control
for this.

So, then, the war proceeded—World War 1. It started
with the idea of strategic bombing of civilian populations.
That did not goonfromthe U.S. side,immediately; theBritish
started it. A British scientist by the name of Lindemann was
the key author of the policy. This was called the strategic
bombing policy, of bombing harmless cities. Then, they
added to that, of course, the idea of using nuclear weapons,
rather than fire-bombing of civilian populations, as away of
dealing with this.

Then, President Roosevelt died. At that point, the Mel-
lons, the Morgans, the du Ponts, decided to get rid of the
Roosevelt legacy. Roosevelt was in bad condition, because
of hisillness. He'd worked himself almost to death. He was
expected to die soon. They did not want Henry Wallaceto be
the living Vice President, when Roosevelt died. So, in the
Democratic Party Convention of the Summer of 1944, Wal-
lace was replaced by a stupid thug: aright-wing, racist thug,
Harry Truman. And Harry Truman’s onset into power, even
as Vice President, signalled the unleashing of terror bomb-
ing—unnecessary terror bombing against civilian popula-
tions, such asthe bombing of Tokyo; the planned bombing of
Hamburg; the bombing of Dresden; the bombing of Magde-
burg. And so forth, and so on, in Germany—aother cities.

The American policy was precision bombing. Bomb
meaningful [military] targets. But, the British policy was
mass bombing of civilian populations, a thing which pro-
longed the war, because the Germans, who were about to
surrender, were not willing to surrender because of thisterror
bombing. They were not disposed to surrender, at that point.

Then came the time Japan was ready to surrender: By
the Spring of 1945, the Emperor of Japan had negotiated—
through the Office of Extraordinary Affairs of the Vatican,
through then Monsignor Montini (later the Pope Paul V1)—
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Japan’ s Emperor Hirohito in 1926. By the Soring of 1945, Japan
was ready to surrender, on the sole condition that the dignity of the
Emperor be maintained, as the representative of the institutional
unity of the nation. But President Truman refused, and dropped the
nuclear bombs on Hiroshima and Nagasaki instead.

had negotiated the terms of peace which he wanted. Theonly
condition attached to this, wasthat the dignity of the Emperor
would be maintained: That is, that the institutions of govern-
ment would concedeto almost anything, but they had to main-
taintheunity of the nation of Japan, which could only bedone
by keeping the Emperor in place. That wastheonly condition.
Oncethat condition had been accepted, Japan would have sur-
rendered.

But, the United States refused to make that condition—
though after the surrender, they honored all those conditions!
Japanwasrebuilt. The Emperor waskept inplace. Just exactly
as it had been promised through the Vatican channel. Then,
why did we drop nuclear weapons—the only two we had—
on the civilian populations of Hiroshima and Nagasaki?

[Question from the audience, arguing that Germany al-
ready had the atomic bomb.]

No, no, no, not true. Not true. That’samyth, it snot true.
... Listen, be patient. That’ swrong. But, your informationis
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false. Okay? I’ m an expert, your information isfalse. | know
thearea. | know the facts.

Okay, so we bombed it. So, what did this do?

The objective here—remember, we had defeated Japan.
Japanisanisland-nation, with avery small part of itsterritory
that’ shabitable. A mountain island-nation. MacArthur’ s pol-
icy had been to totally blockade it, by air and by sea. This
meant naval blockades. It meant submarine warfare block-
ades, and aeria blockades. Japan reached the point it could
no longer get materials it required for the existence of the
economy of theislands of Japan, from the continent of Asia.
It could not survive; its only opportunity was to surrender. It
had no military significance: It was adefeated nation, in fact.
The question was, how to get the surrender through.

Well, some people didn’'t want the surrender; they had
another idea. And, theideawas dropping those two bombs—
which they had intended to drop on Berlin. But, the war in
Europe was finished too soon. They couldn’t get the bombs
ready intimeto drop them on Berlin, whichwastheir original
intention. Sothey said, “We'll do something else. We'll drop
them on Japan.” And they picked two civilian target cities of
no military significance, or very much significance: Hiro-
shimaand Nagasaki.

This was done as part of a policy, devised by Bertrand
Russell. It was called “ preventive nuclear warfare.” The pol-
icy, as Russell explained it, in September of 1946, in his
magazine, published in Washington: The purpose of thiswas
to use aweapon so terrible—nuclear weapons—that nations
would submittoworld government, giveuptheir sovereignty,
rather than face the terror of nuclear weapons. That was the
purpose of this operation.

Now, from that point on, from 1945 until the beginning
of the 1950s, the United States' policy, wasto bring the Soviet
Uniontosurrender, by building up anarsenal of nuclear weap-
ons, and planestodeliver thesebombs, uponthe Soviet Union.
That apre-emptive nuclear attack on the Soviet Union, could
cause the submission of the Soviet Union, to U.S. domination
and world government. And, that would be the end of it, for
therest of the world.

Now, what happened was, that Truman was an idiot,
among other things, hisother excellent qualifications. And, he
triedtobluff boththe Soviet Union and China, with operations
aimed at various pointsin Asia. He operated on the assump-
tion, as the records of the time show, that the Soviet Union
and Chinawould do nothing aboutit. They didn’t havenuclear
weapons, and therefore, they would haveto accept it, and they
would not react.

They continued the operation. And then, as a result of
that, North Korea, under Soviet direction, with Chinese Com-
munist sympathy, invaded South Korea. The United States
was stuck, with a few American troops—a Korean army
which had been destroyed and afew American troops—in a
small perimeter around the southern tip of Korea, around Pu-
san. This changed, of course, when MacArthur did the obvi-
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ous, when he assumed command: He outflanked the situation,
outflanked the North Korean army, by an assault with the
Inchon landing. That changed the situation. But then, it went
on. We decided that maybe that wasn't such a good idea,
that war.

Then, it was known that the Soviet Union had developed
the first thermonuclear weapon, the first deployable thermo-
nuclear weapon. Now, how can you have nuclear fission-
weapon warfare against a nation which has thermonuclear
weapons?

So, this resulted in the dumping of Truman. They told
him, “Y ou’ renot going to run for re-election.” And hedidn’t.
It also brought Eisenhower into the Presidency, because Ei-
senhower was opposed to this, and represented those military
officers, and others, who were opposed to this so-called kind
of preventive nuclear warfare. So, we had eight years of rela
tive stability, under Eisenhower. And the Democratic Party
was not alowed to have the Presidency, at that time, because
the Democratic Party had been contaminated by the Truman
preventive-nuclear-warfare doctrine.

Then, Eisenhower retired. And people who represented
the Russell conception of preventive nuclear warfare, the so-
called “utopians,” typified by Allen Dulles, and his brother
John Foster Dulles, began to act. Kennedy had been elected,;
Kennedy was a very intelligent man—very capable—and
showed his promise as he went aong, in the few years he
survived after that point. But, at the start, he did not know,
really, what the game was! And, he was not a man respected
in the military, in the way that Eisenhower was. Therefore,
he could not have the influence on the professiona military,
that Eisenhower could, in dealing with these utopian war-
riors—the Air Force crowd, who want to bomb everything:
Develop missiles and bomb everything, with nuclear
weapons.

So then, we had the 1962 Missile Crisis. We had events,
including the assassination of President Kennedy himself;
we had then, the launching of the first official war in Indo-
China—that is, U.S. official war in Indo-China. Now, again,
the same mistake was made—by the United States, by these
warriors—that had been made by Truman, on the question
that led to the Korean War! They assumed, at that point, in
going into Vietnam, they assumed that the Chinese would
not actually intervene against an American attack on North
Vietnam. Therefore, they went ahead, assuming they had an
“easy job”! And it wasn't an easy job, because the Soviet
Union, knowing that it was under attack, too—even though
the Chinese did not support North Viethnam, or Vietham in
general; as a matter of fact, they didn’t like the Viethamese.
The Russians intervened, and assisted to devise a strategy,
under which Indo-China could defend itself, against U.S.
occupation.

Asymmetric Warfare

Now, thisiswhat' scalled“ asymmetricwarfare.” Andit’s
asymmetric warfare, in the age of nuclear weapons.
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Theclassic caseof asymmetricwarfareof thistype, occur-
red in 1812-1813: Napoleon Bonaparte, with his Grande
Armee, was about to invade Russia, occupy it, and thus sub-
ject al of continental Europe to Napoleon’s own, personal
domination. At this point, a section of the Prussians, headed
by Scharnhorst, decided to assist the Russians in defending
themselves against Napoleon's planned invasion. Inciden-
tally Lazare Carnot, who was the greatest French military
man of that period, told Napoleon, “ Don’t bestupid. Don't try
it.” He had ageneral understanding of what the problem was.

The Prussian military, which advised the Tsar and hel ped
him, proposed a policy, which was devel oped in the works of
Friedrich Schiller. The point was. Do not try to engage the
enemy at the border. He' sgot superior forces; he' sgot ahalf-
million-man army, dragged up from all over Europe. If you
try to have adecisive battle against him at the Russian border,
you will be destroyed, and he will overrun Russia. So, what
they saidis, “Don’t. Do arearguard, withdrawal action. Trap
him into Russia. And prepare to destroy two cities—Peters-
burg and Moscow—if Napoleon goes to either.” So, Napo-
leon was put through a rearguard defense, by the Russians,
which kept him coming on, and he decided to advance toward
Moscow. He occupied Moscow; he was declaring and cele-
brating victory. Then the city blew up! It had been mined.

At that point, the Russian people, and the military forces
which had been conserved, fell upon Napoleon, such that
when Napoleon was sitting, later, in Poland, waiting for the
last of his army to come across from Russia, one man came
across the border: Marshal Ney. And Napoleon said to Mar-
shal Ney, “Where's your troops?’ He said, “Emperor, | am
your troops.” All therest of them were captured, or dead.

That was the end of the Grande Armée.

Now, in modern warfare, in a major nuclear war, when
you engage countries at a distance and you can throw large
weapons and weaponry against them, that’ s one kind of war-
fare. But there’ s another kind of warfare: Let the enemy in-
vade; let him try to occupy the country. And, when hetriesto
occupy thecountry, our peoplearegoingtobenexttohim: At
short-range, thermonuclear weapons don’t work. And, that’s
what the Viethamese did, against the American invasion in
Indo-China.

That is what, in effect, is happening now; that's what's
happening in Irag.

The Iragi people are anationalist people. All thisdouble-
talk about Saddam Hussein being the big problem; this and
that, and so forth; al-Qaeda, so forth—it’sall junk! Thelragi
people have gone through occupation before. They were oc-
cupied—aslrag asanation—under the Ottoman Empire; they
were occupied by the British, during the end of the Ottoman
Empire. They were occupied by the British after the First
WorldWar. They wereoccupied morerecently. Andtheoccu-
pation of Iraq has strengthened the sense of nationalism.

Do not try to assume, that differencesin religion define
the way you can split up Irag: It's not that simple. Iragis
include everything: You have Christians, of various varie-
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ties—Armenians, others, and so forth: Christians. Y ou used
to have some Jews—they got kicked out, in away. Y ou used
to have al kinds of Arab religions, Muslim religions; they
had Druze—everything there. But, they all lived together.
They had a certain degree of amity among them. They all
thought of themselvesaslragis; they spokewith quite similar
accents, and quitesimilar thoughts. And, they wereconcerned
with Irag, as a nation. Any fights they had, among these
groups, were fights within the nation! They did not define a
separate nation; they defined a fight within the nation. We
havethesethingswithinthe United States—asyou may know,
aswell.

So, the Iraqi people are now reacting to the punishing,
cruel, unjust war dumped upon them. They don’'t care who
didit, inasense. They are going to defend their nation.

Now, they are also, in asense, an Asian culture. In Asia,
the ideas of life and death are somewhat different than they
are in European civilization, and they are prepared to die for
thefutureof their culture, for thefuture of their nation. That's
where you get this suicide-bombing process, from that kind
of culture.

So, now you have the American Army, vastly outnum-
bered by the population of the country it occupies, inacountry
which has over 2 million trained military fighters, who are
trained as part of the Iragi military capability. We have a
couple hundred thousand-odd American troops—who areto-
tally incompetent, most of the troops, for the job. These are
point-and-shoot people, who can go out in the streets and
shoot off aweapon, rapidly, at even a suspected target, like
the Columbine killers. They're trained on video point-and-
shoot methods. They don’'t know how to think; they haven't
beentrained; they’ renot qualified. They’ renot anengineering
troop—they’re not qualified for anything, for occupation
work. And, they’re sitting there, hopelessly. What are they?
Are they occupiers, or targets? Increasingly, they shift from
being an occupying force, to a targetted bunch of people—
frightened, targetted, so forth—has occurred.

Cheney’s‘PreventiveWar’ Drive

So, what we' re dealing with now: When Cheney brought
this policy back in, after Sept. 11, 2001, and had it sold offi-
cialy to the U.S. government, as reflected in the State of the
Union speech in January 2002, we've now entered a new
phaseinacertain kind of conception of strategic conflict. You
have on the one side, what we used to call “conventional
warfare”— pre-nuclear methods of warfare. Y ou had, at the
other extreme, what used to be called “Mutua and Assured
Destruction"—the idea, if you go to thermonuclear warfare,
full-scale, you probably will destroy most of the population
of the planet, and most culture; so therefore, you can't go
there. You can’'t conduct conventional warfare any more. It
doesn’t work, becauseyou'’ || goto athreshold, at which some
other kind of warfare, including the use of nuclear weapons,
will break out.

So, the effort has been, to find a way to conduct wars,
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between the level of conventional warfare and general ther-
monuclear warfare. That’ swhat Cheney istalking about: pre-
ventive nuclear warfare, in that dimension.

We do not, in the United States, have the ability to deal
with the kind of reaction, that we are provoking, with our
present forces and our present policy. The United States can
not win the kind of war that Cheney istrying to launch. We'll
loseit. Why? Becausethereaction, especially in Asia, will be
strategic defense, which they will call “asymmetric warfare.”
Y ou' re dealing with civilian populations, which are prepared
toresist, in every way. Some of these people represent supe-
rior weapons capabilities: Russian weapons, technologically,
are very interesting. Some Chinese weapons are interesting.
Indian weapons are interesting.

But, the basic principleis population warfare: If the peo-
ple of an occupied or threatened territory decide to engulf an
occupying military force, at close quarters, the United States
is not capable of winning such awar.

Therefore, you' re stuck in aperiod, you either go to ther-
monuclear war, in which case the planet is generally de-
stroyed; or, you don't, and you go into a process of attrition,
through popular wars, in which most of theworld fallsinto a
Dark Age.

So therefore, on thiskind of policy, by Cheney and Com-
pany, the military policies of Cheney and the Bush Adminis-
tration, and the military policies supported by many Demo-
crats—including Democratswhowon' t fightit—arebringing
thewholeplanet toward an early Dark Age. If Cheney contin-
ues in his position, with his policies—where the people
around him are called neo-conservatives, with their poli-
cies—if this goes on, if there’'s an attack on Syrig; if there's
an attack on Iran; if there’'s an attack on North Korea; you
will see the world is committed—with Cheney still having
control over a puppet-President—the world is committed to
aDark Agefor al humanity. Evenonmilitary grounds, alone.

And that’ swhat we' re up against.

We're in a situation, in which | know there are ways to
bring about ageneral peace on thisplanet. It'savailable. It's
availableto the United States, with theright President. | can
dothejob. I know how to doit.

Cultural Roots of the Economic Crisis

All right: Let’s go to the second question, the economic
question. As some of you recall, we came out of the Depres-
sion and war, and the post-war period, under Roosevelt’s
initiative, and even with the bungling we did after the war,
we emerged as the most powerful, productive nation on this
planet. And the most powerful nation on this planet. This
continued up until after the Kennedy assassination.

What happened?

The shock of living under athreat of thermonuclear war-
fare, general nuclear warfare, which had gone on in one de-
gree or another, since 1945, up until 1962-63, had produced
atensioninthepopulation. Inthe U.S. population, thistension
had been increased by a right-wing turn under Truman. (It
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was not Joe McCarthy who gave us McCarthyism—it was
Harry Truman. And it started in 1945-46. It didn’t start in
1947-48.) So, the typical American, who had returned from
war, wasterrified. Hewasterrified of going into anew depres-
sion. He was terrified of a new war. And they adopted the
policy, “Keep your mouth shut. Say what’ s expected of you.
Be careful what our children say. Be careful whoyoutalk to.”
Welived under right-wing terror inthis United States, and we
cametocall it McCarthyism. To acertain degree, Eisenhower
liberated the nation from McCarthyism. To a certain degree.

But, the people who had been subjected to thisimmoral
thing, thiscapitulationtoterror, to Nazi-liketerror—it wasn't
like Hitler, yet, but in that direction—they lost their souls;
they sold their souls. They wanted to get ajob. They wanted
to be secure. They didn’t want to lose their job, because of
security clearance problems. They went into suburbia, if they
could. They told their children, “Be careful what you say; be
careful what you say. What you believe is not important—
it's what you're overheard saying, that's important. Saying
theright thing, that’ simportant. Thereisno truth—it’ ssaying
the right thing, that doesn’t get you into trouble. Maybe get
you apromotion. That’stheright thing.”

So, the parents, the veterans' generation, told their chil-
dren, especially in suburbia: “Be careful.” So, the children,
born aswhat became known asthe Baby-Boomers, were per-
mesated with a great deal of immorality worse than in their
parents’ generation! Because they had been conditioned, that
there is no truth. They had been conditioned in Dr. Spock;
they had been conditioned in “touchy-fedly.”

When we were hit by the Missile Crisis—and some of
you herewere old enough to experience that—when we were
hit with the Missile Crisis, for severa days, people in this
country were wandering around in barrooms looking for the
church. Expecting the thing was going to strike, and we were
going to be obliterated any morning, or any evening. Pure
terror! This affected strongly, most effectively, the younger
people, who were then in late adolescence, going on toward
young adulthood. The result was a phenomenon, called, from
1964 on—from the time that the Beatles appeared on the Ed
Sullivan stage, on CBS—this was called the cultural para-
digm-shift. “Don’'t accept reality. Go into un-reality. We are
leaving producer society! Wedon't want blueshirtsany more.
We want white shirts—or maybe multi-colored shirts. Or,
maybe no shirts at al! Or, maybe no clothes at all!” Maybe,
“Wewant pleasure! Wherever you canget it (fromwhomever
you can takeit)!” The Woodstock phenomenon, right?

So, we said, “Technology is bad! Production is bad!
Y ou’' vegot tohavethesimplelife. Get away fromtechnology.
Scienceisdangerous!” So, we began to shift, from aproducer
society, to aconsumer society, and a pleasure society.

Then, Nixon, in 1971, sank the dollar, sank the interna-
tional monetary system. The Azores Conference which fol-
lowed, put usinto afloating-exchange-rate system. And then
we really got nasty: With our control over a floating-ex-

22 Feature

change-rate monetary system, under American and British
control, wewent to various nations, using the London market,
we would run acurrency down in value—say Mexico's cur-
rency, other currencies. We would then send ateam into the
country, having collapsed the value of that currency on the
world market by speculation, theway Soros did to Malaysia,
in 1997. Now, wewould havethe IMF and World Bank come
in, and “ give you some advice, on how to solve this problem.
And whatever they recommend, we'll support.”

So, the IMF and World Bank would come in—both are
the same, one or the other—and they would say, “Drop the
value of your currency. Devalue your currency.”

They’ dsay, “Okay. Wemight accept that. But, that means
we pay our debtsin our currency, right?’

“Oh, no, no, no! Y oudon’t pay your foreign debtsin your
currency! Y ou pay your foreign debtsin dollars!”

And, now, your currency just got devalued. So now, you
haveto accept alarger debt, based on the difference between
the old value and the new value. Such that, for example, in
Central and South America, if youlook at what these countries
owed, as of 1971-72, they have morethan paid every foreign
debt obligation they ever incurred. But they have a bigger
debt, than ever before. A gigantic swindle.

So, on the basis of this, we go into a country—we say, to
Chinaand other countries, “ Drop thevalueof your currency!”
What does that mean? That means, you’ re going to collapse
theinternal economy of that country. Y ou’ regoingto collapse
the infrastructure, you' re going to collapse the general infra-
structure. “But, you're going to work for us! You are going
to be our market. You are going to be our market, for our
industries! We are going to ship our factories, and our farms,
fromtheUnited States, into your countries—andyou’ regoing
to work for us, almost for free. And, we are going to get all
this stuff from you—cheap!”

So, we say, “We can no longer ‘compete’ with China.
We can no longer ‘ complete’ with South America. They can
produce too cheaply.”

Why do they produce so cheaply? Becausewe stuck agun
to their head, and forced them to work cheaply, and give up
their industries.

What happened to the jobs here? What happened to our
industries? They’ regone! Mostly gone. And what remains, is
going fast.

So, we went, over this period of the past 40 years, we
underwent acultural paradigm-shift, achangeinthecharacter
of our nation, from being the world’ s leading producer soci-
ety, which was the characteristic of us, traditionally—the
characteristic of our economy, from the time that Roosevelt
assumed office, to the end of the war; which continued to be
our characteristic of socia values, into the time of the Ken-
nedy Administration.

Then, we went through a change from a producer society
to a consumer society, a pleasure society. We became like
ancient Rome after the Second Punic War, where Rome was
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so powerful, and instituted slavery at home—and we' ve got
conditions like slavery here, at home today. What about our
homeless, and people like that? People who actually earn a
living, but are homeless! They can’t afford ahome, at today’ s
rent prices. So, Rome degenerated, because it ceased to pro-
duce for itself, and controlled its population through what
were called “bread and circuses.” What do we have in the
United States?Very little bread, and alot of circuses—televi-
sion circuses, mass-entertainment circuses; sexual-fad cir-
cuses; anti-sexual fad pleasure-seeking; all kinds of things.

So, we have been destroyed as a nation: We no longer
have the productive ability we had. We have vast nominal
wealth, butit’ shasically what we can extract from other coun-
tries, which are now going bankrupt. Germany, right now, for
example, theleading economy inWestern Europe, isdisinteg-
rating—at arapid rate. (I could go into details, but | won’t
here.) But, that’ s the situation.

So therefore, we' ve come to a point, where we have this
vast accumulation of debt. We havevast inflation in financial
values. Financial aggregates are up, per capita. Monetary cir-
culation—up, fast! We're printing money like crazy. We're
printing it, not by the printing press: We're printing it, even
electronically. Overnight! Vast amounts.

The physical output of the United States, per capita and
per squarekilometer, hasdropped. Thatis, if youlook at what
the physical values are, of consumption: Look, for example,
at the case of power generation and distribution. The power
generation and distribution is collapsing! These industries
are being collapsed! To maintain the standard of living and
production we used to have, say in New England—you can’t
do it any more. The industry is collapsing. We now have a
deficit in the United States, in terms of capital investment, in
power generation, which goes into trillions of dollars. That
is, to put things back, to the point that we can, today, assure
communitiesand assure househol ds and industriesthe access
to power they onceexpected, wewould havetoinvesttrillions
of dollars of capital investment, to rebuild the industry, and
other things.

Our transportation system is collapsed. We would have
to putinvast amountsof investment, to rebuild thetransporta-
tion industry. Water management, pollution, things of that
sort.

So, we have a ruined country. We no longer have the
productiveability that we once had. Wecan nolonger support
ourselves by our own effort. We' ve become dependent, like
the Romans, on stealing from their foreign victims. That's
wherewe are.

So, eventually, that hasto cometo an end.

The Tyranny of Popular Opinion

Now, what this produces, is the following: We've come
to a point, where over the past 40 years—don’t blame the
government, alone. Blame the people: Because, who voted
for some of theseidiots? Who voted for personswho propose
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these kinds of policies? Who adopted the idea of post-indus-
trial society? Who promoted it? Who promoted antipathy to
technology? Who called for deregulation? Who supported
deregulation? Who voted for guyswho pushed it? Who voted
and tolerated—or, didn’t vote for anything at all? Just gave
up?For al the bad things, that have happened to us, to destroy
thiseconomy, to lead it to the brink of acollapse: Who did it?

The American people!

How did it expressitself? It expressed itself, as so-called
“popular opinion”! How did it reflect itself? It reflected itself
in voting patterns, and in non-voting patterns!

Over the past period, since 1977, the physical standard
of living of the lower 80% of family-income brackets has
collapsed at an accelerating rate. The homelessness, the vast
homelessness, isonly apart of it. The collapse of health care.
The collapse of education. The collapse of essential services.
The collapse in transportation systems. You can't afford to
livein this society any more!

But who did it? Popular opinion!

Now, thisisnot unusual in history. See, mankindisgener-
ally ruled, or self-ruled, by popular opinion. People behave,
generally, as was described by some sociologists, as “other-
directed”: They borrow their opinions from their neighbors,
like cups of sugar. They say, “Well, what do you believe?’
“Well, wha—, uh, whatever you say!” “ Whatever the news
media says. | gottago aong with the news media. | gotta go
along with the party.” Huh? Other-directed.

Now, we have destroyed ourselves, not because some
peoplehaveintroduced bad policies, but becausewetolerated
them. Worse, we became supporters of bad policies, in the
name of supporting public opinion. “I gotta go by what the
newspapers report. I’ ve got to go by what the neighbors tell
me.” And that’show wedoit. That’scalled “ public opinion.”
WE' re destroyed.

All right, so, what does this mean? This means, that in
history, thereare cycles, which occur over aperiod of genera-
tions—one generation, two, three generations. Cycles in
which wrong opinions will build up, take more and more
control, more intensely over a population and its behavior,
and its leading institutions. The society then appears, like
ancient Rome, to bein the process of destroying itself, aswe
are today. Then, what happens? Do we survive? Well, in
1933, we survived. In the 1932 election, we elected Franklin
Roosevelt, who told theworld pretty much what direction his
policies were going to take. And, we had enough gumption
left in us, after the shock of the Depression, to support him;
at least, the mgjority of us did. He made a change, in our
culture. He made a shift from the culture of the 1920s—the
Flapper era—to the culture of the 1930s and the 1940s.

So, we abandoned a bad kind of public opinion, came
back to our senses, to alarge degree; decided we had to have
a healthy producer society—and it worked! It worked just
fine, with all theflawsinit. Weemerged, again, astheleading
producer society, and the greatest power in the world, the
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greatest planetary power.

Now, we' ve come again to the point: We, out of stupidity,
have destroyed ourselves; thishas gone on for about 40 years,
in particular. Therewere other things, earlier, but 40 years of
this culture, the prevailing culture. That means that you are
presented today, with politicians, in genera, who, reading
public opinion, will always have the wrong response. This
means that the lawmaking process will usually give you the
wrong law. The election will usualy give you the wrong
candidate elected. And that’ s more and more the case. Why?
Because, public opinion.

But, what is this public opinion? It is the public opinion,
which has devel oped and accumulated like an avalanche over
the past years. And now, if the nation’s going to survive, it
hasto changeitspublicopinion. Y ou havetointroduceval ues,
which arecontrary towhat isgenerally accepted. If youdon't,
the nation isnot going to survive. If you don’t, the samething
could happen here, as happened in Germany in 1933. That's
the process.

TheHousing Crisis

This produces an interesting problem. The so-called
Baby-Boomer generation, which has accepted this change,
arenow intheir fifties. They are looking forward to comfort.
Most of these comfortsareillusions. | mean, you take a guy,
say in Northern Virginia. A lot of areas of the country have
been despoiled; it's not possible to live in these parts of the
country. | wasjust looking at some of the partsof New Hamp-
shire and Vermont, that | passed through in the past days. |
mean, to call some of these things that people are living in
“hovels,” islikecallingthem“ palaces.” Y ou have peoplewho
areliving in conditions of life which are unbelievable, in the
United States! Y ou can see that, in those who occupy hovels
off the road, in the backwoods of Vermont and New Hamp-
shire, and elsewhere. That' sthe typical situation, throughout
the country, one way or the other.

But then, there’ saworse level: the homelessness. We're
getting people—aquarter of the populationismoving toward
the direction of homelessness, or aready there, now. Ex-
treme poverty.

But, you have a population of the Baby-Boomers, the
ones who are in the upper 20% of income brackets, or in
that ideology, saying, “Oh, no, no! No, no. That could never
happen! That could never happen.” What is typical of this
thing? Y ou see somebody go out of these poor areas, where
therearenolonger any jobs, and they moveinto an areawhere
jobs are available. This means, that in certain parts of the
United States, we have housing booms.

Now, what is the housing? Look at it closely—some of
you, who know something about construction. You put up
something, which qualifies as a potential tarpaper shack,
probably alittle larger than a usua tarpaper shack. How do
you hold the thing together? Y ou wrap it, with shrink-wrap;
it'scalled“insulation.” How doyou makethispieceof shrink-
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wrap garbage look like a house? Well, you take some plastic
exterior, about aone-sixteenth-of-an-inch-thick dab; paint it;
paste it on plastic. Make it look like brick. Make it look like
something else. When you get through with this process
(maybe putting acoupl e of gold-plated faucetsinthe* luxury”
version of this house, huh?), it goes up for a mortgage value
of, say, $400,000 to $600,000.

And, some poor guy, who has moved in from a poor area
of the United States, to get ajob in these areas, probably in
the IT industry, or something like that; and two members of
the family, at least, are working—the house is very seldom
occupied: They're al usualy working on two or three jobs
most of the time, when they’ re not just plain commuting, on
these parking lots, called our superhighways, huh? And this
iswhat’sgoing on! In this country.

Now, the values of these houses, recently, becameridicu-
lous, because people are not really getting by. Despite their
high salaries, so-caled, from IT and so forth; and despite
two members of the family working all kinds of hours, and
commuting all kinds of hours, they really can’t make ends
meet. So, along come some real estate dealers, and along
comes this man who should never be allowed out of hisbath-
tub—that is, Alan Greenspan (he’ d never come clean, other-
wise)—come along, and they start pumping money into the
Fannie Mag/Freddie Mac mortgage operation.

Then, you have rea estate dealers, who are in on the
racket. These real estate dealers then say, “No, the values
of housing in this area have really gone up.” Suddenly, the
bankers call up the mortgagees, the people with mortgages,
and say, “Hey! Y our house has just increased in value. Why
don’t you re-mortgageit?Y ou can get somecash.” So, people
invariouspartsof the country, have been buying their grocer-
ies, fromtheseareas, by“ cashing out,” based on an apprecia
tion inthe nominal value of the mortgages! Nothing actually
happened. Someone said, in the real estate community,
“These properties, here, are now increased in value in this
area” So, the banker in the area, who isin onit, calls up the
people bearing themortgages, and tellsthem, “Well! Y ou can
get some money. If you just refinance your mortgage, you'll
get anincreaseof several thousand dollars,” or whatever, “and
you can put that in your pocket!” And they use that to guy
groceries, and thingslike that.

Now, what happens when it goes the other way? Y ou're
turning homeowners into squatters, if they’re lucky. What
happens if you have a vast collapse of employment in these
areas, which has been oncoming, since about March, or so, or
April of theyear 2002, inthe I T industry?

So, we'rein the process of ageneral collapse of thefinan-
cial system, in which, suddenly everything hits, more or less
at once.

We can survive. | know how to makeit survive. Anybody
who understands Franklin Roosevelt, knows what approach
to take. We can intervene in a collapsed economy; we can
keep it functioning. We can makeit grow again, as Roosevelt
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did. It'll betough going, but we can doit.

All right. But, the Baby-Boomer says, “No.” The Baby-
Boomer says, “| havethings| have cometo believein, values
I’ve come to accept, lifestyles that are important to me. I'm
not going to give them up. And, it's not going to change—
you're going to see! It's not going to change! Look, things
have been going thisway for along time now—it’ s not going
to change! People aren’'t going to change. Y ou're wrong!
You'rewrong! It's not going to change.” Y ou think they’re
slightly hysterical ?| do.

All right. So dotheir children. See, childrenintheuniver-
sity-age eligibility—18 to 25—never really talk to their par-
ents much any more. They consider it awaste of effort. They
won'tlisten. Because, theyoung peopleof that age—andthey
have alot of problems—but, the young people in that age,
recognize that they have been given, by their parents and
others, been given a society with no futuretoit.

All you haveto doistalk to young people. Talk about the
drug problem in society—not theway the Baby-Boomerstalk
about drug problems, but the way these young people talk
about drug problems. It s not somebody passing out drugsin
their neighborhood. That’s not the problem! That is a prob-
lem, but it's not the problem: The problem is, the country
is saturated, and affecting these young people, with a drug-
culture. Whodidit?Well, what about the schoolteachers, who
pushed Ritalin, in schools? Told parents they would have a
penalty, if their “ attention-deficit” child, didn’t get Ritalin, in
a compulsory way. Or, how about some Prozac, which can
turn you into a vegetable, in a couple of years? How about
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“You have people who are
living in conditions of life
which are unbelievable, in
the United States! You can
see that, in those who
occupy hovels off the road,
in the backwoods of
Vermont and New
Hampshire, and
elsawhere.” Left,
construction for the
speculation-driven
“housing boom” in
Northern Virginia; right,
homelessin New York City.

other drugs?How about all thepeople, who aretaking psycho-
tropics, of onekind or another, “to manage their emotions’?

“l don’'t like my wife.”

“Takethedrug, you'll feel good.”

Thisisthekind of story!

But, so, the young people are afflicted, not only them-
selves, but among the people they have concern for, of their
own generation: younger siblings, friends, so forth. The drug
problem is a threat to their lives, in ways that the Baby-
Boomer generation, say from the ' 60s—the Woodstock gen-
eration—would never understand!

But, they seein other ways: They see ano-education sys-
tem, called education. They see a no-future society. There-
fore, these young people are ready to make achange.

Emer gence of the LaRouche Y outh M ovement

Now, as you know, | built up the organizing of a youth
movement. It started in California, and it grew. | was very
careful aboutit; | kept theyouth movement largely away from
my older associates—not people older than | am, but people
who are younger than | am—because | knew they’d make a
messof it, becausethey would try toimposetheir valuesupon
these young people. And, the point was, to find a context in
which these young people would think for themselves, and
work through problemsfor themselves, asif in a“university
onwheels.”

So, it worked. It started in California. We'd have these
sessions, often by telephone, long cadre sessions, other ar-
rangements. And we began to develop a movement. Then, a
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couple of years ago, in the sorting out process, we had a
movement. Itworkedin California, andsol said, “Fine. We'll
replicateit, and builditinthe East Coast, too.” And westarted
to do that.

Now, inthecaseof California, for example: Asyou know,
there was a Recall election out there, organized by bunch of
thugs. And it featured a certifiable thug, a monster called
Arnie Schwarzenegger. He's a monster by profession. If
you’' ve seen hismovies, you know that. We were determined
to defend the state of California against the effects of this
Recall election. Because Arnie was among the people who
stolethemoney in California, and hewas going to comeinto
fix things, after having stolen it. His friends were the big
thieves, who raped the place.

But, the Democratic National Committee was of adiffer-
ent persuasion. They told Gov. Gray Davisnot to really fight.
He could havefought. He' sthe kind of candidate, the kind of
politician who can win afight like that. But, they told him,
don’t take my advice—and he backed off it, from that, though
he was happy to have my support.

So we, with our youth movement especially, we concen-
trated on two areas—Los Angeles County and in the Bay
Area. Now, in Los Angeles County, at thetimewe started the
fight, the polls showed the vote going 60% for Schwarzeneg-
ger and Company, and 40%for Davis. By thetimetheelection
happened, we carried Los Angeles County—not just us, but
our role in there was cruciad—we carried Los Angeles
County, 51% against 49%. We did better in the Bay Area. In

26 Feature

.-"I,_ll'l RI_.r T+ .

L.

AT

iy =
"

JEET
Lo

Dﬁ‘

The LaRouche Youth
Movement in actionin
Philadel phia on Election
Day, Nov. 4. “ The
combination of the youth
movement in the context of
the other forces, meant we
had a relative landslide
victory, in something that
was a cliff-hanger, at that
point.”

every other part of California, generally, the wholething was
adisaster. And Schwarzenegger became elected Governor.

But, nonetheless, we had demonstrated, that where our
youth movement was depl oyed, and engaged with other polit-
ical forces, that the addition of the youth movement to the
combination of the political fight, meant you had a winning
combination, as opposed to what you had otherwise, which
was adisaster.

Onthebasisof what wedidin California, Mayor Street’s
organization in Philadel phia, coming under attack from John
Ashcroft, invited usto help them. So, | said, “yes,” immedi-
ately. We put the forces in there. And, as a result of this
combination, again—of our people, working with their peo-
ple, to make a combination: The combination of the youth
movement in the context of the other forces, meant we had a
relative landslide victory, in something that was a cliff-
hanger, at that point.

What I'millustrating by that is, today, the young people,
of the type represented by my youth movement, are the most
powerful political force, per capita, in the United States.
Why? It hasto do with what | just told you: An older genera-
tion, now in their fifties, generally, has gone through along
cycle of corruption. They’ ve become accomplicesin the de-
struction of themselves and their society. They see no future.
They don’t have any sense of immortality. Their senseis, that
when they go, they go. And, “If Grandmais costing too much
money, because of her health-care problems, she should qui-
etly go away—because it might take our money away, if we
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had to support her, in her sickness.” That’ sthesociety! That's
the Baby-Boomer society! The culture! The characteristic of
the upper 20% of the Baby-Boomer population! Itsindiffer-
enceto life: Thislack of sense of immortality—of the sense
that, “Y eah, we're al going to die. But, let’ s be decent about
it. Let’s die decently. Let’s make our lives meaningful, by
giving something to future generations, and by honoring the
best contributionsfrom past generations, and seeing to it that
they go on, and live on, and benefit future generations to
come.”

The Baby-Boomer generation, especialy thosein thisup-
per 20% bracket, do not have those values. They lost them
somewhere, betweentheMissile Crisisand someother things,
and what’ shappened up to date. They aredominating govern-
ment. However—they are still human. They are still worth
saving. We'retrying to do the best we can in that direction.

The best way to save them, is to have them meet young
peopl e, who represent the generation of peoplewhowould be
their children. These young people typify, for anyone, the
future. We're all going to do die. So, what becomes of us?
What becomes of our having lived, when we die? Can we
hope that we have contributed something, which will live on,
of benefit to future generations? Can we believe that?

Well, how can we believe it? Have we done something
worth continuing? Number one.

Number two: Who is going to carry on? What do you do
then? You're looking at these young people, with al their
problems, their drug problems, all these affli ctions—youl ook
at them: This is your immortality! These young people are
going to have children. Those grandchildren of yours: That's
your immortality! It may not be your personal immortality,
in one sense, but it's an expression of the fact, that you can
commit your life, presently—even under great difficulties—
to the sense that you' re doing something, which will not be
wasted, because there’ s someone coming after you, acouple
of visible generations, which can carry on, and make the
meaning of your life, something for the future of humanity;
that you know something, that you can help transmit to these
young people, something from the past, which is a treasure
from the past, a cultural treasure. Y ou pass it on—and they
will seetoit, that it's preserved for the future. And thus, you
have a sense of immortality. You are openly in connection
withthepast of humanity; you’ rein connectionwiththefuture
of humanity.

This gives you, not a sense of doing something, because
you get a reward; because you get paid; because you get a
benefit. Thisgivesyou asense of amissionin life. We'real
goingtodie. We'reall born, we'reall goingtodie, eventually.
And therefore, what isimportant to us, in our life, considered
from that standpoint? What is important, is adopting a mis-
sion, and using this life we have, as a talent, an asset, we
spend. For what, do we spend a life, that we're using up?
What futurepurposeisserved by our living?What issoimpor-
tant, that we can die with smile on our face, saying, we've

EIR November 28, 2003

defeated death? Because we have contributed something, that
will live on, after us! And that the whole of our life means
something.

See, we' vebecomeasociety, acorrupt society, apleasure-
seeking society, which is looking for rewards; looking for
gratification. “Well, you know, that was years ago. Thisis
yearsdown theline. | gottathink about now—y’know what |
mean, buddy? | gotta think now. My community, now! Huh?
| gottathink about what | feel, now?" * Look, thiswoman just
left me! That’smy problem!” (Maybe shewasright!)

Thisisthe problem—we have gone from a society from
looking at what we get, what we desire in the short term; and
what painwe' retryingto avoid in the short term—that’ sbeen
the way we' ve gone, the way this culture’ sgone.

What you need is a sense of mission, which understands
the essence of human life: We're not animals. We're not
beasts. We can develop ideas, we can make discoveries. No
beast can do that. So therefore, we have the sense of having a
mission in life: That we are going to use our life, and spend
it wisely, for some purpose which is presented to us, as an
opportunity. We' regoing torecognizethat opportunity; we're
going to devote our life, to that opportunity, to fulfilling that
opportunity. And we're going to have a sense of mission,
about what we contribute to the future of humanity.

These young people, by representing that, particularly
when they represent that in the way they approach life, be-
come, in that way, an inspiration to the older generation, by
giving back to the older generation, access to a sense of this
kind of personal immortality in society. This may not deal
with thereligious sense of the matter, but it does complement
it. And, it does define the meaning of citizenship.

Think of the three principles of the Preamble of the Con-
gtitution: the sovereignty of our nation, the sovereignty of
our republic; the general welfare of all of our living; and the
security of our posterity. When we, in our own lives, are
meeting the requirements of that Preamble, and understand
political society, as something which should be ordered ac-
cordingly, andread theintent of the Constitutionthat way, you
understand why this republic, until now, isthe only republic
whose Constitution has survived over the period from 1789
tothe present, intheworld: No other nation, intheworld, has
a Congtitution, which has lived as long as ours. The vitality
of our system of government liesin the principle and purpose
of that Constitution: that we are committed to the sovereignty
of peopl es; that each nation should be sovereign. Wearecom-
mitted to the general welfare, of all people—treating none
likehuman cattle; all arehuman, and their welfareisaconcern
of al of us. We are a'so concerned, about what we leave to
posterity, not just to our present gratification.

Thisistheunderlying moral strength of the United States.
My mission, among all the other things| must do, isto revive
that sense of mission of the United States, in as many people
aspossible.

Thank you.
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Dialogue With LaRouche

Dennis Speed, East Coast coordinator for the LaRouche
campaign, moderated the discussion period, which is ex-
cerpted here.

M oderator: What | want to do at this point, is | want to
have Abdul come up, Abdul Mohammed. What he will do:
He will tell you alittle bit about what has been happening in
the last few days on the campaign trail with LaRouche. And
then, we're going to go right into questions. We'll take the
first four questions from young people, and then we'll open
up thefloor in general. So, Abdul?

Abdul Mohammed: . . .1 am, of course, amember of the
LaRouche Youth Movement. And, the past few days have
been pretty interesting. We've been organizing different
events in Vermont, New Hampshire, for LaRouche’s Presi-
dential campaign. And basically telling the youth that the
victory in Philadelphia, the victory in California, was due to
actualy taking the ideas of Mr. LaRouche and giving people
the sensethat we can changethe U.S. And of coursetheyouth
movement on the East Coast completely bashed Ashcroft in
the Philadel phia election. And that’s one proof of principle
which LaRouche just discussed. So, what | would like to do
at this moment is to take a few questions from the youth in
this audience who have something to ask Mr. LaRouche.

[Voice from the hall: Why don’t you talk about Mid-
dlebury?]

Middlebury? Well it was interesting. The youth Demo-
cratic Club and the Republican Club invited Mr. LaRouche
to Middlebury College, in Vermont. And | believe about a
hundred people showed up. They were only expecting 50.
Mr. LaRouche gave awonderful speech and, you know, de-
spitethe questions, | thought it was an actually good event. A
lot of people walked out who were serious and they wanted
to find out more about L aRouche and the youth movement.

Truth vs. Perception

Q: ... | had aquestion about thisidea of what you were
saying before: the idea of truth as being lost. You find that
most people tend to be obsessed with ideas, interpretations;
and that what was meaningful 500 years ago, based on those
circumstances, it’ sdifferent today. Thisidea of perceptionis
the idea of what makes something what it is. So | just want
you to talk about how do you reach people, to say that there's
more than just arbitrary perceptions; there’ sactually theidea
of truth.

LaRouche: What I’ ve done with the youth movement is
to address, explicitly, that problem among youth. The quality
of education in the universities and secondary schools today
isabysmal. I’ ve had some exposure to it. They have no con-
ception of truth, whatsoever. Asamatter of fact, you areina
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society whichisincreasingly existentialist. And, the existen-
tialist does not believe in truth; the existentialist believesin
personal experience and the emotional reaction to the per-
sonal experience. So, how someone feels about something,
asopposed towhat’ strue, ismoreimportant to theexistential -
ist than what thetruthis.

Now, so therefore, there' s no sense of truth in the preva
lent popular culture of the United States today, as practiced.
What you get then isthis: The problem isthat people think of
sense perceptions astruth. “Did you seeit? Did you smell it?
Did you lick it?” And, of course, obviously, any animal
would, if they could respond, would respond in that way. But
human beings are not animals. And theidea of truth does not
exist among animals; or some politicians| fear; but, anyway.

The question of truth is the question of the difference
between man and the beast. We as human beings, we have
our sense perceptions, but we know, as Plato emphasized,
that our senses are simply part of our living organism. And,
therefore, they only show us the shadow of what happens,
that istheimpact of the world on us, on our senses, our sense
perceptual apparatus, gives us an image of the reaction of
those sense perceptionsto the stimulation.

Now we find things like this, as Kepler did, this Mars
orhit, you know. From the simple standpoint, with precise
measure, it seems that Marsis going along quite nicely in a
kind of elliptical orbit. But then, at a certain point, it loops,
goes backwards, for a short period of time; and that occurs
regularly. And that is one of the great phenomena that you
delight in showing students, when you take them out to intro-
duce them to astronomy; to get them on a time when that
occurs. Or, the best thing that you could do isat least to get a
replication of how that looks, what that looks like when it
did occur.

These paradoxes show you, that the way in which sense
perception suggests that the world operates, is not true. And
therefore, you come up with these paradoxes, like thelooping
of the Marsorbit. Y ou have to discover the principle. Kepler,
from that basis, discovered the principle of universal gravita-
tion. When you discover a universal physical principle and
are ableto verify its efficiency physically—now man’swill,
by utilizing and applying that principlein awillful way, actu-
ally can change the universe. Because you can introduce a
condition into the universe which did not exist except for
man'’s intervention. When man discovers a principle in the
universe which, admittedly, existed before man existed, and
man comes to know that principle and is able to use it to
changethe universein away, especially onewhich is benefi-
cial to mankind—you have changed the universel

That iswhy mankind, if hewere an ape, would never have
exceeded several million individuals on this planet at any
time. We have, reported now, 6 billion living individuals, or
more, on this planet. How did that happen? How do we have
three decimal orders of magnitude greater popul ation of man-
kind than would have been possible for any kind of ape?
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Mars in Its Retrograde Orbit

The puzze of the“ retrograde,” or looping, orbit of Mars puzzled
astronomers for centuries, and was finally solved by Johannes
Kepler. “ That is one of the great phenomena that you delight in
showing students,” said LaRouche, “ when you take them out to
introduce themto astronomy.”

The difference is, man has the ability to make discoveries of
universal physical principles. Man has the ability to apply
theseprinciplesin order to changetheuniverseinaway which
isbeneficial to mankind, or beneficial to some other purpose.
Therefore, that isthedefinition of truth: theability to discover
validatableuniversal principle, and to know how to apply that
principle, once discovered, in a way which is beneficial to
man, that is which improves the conditions on the planet for
man; that is our standard of truth; aphysical standpoint.

There are two levels of truth, however. Oneislooking at
the physical universe from the standpoint of ourselves, asan
individual, as an individual observer, or intervener, in the
universe. There' s another way. Many things that we accom-
plish, most of what we accomplish as people, can not be done
by individuals as individuals; it requires cooperation. It re-
quires setting up structures in society which enable this to
happen, likelong-term capital investment, it’ snot something
done by individuals in isolation; physical investment. So,
therefore, you have to study the way that human behavior is
ableto organizearound physical discoveries, inorder to bring
aresult which is beneficial to mankind.

So now, we discover social principles, including princi-
ples of Classical artistic composition. And thisisthe second
class of principles. And these things we also cal truth—the
function of the Classical drama. For example, take Hamlet.
Everyonehasrecognized, since Ancient Greece, that the prin-
cipleof Classical dramaisnot to present fantasy, but to pres-
ent reality; but, in aspecia way. You find that, for example,
Shakespeare' s plays were all either based on actua history,
like the English historiesfrom Henry 11 to Richard |11, which
pertainsto the emergence of modern England asunder Henry
VII. Then there are legends like Hamlet, Macbeth, Lear, so
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forth, which were popular legends, but which are imbedded
in the culture of some people.

So, you put these things on the stage as history. You al-
ways pick alegend or history which dealswith the leaders of
the society, aswell as othersin the society.

So, now, you are aperson, walking into atheater; you get
up in the balcony, say, of the theater, and you watch this
drama. Now, if it's well done, when the drama opens, you
no longer are looking at the actors as such; visually you are
looking at the actors, but actually, inyour mind, you' reseeing
the action on stage in the imagination. You're seeing it on a
different stage as reality—as Shakespeare describes this in
the Chorus at the beginning of Henry V, in the Chorus part—
in the imagination.

So what happens is, the person who is watching this be-
comes engaged in this drama, and sees the society asin a
tragedy, for example, destroying itself; and how various peo-
ple in the society are acting to destroy themselves and to
destroy the society. And now, thisindividual came from the
street, probably just an ordinary person, who has no sense of
power over society; he doesn’t think, doesn’'t know, what
government is; he’ sthinking about himself and his neighbor-
hood and his friends. But he's up there, say in the balcony,
|ooking at thisintheimagination; heisseeing Haml et enacted.
And he seessomething, asinthe Third Act soliloquy. Hamlet
says this and that, and then he says, however, | dared do
nothing about it. I'm afraid. “When we shuffle off thismortal
cail,” when we die, what happens then? And that makes us
trembleand lose courage. So, therefore, he seesinthe unfold-
ing of this drama, aleader of a nation, Hamlet, faced with a
crisis of the nation, who is unable to stop the crisis, even
unable to stop his own behavior contributing to the crisis,
because of hisfear, on the question of immortality.

But, the fellow, the citizen, sitting in the balcony looking
uponthis, isnow looking at asociety fromthetop. Hisconcern
is, “How could we prevent this? How could we prevent this
soci ety from making thisstupid decision?’ Andthrough pres-
enting history, actua history, and presenting other thingsin
a dramatic way, through great Classical art, we are able to
elevate people from little people into becoming people who
have an overview of society, and see themselves as people
who should be doing something about what happensto soci-
ety; saying, “I’'m not going to be a little person down here
watching my society destroyingitself. 1, asacitizen, angoing
to try to do something, and find a way to intervene to cause
thosewho lead society to stop |eading usto destruction.” And
that, also, becomes the most important kind of truth, the type
we deal with, say in political processes. “How can we in-
tervene?’

Here | am, look. | know that if any of these characters
who are running for President, say, on the Democratic ticket,
my rivals, if any of themwereto become President, the United
States, at present, is doomed, because they are committed to
valueswhichwill fail. And therefore, your questionis, “How
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do we intervene in this situation?’ A nation which is about
doomed—how do we intervene in this process, seeing this
stupidity, this self-destructiveness going on. What do we do,
to try to save this nation, and its people, from the destruction
we see onrushing in the period ahead? That’ struth.

A Commonwealth of Sover eign Nation-States

Q:...I'dliketoask Mr. LaRouche, if he had an opportu-
nity to restructure the United Nations system, what are those
changesthat he could offer?

LaRouche: Wéll, in the history of the United States we
had the work of John Quincy Adams, who summed up alot
of the basics of this problem. As Secretary of State under
James Monroe he took alarger view of his previous experi-
ence as athinker and as adiplomat; because he was Secretary
of State and had the responsibility for the foreign relations of
the United States. So, hewrote thisdraft that President Mon-
roeread out loud. It became known as the Monroe Doctring;
it was hiswork.

Now, Quincy Adams' conception, in thisperiod and later
on, was that the states of the Americas were al under threat
from Europe: on one side, from the British side; the other
side, from the Hapsburg side. What was our policy? And
Adams said, at that point, we do not have presently the
strength, the military strength, to intervene to kick the Haps-
burgs, or the British, out of the Western Hemisphere, but we
are committed to the establishment of sovereign republicsin
thishemisphere. Andwearefor theexclusion of any interven-
ing foreign power from Europe to come in and try to take
over, or re-colonize, or re-control this area. So, therefore, he
definedadoctrinewhich hecalled“ A Community of Principle
Among Sovereign Nation States.”

Now, that’s my doctrine. It has two features to it. One,
simply onthetop: Thesituation now exists, asl know directly
frommy dealing with peoplein Asiaand el sewhere—Russia,
Europe—the situation is such: Today we are prepared under
theright President of the United States, to securethe negotia-
tion of what some people try to call a “multipolar world”
(which I think is a bad term, though | understand the inten-
tion). What we need and what we can establish isasystem of
sovereign nation-states which are individually sovereign, no
super-government, no world government, no super-agen-
cies—but which are united by certain common principles
which we are in the process of working out. So, that’s my
policy.

The other level of thisthing isthe question of why do we
use this concept, rather than the concept, say, of a United
Nations, or super-government, or some agency to arbitrate
nations? I’ m not opposed, at all, to the functions of the Secu-
rity Council. | think it’ svery useful to arbitrate certain threat-
ened near-wars, or similar kinds of conditions. But that does
not solve the problem. The problem isto understand culture.

Why should we have nation-statesin thefirst place? What
do we lose if we don’t have it? Well, the answer liesin lan-
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guage, or isexplained to usin language. Y ou can not under-
stand aculture, of alanguage culture, from adictionary, from
a book on grammar, because the essence of ideas expressed
inlanguageisin theform of irony and metaphor. Now, irony
and metaphor is the double meanings, and triple meanings,
whichlanguages convey, because of the background of usage
of that language by a people. So, therefore, the stories, the
favorite stories, the legends, the history of the people, are
transmitted; so that when something is said, the language is
interpreted from the standpoint of the culture. If | want to
communicate actual ideas among people in aculture, | must
utilize that in that culture. Not use broken language, but in
that culture, in order to convey ideas. If wedon’t convey ideas
tooneanother, wereduce ourselvesto something likeanimals
inacage.

So, therefore, theimportant thing is, even though people,
they come up with the same ideas, if they have a different
culture, they have to know the idea, not simply copy it. They
havetoknow itintermsof the experienceof their own culture.
Therefore, each people must be sovereign in the process of
deliberating on itsideas and principles.

But, there are certain principles, which are known com-
monly to us among governments. Therefore, these principles
should form the basis for a community of principles which
we al agree to support. For example, principles: the idea of
sovereignty, the Preamble of the Constitution. The idea of
genera welfare, again, the Preamble of the Constitution. The
idea of our commitment to posterity, again, in the Constitu-
tion. These aretypical principles of the type, around which a
community of principles can be built among nations, as well
aswithinanation, among the peoplewithin anation, asystem
of government.

And that’s what is needed. My view of the possibility is
optimistic. One of my leading personal purposes has been for
many decades now, to bring that state of affairs about. It's
what | did when | was trying to work with the Non-Aligned
Nations Movement to bring about a resolution on ajust, new
economic order of that type, samething. Y ou want to protect
and strengthen the sovereignty of nations, not dilute or
weaken them. But you want to bring those sovereign nations
together around a process of accepting certain principles on
whichwecan negotiate, weagree, thesearenatural law princi-
ples, and we all ought to respect these things in our dealings
with each other. . . .

Education and Cognition

Q: You talk about education in the United States of
Americaright now. How do you straighten the education of
this country? | mean, we have something called the MCAS
test. What do you think of the MCAS test?

Moderator: Why don’t you elaborate on what you're
referring to.

Q: The MCAS [Massachusetts Comprehensive Assess-
ment System] test, that people have to pass the MCAS to
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know how much, like how to do good in math, history, and
so forth. And you have to pass a certain point average to
graduate from high school. How would he improve people
who can not pass an MCAS test, because they’re not being
taught well? How would LaRouche make a better education
for the people of this country?

L aRouche: Okay, very good; good question. Well, first of
all I don't believein multiple-choice questionnaires. They're
incompetent by nature. Anybody who would issueone, or use
one as atesting standard doesn’t understand education. So, |
would ban multiple-choice questionnaires from the school
system, absolutely. Now, what would | do instead?

What | would do instead, iswhat | do. If I’'m teaching a
course, let’s say at the end of a semester, what am | going to
do for an examination of the people who have been sitting
through, working through, that semester’s program? 1’ m go-
ing to be very, very tricky. | give athree-hour examination,
inwhichyou go into aroom for three hours. Wedon't go out:
Sit there for three hours. | present you with five questions
about subjects you should be able to answer, but we had no
education in beforehand. And, you can choose any three of
the five, you choose to answer. Then, we will study your
answerslater. What I'll be looking for isyour ability to solve
problemswhichyou havenot beenrehearsed in solving. What
I’m testing is—I’m not testing you, as much as I’m testing
theteachers. Me, included.

In other words, have you been given the background to be
ableto solveanunfamiliar problem, which, inmy knowledge,
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A welder-trainee during World
War 11, working on the
construction of the USS George
Washington Carver. “ We put
peopleinto jobs they’ d never seen
before. We challenged themto
adopt skillsthey never had before,
for which they had never been
trained.”

you are really pre-prepared to undertake. And that’s what
any good examination is, in any university, or any secondary
school. Now the point is, the essential thing in education, is
not what you think, but how you are able to think. Because,
you are going to deal with most of your problemsin life, you
will have no education in what to do.

Look, people go out for a job. | want a job, okay? You
go into a plant which produces a product you' ve never seen
before; a production process you've never seen before. Can
you dothat job? That’ sthetest. All right, canyou?If youhave
been devel oped asaperson, to acertainlevel of knowledgein
acertain way, you can go into aplace with an unfamiliar kind
of work and say, “Yes, | think | can do that.” Why? You've
never done it before. Why do you think you can do that?
Because you have been educated and developed in a way,
otherwise, in such a way that you know how to deal with
certain kinds of unfamiliar problemsthat you’ ve never faced
before. You know, you study it, you work it, you sweat it
through.

And that's how we got through World War Il. We put
people into jobs they’d never seen before. We challenged
them to adopt skills they never had before, for which they
had never been trained. But, because they were intelligent
people and because they had a certain background, those
who were skilled in this thing would recognize, “ This person
can probably do this job. Let's give him a chance. Let's
give him atry. If that doesn't work out there, we'll try him
over hereonthisjob.” And that's how we got through; that’s
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how we got the job done.

So, the base of the problem of educationtoday, andyou're
giving the right answers to approve some mass testing pro-
gram, mass education program, is actually aform of destroy-
ing your education. So, | agree totally. We should ban this
kind of education. Itismore costly, yes: to have smaller class-
rooms, to have better trained teachers, and have the kind of
educational classroominwhichthat kind of thing, | described
asatesting, works.

All right, but it’s worth it. Because these, the people we
areeducating, arethe peopleonwhichthefutureof our society
depends. It’'s worth everything to get the job done right. So,
what we need essentially, isanew educational policy, which
means more teachers. It means a much higher standard of
teacher education. It means smaller classrooms. It means
more preparation time for each of the teachers. Go back to
more preparation time. Where you know, ateacher has, say,
eight hours a day, the teacher has actually four hours or five
hours, at most, classroom time; three hoursin terms of other
work. The teachers are sent and given sabbaticals to go off
and get additional education, or go into new places and try a
new country, eh, for a short period of time, to get a broader
experience.

We used to do things like that. And the best schools all
did that kind of thing. So | simply say, let’sgo back towhat |
described. Now, what | said isnot unfamiliar to older genera-
tions: theideain an advanced, a good high school education,
or a good university education, to give a student, at the end
of a semester, a three-hour examination, with let’s say, five
questions of which the student can choose three. And these
would all involve things the student was not actually trained
in, inthat course, but which the student should be ableto take
on. And you don'’t gradethe student for theright answer. Y ou
grade the student on the basis of the student’ s ahility to come
up with acredible approach to solving the problem. If he'son
the right track, he won.

‘Borking’ or theRuleof Law?

Q:...I'dliketoask Mr. LaRoucheto consider aquestion
that was proposed by a judge, Robert Borke, in his book,
Coercing Virtue, where he saysthat thereisno rule of law or
Congtitution in America; there' sonly therule of judges. And
that they rule by their own opinions without constraint by
the law.

LaRouche: [laughing] You know, you had a fellow in
Scotland—it’s a famous story written by Robert Louis Ste-
phenson; it' sastory based on atrue account. It was called the
Resurrection Man, or, The Body Shatchers. And these two
guys were robbing graves to get bodies to sell to medical
schools for education. And in rea life the one was called
Burke, and the other was called Hare. And, being short of
bodies, they manufactured a few from living people. They
had a special method of killing people so as to leave few
marks. One was, they’d cover the victim’s mouth, sit on his
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chest to makeit difficult to breathe, and actually cause suffo-
cation or heart attack by that method. And the method was
caled “burking.” And what you have described is caled
“borking.” Twothings; oneisdoneintellectually and theother
is done otherwise.

No, thisguy—thereisaprincipleof law. Thisisoneof my
big gripes about the selection of Federal judges, particularly
whenit comesup, inthe Congress, inthe Senate. It’ sjust that:
They check them on what their sex lifeislike, or some other
foolish thing, and they come up with alist of things, that we
saw with this process. They don’t go at the question: do they
understand what the principle of law is? Thereisaprinciple
of law and the danger is these guys actually are fascists, by
Borke. . ..

Look, you can get thisin Thrasymachusin Plato’ s Repub-
lic: the idea, it's the power to make law, is autonomous. It's
exerting power. Our conception of law istruth. That concep-
tion of law is natural law. We are not—I| mean some people
try to sell British common law in the United States. The
United Statesis not based on common law. It’s not our tradi-
tion. We sometimes took into account common law. But,
startingin Massachusetts, in particular, wherethejury system
sort of startedit, in Massachusetts, thegrand jury system, was
the idea that the jurors could define what was presented to
them, what they considered to be the law of the land, the fact
of the matter.

So, yes, thereis a process of law, of judgment, a process
by juries, aprocess by judges, but they have to be constrained
to some principle that they are serving. The principle in our
law issupposed to bethe sovereignty of thenation; thegeneral
welfare of al the people, a principle of equity in respect of
general welfare; and the notion of posterity and the principle
of equity in respect to posterity. We have to consider the
society asawhole. We also haveto consider theindividual in
the society: Isthe individual getting equitable treatment, in
service of the benefits to the society asawhole?

Q: [inaudible]

LaRouche: Oh! Our courts are monstrously corrupt! We
have a number of honest judges, well-meaning judges. But
we also have five characters, right-wing characters, on the
Supreme Court whose conceptions of law are very close—
like Scalia stheworst of them—very closetothe conceptions
of the Nazi judges. There's no redl difference between them
in principle of law. These guys are virtual Nazis. Y ou have
four weak, well-meaning, fellows on the Supreme Court. |
would propose to change the Supreme Court composition as
soon as possible.

Getting People To Care About Truth

Q: ... I have a question on truth. | talk a lot with my
family, my friends about truth. To help them see this, | read
St. Nicholas of Cusa, you, you know, many of these other
things. It’ shard to get themto see, to careabout this, truth; and
how to get them to seetheimportance of it. | waswondering if
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you could help meonit?

LaRouche: Sure. | think you do know something about
italready fromjust what you saidjust now. For example, when
you' re organizing, what do you do? An optimal organizingis
not just one-on-one. An optimal organizing involves agroup
of people. And what happensis you create a dialogue. And
I’ve recommended, for example, the idea of having 15 to 25
people in discussion groups on dialogue. Then when you're
going out on the street and organizing, it'sto carry forth this
ideaof dialogue on the street. Because somebody says some-
thing; the guy passing by reacts, stops and reacts. Then an-
other one with you, realizes what the second guy has said.
And he has an insight into what’s wrong with his thinking,
what’ s wrong with his argument. Or may often see, the guy
didn’t really mean what he said. He didn’t believe, himself,
what he said. So, then you get into a process of dialogue and
you’ retrying to get down to the point where you sort of begin
to trust each other, the peoplein the dialogue. And you start
to bat it back and forth, in a critical way, like a Socratic
dialogue. And you get into an approximation of truth. Then
you can come back, and you get back to the hard question of
truth, which istypified by this Gauss Fundamental Theorem
proposition. At somepoint you haveto get avery clear idea—
you say, “All right, now we know that some things are more
truthful than others. We've had a discussion, the 5 of us, the
6 of us, the 12 of us, we've had a discussion. We now have a
sense of what isrelatively truthful.” But, what isthetruth, as
opposed to, what is more truthful or lessuntruthful than what
we started with.

And, thenyou haveto have asort of an absolutecriterion.
And the absolute criterion is simply that the difference be-
tween man, between the imagination—the real imagination,
that is, as Kepler's imagination, to recognize a principle of
gravitation you can’t see or touch as such, but you can control
it. You can useit. Therefore, that isan absolute. So, therefore
you have these ideas, the idea of the absolute truth—that is
the nature of man, is the absolute truth. That we have the
power, despite our ignorance, to discover principles of the
universewhich aretrue. And we can usethesein useful ways
to help mankind. That’ sthe principle of truth.

Therefore, when you look at the other guy, on the street,
you say, “ Do you admit the country hasaproblem?’ He says,
“No, the country’s fine. It's going great.” “ Oh, so you must
love the unemployment then, that is spreading around here.
Y ou must love the fact that the factory down the street just
closed down. You must like the fact that the hedlth care is
being cut, that people are dying because of the cutsin health
care.”

So, you can get a relative truth, in a sense that truth is
important. But, it always comes back to the social principle.
What isgood for society? Or, what isjusticefor someindivid-
ual? It's a relative truth, which should spark or whet your
appetite for amore absol ute definition of truth, which iswhy
| introduce this idea of using the Gauss 1799 paper, to get
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a sense of what do we mean by truth. What do we mean,
“absolutely true” ?1nthe sensethat thereis any absolute qual -
ity of truth.

And that’ s the only way to approach it. It's a socia pro-
cess. And, people should become happy, as in the sense of
working through a Socratic dialogue. Happy in the sense that
all the mish-mash and uncertainty and corruption that you
deal with, al the meaningless babble that goes on among
people, that you read in the pressand so forth, to sit down and
be comfortable because you are discussing with people, one
another, honestly, in the search for what is meaningful. And
then, out of this sense of what is meaningful, then you say,
“What dowereally mean by truth?” And so, it’ sarelationship
between asocial process of dealing with social situations, and
then coming back: “Now what is the scientific truth?’ And,
that’ sthe difference that distinguishesthe true scientist. Peo-
ple who have made great discoveries in physical science,
often spend much of their life working out one discovery of
great importance. They did that because they had asense of a
search for an absolute notion of truth, at least relatively abso-
lute, to that question.

And, we approximatethat in life with alot of peoplewho
try simply to sort things out, shall we say, and be honest with
oneanother, looking at thingsfrom ahuman standpoint. What
isman?What’ simportant about human beings, people? How
shall we care about society? Why should we care about this
guy over here? Why should we care about this question?

So, it'saprocess. It' snot asimplething. To me, it'svery
clear. Well, I’'m an older geezer. I’ ve been around and doing
this, practicingthisfor alongtime; it’ srelatively easy for me.
But for you younger guys, the experience of getting there—
for older guys, the experience of having nearly gotten there,
is good—but for you younger guys, the process of getting
there isthe excitement.

ThePrison Industry

Q: ...What do you propose to do with the American
prison industry, that is continuously growing, unfortunately,
every year?

LaRouche: Doesn't it make you think we're creating a
slave society? L et’ stake the case—of course, you'vegot dis-
crimination. The most acute discrimination | know of, is
against so-called African-American males under 35. Then
you have something similar, among peoplewho are so-called
Hispanic-American males; who areal so getting thesamekind
of treatment. So, what we are doing is, we are in a sense,
grinding up an essential part of our labor force. Do people
realize, how many people, of the so-called category African-
American, have lost everything? Their voting rights, and so
forth, asaresult of this process? Do you know what the rates
of conviction and incarceration are, which are based on these
kinds of discriminations, of so-called African-Americans,
Hispanic-Americans, the highest rates of discrimination? Do
yourealizewhat percentile of thecommunity and their family
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Prison labor assembles office furniturein Virginia. “ The criminal
justice system has become a crime. Look, the prisons no longer
believein rehabilitation.”

members are hit by this crap?

Now, the criminal justice system has become a crime.
Look, the prisons no longer believe in rehabilitation. Now,
whenyou get young offenders, so called. First of al theguide-
lines should be repeal ed—the Federal guidelines on sentenc-
ing—should be totally repedled. It's a straight, crazy, idea.
Throw it back to the judges, as imperfect as the judges may
be. Wehavealegal processand with good lawyersand alegal
process we can fight it from court to court and fight for some
kind of justice. But the guidelines are wrong.

A guy isayoung guy, 16, 17, 18. He is classified as an
offender; sent into some kind of an ingtitution. He' s sent in
for along time. He's worked over. The conditions in these
prisonsare evil. It'sevil! Dumb guards brutalizing prisoners
they're afraid of, and trying to control by various methods.
No process of development. What about the family? Many
of these young guys are married, they have children. We're
creating asituation of reproducing criminality, because of the
effect of incarceration of amaleonthechild of that family. We
are breaking up thefamilies. We aredenying peopl e accessto
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decent employment, because of these conditions.

Y ou know, when somebody commits a crime, which is
not, shall we say, amajor felony; they get slapped once, that
should be a lesson to them. And, no more than that should
happen. They should be able to progresstoward arecognized
form of rehabilitation as rapidly as possible. They should be
ableto put their livestogether again whilethey arestill young.
And, keeping themin prison constantly isnot worth anything,
and it’ sdestructive. It must stop!

Y ou want to find criminals? We can find them among the
upper reaches of the Democratic and Republican Party, if you
really look.

Flaws of the American Revolutionaries

Q: ... | have afew comments upon your views of the
American Revolution. You tend to have a more Gordon
Wood-type of view of the American Revolution and the pre-
revolutionary utopia. | was wondering, you tend to comment
alot about John Quincy Adams; alot about Thomas Jefferson,
Benjamin Franklin; but you don't take into consideration
what they didn’t do for themselves, for the American Revolu-
tion. For instance, the principle, the perspective principle of
the American Constitution and the Declaration of Indepen-
dence, was to free people. Yet, people were still endaved,
afterward. For instance, slaves, indentured servants, Indians
were being pushed off their land, etc. Women were still un-
der—they were still kept in their homes, kept from voting
rights and stuff like that.

I’'m wondering why you don't take that into consider-
ation?

LaRouche: Okay. Well, thisisaquestion of history. What
was the condition of life, of mankind, throughout the known
history of this planet, prior to the American Revolution? Or
prior to the 15th Century? Human society has been, histori-
caly, inal cultures, in all cultures, in al ancient, medieval
cultures, similar types, has been afew people treating other
people as human cattle. This has been two kinds of cattle:
cattle you hunt down and kill, or cattle you enslave in some
way or another. For exampl e, atypical caseof what isatypical
person in society, even today, under these present conditions;
the present neo-liberal, freetrade, image. The average person
istreated kindly, as a cow istreated kindly by afarmer. The
cowisallowedtogointothefieldwhereit canenjoy munching
on grain or grass. It's allowed to go into the barn, whereit is
milked. It isallowed to enjoy the services of abull. And, if it
isfound that the progeny of the bull have weak feet, that bull
issent totheslaughter house, quickly. And hispleasurecomes
to an end, eh. The cow gets a little bit old, doesn’t give as
much milk; well, you know what you do.

All right, so therefore, this is a philosophy of, shall we
say, Quesnay, Francois Quesnay. This is the philosophy of
Adam Smith. So what happened: The American Revolution
was a breakthrough, as before that the 15th-Century Renais-
sance was a breakthrough. The condition of humanity in so-
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caled traditional society was unspeakable. People were
treated as cattle.

In the United States, from the beginning, from theincep-
tion of the United States, we were engaged in a fight. The
fight was the process of trying to get the people of the United
States, and others, to elevate themselvesin their appreciation
of humanity. And this processworked here. It’s our strength;
our commitment to the idea of sovereignty, general welfare,
and posterity.

Now we were under European influence, under the influ-
ence of the British. They tried to destroy us, until 1863; they
beganto give up after Gettysburg, and saw they weren’t going
to destroy us. Other nations of the planet tried to destroy us:
the Hapsburgs, the Austrians, the Spanish, the others, tried to
destroy us; we survived. They corrupted us; we survived.

So, the United Statesisnot autopia. It never wasautopia.
| would never present it as autopia. To me, the United States
isaprocess; aprocessof uplifting humanity. A processwhose
intentionwas, asL af ayetteexpressedit, tofoundin thisnation
a republic which would be a beacon of hope and temple of
liberty for all mankind. The purpose of the existence of this
republic, which was created largely by leading Europeans,
who committed themselves to support Franklin, particularly,
in this process, wasto establish in North Americaarepublic
which would be amodel and an inspiration for other parts of
theworld; to achieve the samething. And, to build acommu-
nity of nations which would take humanity finaly, at last,
toward the objectiveswhich arespecifiedimplicitly in Plato’s
dialogues; toward a system of sovereign nation-states in
which the rights of the individual are generated, not arbi-
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An Alabama slave plantation
before the Civil War. Asked
about the fact that, after the
Declaration of Independence
and the Constitution promised
freedom and equality to all
Americans, such injustices
persisted, LaRouchereplied,
“ The United Statesisnot a
utopia. It never was a utopia.
| would never present it asa
utopia. To me, the United
Satesisa process; a process
of uplifting humanity.”

trated, but generated by aprocess of human development.

Andthat’ swhat we are. Weare not autopia. L ook, today:
Look at any part of our history. But, look at the history of any
country. Look at the virtual slavery practiced by China, in
order to maintain an income from the United States, for the
future of China. But, a certain section of the Chinese popula-
tion lives under horrible conditions, with very poor wages.
They are exploited, as ailmost like cattle. The Chinese will
rationalize it and say, “Yes, this person is suffering. That’s
their destiny.” But, it's not wasted. Because their sacrifice,
their sacrifice, asinwar, is considered a contribution toward
anation’ sdevelopment anditspeople, whichwill leadtogreat
benefit in the future.

For example, the morality of the Chinese government to-
day, or the best leadersin it, as|’ve discussed this with some
of them, and they agree: Chinathinksin two generations, not
one. Generation number one, is to develop the infrastructure
of the interior of China, to free China from slavery to the
coast, and from poverty; to devel op new cities, transportation
cities, vast water projects, power projects and so forth, and
transform the poor land of theinland areaand even the desert
areas of Turkestan area and so forth, to transform thisinto a
living space for amore advanced condition of life of the Chi-
nese peoplein general. They see correctly, that it would take
a generation of capital improvements to make thiskind of a
state of affairspossible. And that it would be asecond genera-
tion beforeit’ srealized.

Sooverall, thepolicy of Chinatoday, inthisterm, isposi-
tive. They are thinking about sovereignty, culture. They're
thinking about general welfare in relative terms. They're
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thinking about posterity, aboveall. Welook at the cheap |abor
that Chinais using to get income from the United States, by
producing what we used to produce for ourselves—we don’t
produce it anymore. The Chinese went to an American firm,
market firm, which opened upin China, and the Chinesewere
very angry. All they could buy in that firm was American
goods, which were made of cheap labor production in China.
And, they were very unhappy with the place. They wanted
some better goods, which we weren’t supplying them.

So, that’ sthe process. Y ou havetolook at thisasaprocess
to define anation, aprocess of devel opment: where we come
from, where are we going? And this has been a great nation.
Andmy objectiveis, if | am President, it will beagreat nation.
| can assure you: I'm a very gentle person, but | am a very
resolute one.

Q: [followup] I'm a Native Americans major, so | think
you have some good points, but I think the prospect for au-
thentic democracy already had survived so long; and espe-
cialy, during the Native Americans, the Iroquois tribes—the
Iroquois Confederacy, which survived so long—Benjamin
Franklin actually stole the ideas; didn’t get them right. Karl
Marx stole the ideas. John Geoffrey Sothe [phonetic] stole
theideas, but they didn’t get them right. And | think there’ sa
reason why they didn’t get them right. And thereason, isthat,
the intention was not to free these people. That the intention
was to keep people exploited, for the profit and benefit of
others, and | guess, the prospect for authentic democracy did
survive for so long, | suppose that thereis an alternative rea-
son, then.

The Case of the Soviet Union

LaRouche: | got you. | got you.

WEell, see the Soviet system is agood one, but not agood
one. The problem is, the Soviets, because of the influence on
Karl Marx, of various things—and Engelsin particular—the
Soviets never understood, nor the Marxists ever understood,
the nature of man.

Now, the point was—Ilook at it: How did the Soviet Union
come into existence? See, questions like this, you really re-
quire historical examples to understand them. How did the
Soviet Union come into existence? Well, it started with the
King of England. The King of England, Edward V11, made a
plan for awar, for the purpose of mutual destruction of the
nations of continental Europe. He died beforethewar started,
but thewar started, and became World War |. And, inthis, he
managed to orchestrate awar among France, among Austro-
Hungary, Germany, Russia, soforth and so on; and the British
wereinvolved.

Inthisprocess, you had thisfellow called Lenin, whowas
sitting off there in Switzerland, and saying that if the war
occurs, then the result will be: The Tsar will be overthrown,
but no existing political party in Russia, whichtried to replace
the Tsarist regimewould do anything but fail. Why?Hisargu-
ment was, essentially, that these governments would, first of
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all, refuse to get out of the war; they would stay in the war.
Secondly, they would not deal with the internal crisis of the
people of Russia. Therefore, all the other parties did fail,
very quickly—including the Bolshevik Party. And hetook an
institution, which had not existed prior to the overthrow of the
Tsar—theso-called soviets, it wasavol untary organi zation of
soldiers and others—and he made that the government. So,
you had the soviet, which was operating largely under the
influence of these Marxist ideas about the nature of man, and
so forth.

And therefore, you would have, in looking back at the
Soviet Union today, as I’ ve seen it: You would find Soviet
science, the military science, was excellent. The achieve-
ments of science were excellent, because this was the work
of intellectuals. But, the problem of the Soviet state: It was
anti-intellectual. And therefore, when it cameto the ordinary
production, whichwasnot military and did not haveamilitary
objective, you had the old same-same thing going on, al
along. So, you had corruption and decadence.

The point is, that humanity functions, human relations
function, not on the basis of treating man and fellow man as
ananimal, but, treating man asaperson of ideas, of developing
ideas. The conception of society, isto produce an intelligent-
sia. Under Marxist law, or Marxist principles, theintelligent-
siawere bad. Therefore, you needed them, like cowsto milk.
The average working personin Russiawas more highly paid,
than top scientists, with very few exceptions. They put scien-
tists in prisons, called gulags, explicitly for the purpose of
sgueezing science out of them, by oppressive methods. It
worked, to some degree!

So, the problem in Russia was—Ilook at the question:
What was wrong? What was wrong in the dynamic, even
though certai n aspectsof thecriticism of society, by theMarx-
istswas correct; Lenin’s criticism was correct, of the Tsarist
regime, and thevariousliberal parties. But: They didn't have
a positive conception of man, because they defined man, as
Engels defined man, as being merely an ape that had learned
to useitsthumb. That’ s the problem.

So, when a society proceeds from the wrong conception
of man, and tries to say, “Let’s order things equitably and
justly among people,” that doesn’t work. What' s your defini-
tion of man?What isthe requirement of theindividua human
being, asan individual human being? What is the function of
a human being, that distinguishes him, from an ape? And,
that’ s where most societies have failed. They back off, from
the fact that the human being has a mind, essentialy. And,
it' sthe development of that mind, and the use and promotion
of that development of that mind, that individua’s immortal
contributionto society, that isthetrue definition of life of that
person. And a society which is not dedicated to the mission
of life, of the individual members of that society, will fail.
And will lead to abuses of the type you describe.

So, the problem does not lie in the formalities of it. The
problem liesin the content.
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Catastrophein Iraq

Q: How are you doing Lyn? | heard you say, you're an
“old geezer.” | asked you a question, onetime, probably it's
almost 20yearsago, whenyouwereonthe”Larry KingLive,”
and | asked you how you were doing, and you said, “Pretty
good, for anold geezer.” Y ou’ redoing pretty good for amuch
ol der geezer, now, too! I'm happy to seeyou still so mentally
and physically well.

But, at any rate, I'd like to ask some specific questions,
concerning how do we extract ourselves, and solve immedi-
ately, the problem of Iragq? And | know that’s probably going
to touch upon Palestine, aswell, but—specifically: What ad-
viceareyou givingimmediately, for theBush Administration,
or the future LaRouche Administration?

LaRouche: Well, first of al, | wouldn’t have much of a
problem at all, because people in the Arab world and else-
where know me pretty well. And | can deal with many of
these countries, where no other candidatein the United States
could, because | have apersonal standing, in these countries,
where they respect my honor.

All right. Now, first of all—we gottaget out! Period. Out!

How do we do that? Simply: If the United States would
have sense, right now—if | could goto Bush, and stand beside
him, and say, “Here' swhat you’' regoingtodo, Mr. President,”
| could doit. We could solveit. Not nicely; it'sgoing to be a
mess. But, we can solve it. We're going to get the United
States out, because the United States haslost credibility with
thelragi people. Therefore, you can not stay in there, without
being shot. They're getting out. Now. Not next Summer:
Now!

And secondly, we' regoing to goto our friendsin Europe,
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American soldiersin Iraq:
tired of bleeding and dying for
Dick Cheney' swar. Said
LaRouche, “ We could solveit.
Not nicely; it'sgoing to bea
mess. But, we can solveit.
We're going to get the United
States out, because the United
Sateshaslost credibility with
the Iragi people. Therefore,
you can not stay in there,
without being shot. They're
getting out. Now. Not next
Summer: Now!”

whom we slapped in the face earlier this year in the United
Nations Security Council, and others. And we' regoingto say,
“Okay. Wewant you to take your part in this. We' re going to
discusswith you, how we' re going to manage the reconstruc-
tionof Irag, withtheIragi people.” Andthefirst thing | would
say: Rehire the Iragi army. Not just to be an army, but, to
rebuild their own country. And we have to mobilize the re-
sourcesto rebuild the country.

Y ou know, go back to the principle, which used to be the
principle of European civilization: the Treaty of Westphalia.
The so-called “ Advantage of the Other.” Theway towin, not
war, but to win peace, isto think about, not what we could get
out of the other fellow, in the negotiation, but what we can
give to them that will be valuable to them. And that works
both ways: If we decide—. If | were President, it would be
easy. They would accept it. A lot of people would accept it.
A lot of neighbors of Iraq would accept it. Most countries
would accept it. Chinawould accept it; Russiawould accept
it; Indiawould accept it; the Arab world would accept it, in
general; most nations in Europe would accept it. If | were
President right now, | could give the ordersright now!—and
we could havethe conference, and we could be out of there—
in quick order. The war would be over, and the rebuilding
would begin.

It'sthat ssimple. The problem is, the philosophy iswrong.
“We've got to prove ourselves. We've got to tick to it.”

And, the problem isaso Cheney! The problem, here, it's
a practical matter, one step beyond what you' re saying: Go
behindthat. Why isn’ t that being done?Why isn’t Bush saying
tome—Bush knowsit (or, hedoesn’ t know it, but hisadvisors
know it)—they know what my influence is in the world, on
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these issues. You can read it in the press from all over the
world. Y oucangetitfromleading diplomats, leading political
figures, al over the world, what their attitude is toward me!
So, somebody simply reports that to the relevant people in
Washington, and, if they had any brains, they’ d be coming to
me, and saying, “We want you standing beside the President,
in a White House press conference, which is making certain
announcements, about a discussion. Thisisa private discus-
sion, recommending thefollowing.” And the President would
say, “I think that’ sinteresting. | think weought tolook at that.”

And, it would happen! The problem is, why isn't it hap-
pening? Asyou posed the hypothetical question. How canwe
makeit real? Theproblemis, we have animpediment. What's
the name of the impediment? Cheney! Because Cheney and
the neo-cons don’t want the peace! They want the hell! They
want to spread thehell! They want thelrag situationtobecome
worse! Paul Bremer, who's no good, but he's stuck in there,
withtheresponsibility for thething, isnow signing onto CIA
director Tenet’s report on the area. He's pleading, “Get me
outta here! Get us outta here! Let’s change the policy!” Be-
cause he doesn’t want to be stuck with the blame for the
operation that he' s been put on.

But Cheney and the neo-consarefor the extension of war
to other countries, now! As| said earlier today: Preventive
nuclear war. If we can eliminate that factor, then the door
would open up for the kind of things, which are no longer
hypothetical. And, that’ swhat my problemis.

The problem islargely in the Democratic Party, because
if the Democratic Party would not act like a bunch of jack-
asses—or bad jackasses—we would have put enough pres-
sure, as Democrats, on the process: We could turn the situa-
tionaround. . . .

Breaking Through the M edia Black out

Q: ... | want to commend you, Mr. LaRouche, in bring-
ing into your campaign the CCC camps, that Franklin Roose-
velt introduced during the 1930s. | personally knew afellow
who dropped out of school, who was in those CCC camps.
He travelled to over 40 states, cleaning up the environment,
building bridges; became a World War Il veteran hero. He
was one of my mentors in a bowling league. And, he was
alwaysthinking. Alwaysasking questions. “ Areyou mechan-
ically inclined?’ “ Areyou thinking about the future?” Where
otherswerejust saying, “1’mjust here at the bowling league,
just having agood time,” and get drunk afterwards.

But, that’ swhat you do for us: Y ou alow ustothink. And
asaBaby-Boomer, | wasagainst the Baby-Boomers, growing
up, because my dad was born in 1909. At age 50, he was
playing ball with us. He was able to articulate—always en-
couraging us, not to be discouraged. | must commend you.
Over all these years, with all the degradation, all the embar-
rassment of the youth we had to endure, from the corruption;
from the mass media; from the liberal establishment, on the
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left, and the liberal establishment on the right, who doesn’t
care about any of us: Y ou have stood the weather of time.

L aRouche: Thank you.

Q: And, number two, ishow can we do—?Y ou know, in
my imagination is—I would like to have an intervention, on
the networks [in stentorian broadcaster voice], “We are now
here, to giveyou an emergency broadcast report: TheLyndon
LaRouchemovement isnow about to make an announcement
to save your soul, this nation, and the future of this country.”
How can we intervene, somehow, for 30 minutes, from net-
works dominating the blah-blah that we continue to hear?
Thank you.

LaRouche: Well, there’ sreally one question there, but it
is pertinent to the whole event here, today. And that is, the
way I’'mdoingthispolicy of travelling for the campaign, what
I’'m doing is, conducting events. . . . Theway I’m doing this,
is, as much as possible, I'm trying to get a series of video
events, with the following thought. There was some prob-
lem—it may be resolved, | don’t know—some problem up
there in Vermont, at Middlebury; the president was under
pressure from the alumni, who did not wish to have the video
of [LaRouche's speech there] released without his per-
mission.

But, otherwise, what we're doing is, in going in each of
these events. My view is, an event location such as this one,
isapinpoint. It's a pinpoint on the geometry and geography
of history. By capturing these on video, and putting these
videoson thewebsite, wherethey can bedrawn, you havethe
following effect:

First of al, the younger generation, which isthe driving
force of any effective campaign, now, especially people in
theyouth movement generation, or slightly older, they’ revery
much oriented to the large-scal e use of the Internet. Y ou find
that the mass media, the mass television media, and other
media, are less. People’'s socia behavior has changed, in
terms of meetings, and so forth. So, they rely more and more
on this convenience of the electronic mass media—that is,
the Internet part of it.

So therefore, | consider that my responsibility isto im-
proveand build up thewebsite of the campaign, so that people
can draw upon the full video of the event in each case; not to
tell youwhat theaudienceisdoing, and soforth, but toactually
show what my policiesare, in different placesin the country,
todifferent kindsof audiences. Because, themessageisessen-
tially the same; the audiences are different; the circumstances
are different; new developments have occurred and have to
be reported on.

But thus, when you play back—say, do an event in Bos-
ton: you play it back on video, through the Internet, through
the website. Now, what you’ve done is, you've done two
things: Y ou’ ve made a presentation to an audiencein Boston,
an action in Boston. Now, you are now playing back the na-
tional andinternational circulation, of thereport of that event,
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Middlebury College alumnus Felix Rohatyn typifies the Anglo-Dutch liberal banking establishment—the enemies of the American system,
and the personal enemies of LaRouche. Right: LaRouche during hisvisit to Middlebury on Nov. 14.

back to the location where it occurred—as well as to other
locations. You're also giving the population in general, a
sense of theredlity of theissues: to judge the consistency and
differences and problems that arise, in the course of the
campaign.

We have a very large population in the United States,
which hasto bereached. Physically, you can not, in aprocess
of one year or so, you can not reach, directly, most of the
people of the United States—who are the people who any
President of the United States must represent. So therefore,
there' satechnical problem, of how doyou get to thesepeople.
Now, | invented, the so-called “infomercial,” as you know,
especially back in the 1980s: | had more half-hour television
broadcasts, on national TV, than all other candidates put to-
gether. And, that did shake up, and shake the operations, so
they decided to kill me, as the best way of stopping those
television broadcasts!

But, today, sincethen, there’ sbeen acultural change: The
mass mediano longer hastheinfluence over the popul ation—
theelectronic massmedia—that it had 20 yearsago. It’ sgone!
Thisis not CBS in the 1950s. Or the 1960s, or the 1970s.
That’ sgone. Most of the stuff isjunk. Peoplearerelying more
upon local media, local newspapers, talk shows, things like
that. Local radio. Or, on the Internet: The younger people are
relying largely on the Internet.

So therefore, my point is, is to put the material, of the
actuality of what we' redoing inthecampaign, onthelnternet,
on the website, to reach probably the broadest audience, of
the most important section of the national audience, whichis
young people. People under 35, under 30, especially under
25. Thisisthe most important section of the population, for
reasons | stated here, today, and, as I’ ve stated before. It is
young people, like those in the youth movement, who have
demonstrated—asin California, asinthe casein Philadel phia,
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and so forth—they are the most effective people, per capita,
in the political processin the United Statestoday.

If theyoung people, thoseyoung people, get the message,
follow the campaign, seethemselvesreflectedinwhat | doin
variousareas. They areoneswho will dothe massorganizing,
among the majority of the population, and that's my best
chanceonreaching thelargest possible part of our population.

And that’ swhat I’'m doing!

So, we' re going for achange of technology. Thisisit.

TheDisease of Anglo-Dutch Liberalism

Q: I havemoreof abrief statement, and you can comment
onit: | seethat we'rein astate of war in this country. We're
under siege. We've been the victims of unrelenting assault,
which has been going on for the last 25 years or so. And the
people who are waging this war against us, are the corpora-
tions, the paliticians, the bankers, and Wall Street. | see a
massive divestment, that’s been going on, and it's been ac-
complished by anumber of means, and anumber of methods,
and began during the Reagan Administration, that’ s been the
exportation of jobs, continuous defense spending, deficit
spending, where the last ten yearswe' ve averaged $300-plus
billion ayear in interest—which is not purchasing anything,
but it's just enriching the pockets of the debt-holders. I’'ve
seen the savings and loans scandal. I’ ve seen the recent tax
cuts, that are enriching the corporations and therich. They're
not paying their fair share. | see the recent scandals on Wall
Street, and the corporate scandals, which is another method
of divesting and extracting a massive amount of wealth in
this country.

Now, | see our jobs going off to China. The majority of
the clothesthat I’ m wearing here—and I’ d venture to say that
the majority of other peoplein this room—are products that
are made in China. But, these are not Chinese brand-name
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products; these are American brand-name products; but
they're being made in China, for pennies on the dollar—25
cents an hour—and they’re being sold for exorbitant prices
back here.

Can you comment on any of that? | think awar is being
waged against us, and we need to fight back more aggres-
sively, to do something about it.

LaRouche: First of all, yes, that’'s all true. The question
is, how do we approach it?

WEell, the issue is, what? The issue is the spread of the
Anglo-Dutch Liberal parliamentary system, and its effects
internationally. What is the system? During along period of
time, from about the time prior to the Norman Conquest of
England, up until latein the 17th Century, Europe was domi-
nated by analliancebetweentheV enetianfinancier oligarchy,
and the Norman chivalry, and its outgrowth. This was a
tyranny.

Now, what happened was, because of the defeat of the
attempt to have a reform in France, as proposed by Bailly
and L afayette—a constitutional reform of the monarchy; and
because of the French Revol ution, Europe never did what we
did in the United States. They never formed atrue republic.
Never! They weren't able to. So, what happened as a result
of all these wars and so forth: A system devel oped to super-
sede the Venetian model of control of society, by afinancier
oligarchy, likethe Venetian oligarchy.

The result was, that this move from Venice, as Venice
declined in influence, to the Dutch and English shores, espe-
cialy through the Dutch East India Company and the British
East India Company. During the 18th Century, this system
became the dominant force in Europe: the Anglo-Dutch Lib-
eral system of parliamentary democracy, which is based on
three elements. Two are reforms of feudalism, in a sense:
One, astate apparatus—the queen or theking arein the appa-
ratus. They may substitute a president for the king—it’sthe
same thing. It'saking by any other name, is aking. Second,
you had the parliamentary system, as a reform of a feudal
parliament. It’'s something which is dismissed, at the minute
acrisisoccurs, becauseit can not really govern. And then, the
third force, iswhat is called, today, “an independent central
banking system.”

The independent central banking system—or what the
Federal Reserve Systemisinlarge, in effect—isnothing but a
collectiverepresentative of privatefinancier interests, largely

[1 LAROUCHE IN 2004 [
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Paid for by LaRouche in 2004.
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through private banking functions. These banks, collectively,
exert veto power over government! Especially over parlia
mentary government. This is a form of society, which is
largely a predator faction in society. They suck the blood,
of society!

Now, thisis what came out of the British intervention in
France, by Lord Shelburne, in creating the French Revolution;
in creating what we called “fascism” in the 20th Century.
Bankers faced with the threat that reforms in government
would put the power back into the hands of the people, and
away from the hands of the bankers, bring us to a point at
which the financial system tends to collapse as aresult of its
ownfollies. Atthat point, thequestionis: Whoisgoing to pay
thedebts? Arethedebtsgoingto bepaid, by thosewho caused
the debts, with a bad system? Or, are the people going to be
compelled to pay the debts out of their own hides?

If government threatens to defend the general welfare of
the people, then the bankers require an instrument to crush
the people. That’swhat fascismis. And what you' relooking
at is aform, an expression of that process, which has been
called, inthe 20th Century: Synarchism. Theevilswe' retalk-
ing about arethe Synarchists. The Synarchistsare—yes, Che-
ney isaSynarchist. Theneo-consare Synarchists. But behind
them, arethefinancial interests, for which these thugs work!

Therefore, theproblemis: Yes, it’ scorrect. That isexactly
it. But, we have to recognize the actual, historicaly deter-
mined, nature of the enemy! To describe the enemy’s evil
does not necessarily define hisvital organs, which wehaveto
get at. The vital organ is: We have to establish a national
banking system, asthe Constitution implicitly prescribes: un-
der which the control of the finances of the nation, is the
responsibility of the government, in the sense of the responsi-
bility for the currency. And to regulate taxation, and to regu-
late other affairs, such that the value of money, in terms of
product delivered, per capita, iskept, sothat it doesnot inflate.
What we have now, isavast inflation.

Look at the price of the cost of living, back in the 1950s,
asapriceof cost of living today. Compare that with thewages
that people get, the income people get, back then and today.
What is the physical content? What about housing? What
percentile of the wage-income of afamily went for housing
in the 1950s, and goes for housing today? The occupation of
aplace of residence: What doesit cost, in terms of the annual
income of one wage-earner? It used to be 20%. What is it
today?Isn’'tit closer to 50%, or higher?Isn’t that why people,
who havejobs, arehomel ess, becausethey can’t afford aplace
inwhichto live?

So therefore, the function of government, isto make sure
that the predatory element of finance is not able to establish
institutionalized power, over the state, to the extent that this
kind of thing can happen. The problemin Europe, isthey have
never freed themselves from that; they have never formed a
system of government, which gives the protection that our
Constitution prescribes. Our Congtitution’s main limitation
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has been corrupted, but we have the original Constitutional
intent, on this matter. Therefore, the thing is to restore the
ideaof national banking: that is, not to nationalize the banks,
as such. But to have control of the currency on behalf of the
government, done by a national banking process, which will
then take the credit we're able to generate, move it through
the banks to make sure it gets delivered to the place it must
go, intheway it must go.

Andthat’ stheonly way togoat it. Wehavetotakerespon-
sibility for our society, in everything—including the manage-
ment of money. If you leave the management of money, and
the management of credit, to an ingtitution which is outside
government, and placesitself abovegovernment, thenyouare
not governing your self. Y ou aresomebody whoisworking for
that financial interest. And that’swhat the problemiis.

And, that why | get somuch trouble: Becausethebankers,
like the Felix Rohatyns and so forth (who attended Middle-
bury school; he's an alumnus of Middlebury school), that
these guysknow what | am, and know what | represent. They
know two things, also: They know that | intend to do this, and
that | am capable of doing it. Therefore, they don’'t want me
anywhere near the Presidency. ' Cause 'l do it!

New England’sPlacein History

Moderator: . . . Isthere anything else you' d like to say,
Lyn?

LaRouche: WEell, | was going to say, on this occasion,
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LaRouche with New
Hampshire Secretary of
Sate William M.
Gardner, in Concord on
Nov. 12. Two tendencies
have been at war in New
England sincethe
founding of this country,
LaRouche said: that
represented by Benjamin
Franklin, and that of the
treasonous Essex Junto.
Today, “ it' sthe same
fight all over again. This
time, we should win!”

as a native-born New Hampshire man: I've just revisited
the place again. | had a grand time in Concord, a nice
reception with the Secretary of State, who's an old acquain-
tance, and a well-informed gentleman. We had a nice time
with the press conference there. It was quite good; it was
recorded. Y ou can have accesstoit. And, | lived for anumber
of yearsin the state of Massachusetts, the Commonweal th of
Massachusetts, and became acquainted with what were then
its afflictions and its advantages—and | found that the afflic-
tions have increased greatly since that time! And, it makes
me a little bit upset.

Y ou know, of course, there are two thingsin Massachu-
setts, asin New England: Wehavethetradition of theMathers
and the Winthrops, from the 17th Century and the early 18th
Century. We havethegreat tradition of aMassachusetts-born
man, Benjamin Franklin, who isthetrue father of this nation,
who made possible the paternity supplied by George Wash-
ington. And, we also have in Massachusetts, and New En-
gland, we had the Essex Junto: acreation of the Lowells, and
the similar types, who were beholden to the British East India
Company, and they became known as the treasonous Essex
Junto.

And, thepolitical conflictsl runintotoday, in New Hamp-
shire, or Vermont, or Massachusetts, or elsewhere, | find are
echoes of the old quarrels of Franklin and hisfriends, against
the Essex Junto: It sthe same fight all over again.

Thistime, we should win!
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U.S. Lurches for the Exit
In Iraq: Fall of Saigon II’?

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

Being “a little bit sovereign” is like being “a little bit preg- Timessays, is “that the Bush administration, which has made
nant”: not workable. This sums up the paradoxical dilemmaall the wrong bets so far, does not have any better options.”
the United States has now found in Iraq. Following the accel-
erating escalation of attacks by the Iragi resistance, whictn I nter national Pole of Resistance?
peaked, for the moment, in the killing of 16 Itali&@arabi- Indeed, whether or noteven afull handover of responsibil-
nieri in Nassiriyaon Nov. 12, urgent talks were heldinWash- ity to the UN—the only option coherent with international
ington by American pro-consul Paul Bremer, on how to dealaw—would lead to a peaceful solution, is in grave doubt.
with what has turned into a “Vietham in the desert,” in the The resistance will expand in intensity and scope. According
words of Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche. to reports from the region, “The train has left the station”; that
The upshot of Bremer's consultations was that the United is, the crisis has deteriorated so far that it is impossible to
States would seek to speed up the “transfer of power” fronre-establish control. The resistance is becoming the rallying
Bremer’s Provisional Coalition Authority (CPA), to “the point for a global struggle against “American imperialism.”
Iragis.” Accordingto Nov. 15 reports from the Bush Adminis- The head of the German intelligence agency BND stated on
tration, the plan foresees the creation of a “provisional” gov- Nov. 19, that there are clear indications that even Islamists in
ernment by June 2004, to be selected by a transitional assei@ermany have been leaving the country seeking to join the
bly, formed in turn of delegates elected through town  conflictin Irag.
meetings in Iraq. The provisional governmentis to be recog- The strategy of the resistance is to attack U.S. targets and
nized; sovereignty is to be transferred to it; and by the end of ~  allies, in order to make itimpossible for non-U.S./U.K. forces
2005, a constitution is to be drafted and elections held. At théltalians, Spaniards, Poles, etc.) to operate in Iraq, thus boiling
same time, Bremer and Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld the conflict down to a war against the Americans and British
have made clear that U.S. military forces intend to remainThe attacks against the Jordanian Embassy, the Red Cross,
As one regional expert put it, they are telling the Iraqis, “Yes,  and the UN, have carried this message. Among the allies
you have sovereignty, but we will rule. . .. You are a little targetted are Iragis involved in any way with the Iraqi Govern-
bit sovereign.” ing Council (IGC), or local administrations. Thus, following
The only real significance of this American “policy shift,” the killing of the ItalianCarabinieri, resistance fighters also
is that it denotes the level of panic that has gripped the White placed bombs in Kirkuk, targetting the offices of the Patriotic
House over the escalating resistance in Irag. In no way doddnion of Kurds (PUK) of Jalal Talebani, currently rotating
it represent a viable solution, or a serious attempt to define  chairman of the IGC.
one. It resembles more the U.S. “Vietnamization” policy in ~ Many imponderables still exist. The Shi'ite factor has not
the early 1970sinIndochina. Asthew York Timeseditorial- ~ yet come into play, as this group is waiting to take majority
ized on Nov. 16, the current “new” plan will only lead to civil power through political means. If this is denied, a force of
war. The only solution, as LaRouche has stressed from the perhaps 2 million Shi'ites could be mobilized, according to
outset, is to turn over the entire matter to the United Nationsinformed sources. Even without this factor, the guerrilla
Even the UN may not succeed, but what is certain, the  forcesare growingin numbers. Estimates issued by Gen. Joht
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Abizaid, commander of the U.S. Central Command, that the
resistance numbers around 5-6,000, are absurd. Regional ex-
perts place the total force of former Ba' ath Party, military,
intelligence, and security forces under Saddam Hussein, on
which the resistance can draw, in the range of 2-4 million
people. The active resistance fighters have at their disposal
the entire intelligence and military apparatus; they know the
terrain, havetraining, and literally limitless munitions. Their
intelligence is precise, as demonstrated in their selection of
targets.

In a CIA report recently leaked to the press—a report
Bremer reportedly embraced during his Washington hud-
dle—it was said that about 2 million Iragis passively support
theresistance. Intheoverall civilian population, thereisobvi-
ously extensiveactive support aswell, consistingin provision
of living quarters, food, and munitionsfor foreignersarriving
inlragtojointheresistance. Regional diplomatspoint out the
readinessof thelragi populationto fight; the country hasgone
through threewarsin 20 years, which meansevery family has
lost someone.

The Americanmilitary responseto theescalating guerrilla
war has only fuelled its flames. Asin Vietnam, or as Ariel
Sharon’ slsrael in Palestine, American military aredisplaying
brutal force, dropping 500- and 2,000-pound bombs on “ sus-
pected insurgent hide-outs,” destroying civilian homes, and
killing civilians. Regional expertsfear that, if the Americans
realize that they have lost control, they will raze entire cities
to the ground, beginning with Tikrit, Fallujah, even Baghdad
if necessary. Thiswould recruit thousands more to the resis-
tance.

Thus, there is no end in sight to the military conflict
against the occupying forces.
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What now? Occupation
authority chief Paul Bremer
meets with Defense Secretary
Rumsfeld to discuss Iraq.
Bremer’ s hurried consultations
Nov. 14-16 in Washington led
to a hasty “ new” policy which
isstill unworkable. He
reportedly agreed with recent
grim CIA estimates of the
potential of the Iraqi
resistance.

IsThereaViable Approach?

Were Americaand Britain serious about establishing sta-
bility, and transferring sovereignty, they would proceed in an
utterly different manner. First—as the Russian government,
among others, isinsisting—they would hand over all respon-
sibility to the UN, in accordance with international law. This
means withdrawing militarily as well. Dr. Hans Kochler,
President of the International Progress Organization, issued
amemorandumon Aug. 12, ontherequirementsfor establish-
ing alegitimateconstitutional systeminlrag. Init, theinterna-
tional law expert writes: “The basis for legitimate authority
on theterritory of Iraq can only be created through a general
referendum on the future constitution of Iraq and through
general electionsto be held on the basis of such new constitu-
tion. The process must not be undertaken under the control,
either direct or indirect, of the occupation ‘ Authority’; and
can, therefore, not be coordinated by the‘ Governing Council’
that, in reality, acts as proxy of the 'Coalition Provisional
Authority.” The constitutional process. . . must be organized
under the auspices of the United Nations Organization. This
will require anew Security Council resolution to be adopted
on the basis of Chapter V11, formulating the authority for: a)
the setting up of an advisory committee, representative of all
sectors of Iragi society, for the drafting of a constitution; b)
the organi zation of ageneral referendum on the proposed new
constitution for Irag; and c) the organization of general, free
andfair elections.” This, and not the ass-backwards short-cut
now proposed, isthe only acceptable formula.

Thisis not alegal formalism; it goes to the heart of an
effective exit strategy, which requires the participation of
new, credible figures who are politically representative of
the Iragi nation, to replace the Quisiing IGC. This could

International 43



be accomplished only through truly democratic means, not
cosmetic elections. What the United States is seeking to
impose, de facto, is the creation now of a second Quisling
government; this time with a pretense to legitimacy, due to
the planned constitution—after the formation of the govern-
ment! This cannot be acceptable to the Iragi people. Irag,
unlike Afghanistan, is a country with along tradition as an
independent nation, with a thousand-year cultural identity,
a continuous history, and national institutions which must
be revived.

However, the open question which no one has dared to
addressthusfar is: Will the United Nations assume responsi-

bility; and will it be able to do so? Following the bombings of
the UN headquartersin Baghdad, which killed special envoy
Sergio VieiradeMéllo, Secretary General Kofi Annan pulled
most staff out. He has recently pledged to appoint a new
special envoy. But this does not mean that afull-fledged UN
presence, asthe mediating institution, would survive. For the
resistance, as for alarge part of the Iragi population, the UN
has been identified with the sanctions policy imposed on the
country since 1990.

That said, there are no other institutions which could be
asked to play the samerole.

If the U.S. and U.K. were serious, they would not only

Voices Against
‘Desert Vietnam’

A growing chorus of American national security and de-
fense experts has targeted the Bush Administration’s
“Vietnaminthedesert” fi ascoin|rag, providingawel come
and widening domestic flank against the Dick Cheney-led
neo-conservative “war party” in official Washington.

Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS)
fellow Anthony Cordesman spent nearly twoweeksinIrag
fromNov. 1-12. Cordesman filed an unclassified report on
his interviews—with CIA weapons of mass destruction
analyst David Kay; “viceroy” Paul Bremer; and all the
major U.S. military commanders in the country, on Nov.
14. Thereport concluded, invery carefully worded, under-
stated terms, that there were so many uncertaintiesin the
situation that no forecast was possible about the future
of Iraqg.

The report, however, congtituted a stinging denuncia-
tion of the neo-cons who drove the war policy, and who
failed miserably to anticipate any of the consegquences.

Cordesman wrote, “ Some of the uncertaintiesin Iraq
arethe fault of major strategic and tactical mistakes made
by the United States. U.S. officials relied on ideology in-
stead of planning for effective nation building, interna
security, andtherisk of asymmetricwarfare. They failed to
either makerealistic assessmentsof thecountry’ sdivisions
and problems, or properly preparefor thefall of theregime.
... Part of these failures came from the Administration’s
inability to appreciate thelevel of political chaosthat was
certain to follow Saddam’s fall, in spite of clear and re-
peated warningsfrom State, intelligence officers, and area
experts, and from anideological faith in alargely ineffec-
tiveoutsideopposition. Thisfailureoccurred at thecivilian
policy level, and combined with a failure to understand

the weaknesses in the Iragi economy, and be ready with
suitable short- and long-term aid plans.”

‘Iraq Will Not BeaModel’

Cordesman spelled out a dozen different factors that
could lead to an American defeat in Irag, including any
continuation of the Administration’s efforts to cover up
the dangers of the Irag operation, and likely escalation of
asymmetric warfare and higher American casualties.

“The U.S. can lose the ‘peace’ because of afailureto
deal effectively with any oneof thesefactors,” hereported,
“and any U.S. victory isalmost certain to berelative. Irag
will not suddenly emerge as a model to the Arab world,
and its regional impact on change and modernization will
at best be far more limited than many American neo-con-
servatives hoped.”

Cordesman'’s critique was echoed in a Nov. 17 inter-
view by Gen. Brent Scowcroft, published in the German-
language edition of the Financial Times. Scowcroft is not
only along-time close aide to ex-President George H.W.
Bush and the co-author of theformer President’ smemoirs.
He is the current head of George W. Bush's President’s
Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board (PFIAB). Hewasin
Germany, attending a series of national security confer-
ences, when he gave his high-profileinterview. Scowcroft
debunked theideathat the Iraq war was fought to promote
democracy inthe Middle East. Hebluntly stated that if the
United States were serious about promoting democracy
in the Arab world, it would start in Palestine, where the
conditions are ripe for the emergence of a secular demo-
cratic state. Heironically added that I ran would be abetter
placeto start than Irag, sincelran had gonethrough several
successive free elections, in which reformers won.

Scowcroft, who had opposed the Irag war adventure
from the outset, declared that the United States should
get out of Irag while the getting was good, and turn over
authority to the United Nations, perhaps with a NATO
force presence.—Jeffrey Seinberg
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hand over compl ete responsibility to the UN, but at the same
time, contact all Irag’s neighbors (nations which met in Da-
mascus recently, the most important of which are Syria, Tur-
key, and Iran), seeking their cooperation. Due to political,
ethnic, and religiousfactorsthat they sharewith Iraq, particu-
larly Iran and Syria could be crucial assets in reestablishing
stability. But the United States adamantly refusesto do this;
on the contrary, it is targetting Syria (witness the passage in
the Senate of the Syria Accountability Act), and israising its
polemical tone vis-a-vis Iran. Turkey is being targetted for
massive destabilization, asthe bombingsof Nov. 15and Nov.
20 demonstrate.

Becoming Desper ate on the Ground

There is another vital consideration in mapping a way
out of the Irag mess. Diplomatic sources in the region have
stressed to EIR, that the only workable approach, sketched
above, must emphatically include a solution to the Palestin-
ian-Israeli conflict. Not only has Iraq supported the Palestin-
ians' liberation strugglesincethe 1970s; but now that struggle
isbecoming identified withthelragi resistance. With continu-
ing injustice to the Palestinians, whatever stability might be
introduced into Irag, would befragile, to say the least.

A just peace is the precondition for stability in the entire
region, politically as well as economically. This means that
thelip servicepaid inthe White House to atwo-state sol ution,
must be replaced by an actual peace and economic develop-
ment policy like the “Oasis Plan” proposed by LaRouche.
This, in turn, requires that the Washington war party led by
Vice President Cheney, opposed to such an approach and
intimately tied to the genocidal policiesof Ariel Sharon, must
be removed from power.

Two points must be emphasized. First, that the situation
inIrag (and increasingly in the region, since the bombingsin
Saudi Arabia and Turkey), is worse than desperate. The
United Statesislosing the war against the resistance, and has
lost credibility internationally. Even if a UN-led transition
were to be initiated, there is no reason to believe that those
forcesengaged in armed resistance would be approachablein
any way.

Second, the entire mess could have been prevented had
thewordsof wiser men, likeLaRouche, been heeded, and this
utterly unnecessary, illegal war not been launched.

Diplomats from the affected region have not concealed
their support for LaRouche, in private discussions with EIR.
One told this author: “The U.S. needs a man of wisdom to
guide it out of this disaster. Mr. LaRouche is that man. Not
only doesheunderstand thementality, theculture, thehistory,
and the strategi ¢ process, but he has solutions.” Another “sin-
cerely hoped Mr. LaRouche will win, as heisthe only hope
for saving America, and this region.” A third pointed to the
need for the Arab-Americans and the Muslim-Americans to
join LaRouche's campaign, as “they have nowhere else to

go.”
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[taly Wakes Up to Iraq
‘Post-War’ War Reality

by Claudio Celani

The Nov. 12 suicide attack against the Italian Carabinieri
police force headquarters in Nassiriya, southern Irag, which
killed 33 (19 Italians and 14 Iragis) and destroyed part of the
compound, not only resulted in destruction of innocent lives,
but blew up the fundamental ambiguity behind the Italian
military deployment in Irag. Italy had sent a contingent of
2,700 to Irag, under U.S. request, after President Bush had
announced, “Major combat is over.” Italians knew that this
was afiction, but everyone hoped that, by deploying the Ital-
ian contingent in southern Irag, among traditional ly anti-Sad-
dam Shi’ite populations, it would be immune from guerrilla
or terrorist attacks.

The Italian troops settled in Nassiriya, built a hospital,
started to rebuild roads, electricity, water supplies, etc. The
Carabinieri, a professional police force, had established its
headquarters in the center of the city, started to train alocal
police force, and established relationships with local clan
leaders, hoping to replay a successful model of “peace-keep-
ing” operations aready applied in countless missions. The
illusion was that Italians would be spared the guerrilla and
terrorist attacks which the Americans were suffering in the
North. Thisfiction is now broken, with the consequence that
behind the resolute public declarations, the Berlusconi gov-
ernment has already started to study the possibility of aface-
saving exit from the Iragi quagmire.

After the M oment of National Unity

The popular reaction in Italy to the Nassiriya bombing
hassofar been“ patriotic,” a sothanksto asapient propaganda
machine; opposition forces have avoided open fire on the
government in the name of “national unity” inthe moment of
sorrow. But when the dust has settled, the issue will be: We
were told the war was over, and it goes on; get our soldiers
out of therequickly, or thegovernment will bethenext victim.
[talian Premier Silvio Berlusconi knowsthis, especially ashe
faces a government crisis in January whose outcome, in his
plans, could beearly elections. A scenario of repeated, bloody
attacks against the Italian contingent in Iragq will evaporate
his hopes of winning the domestic showdown.

For the American government this means that Washing-
ton is losing alies in the occupation of Irag. Immediately
after the Nassiriya suicide attack, the Japanese government
postponed its decision to send a military contingent to Iraqg.
On Nov. 13, Italian State President Carlo Azeglio Ciampi
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. Dossier del 18 novembre
2003
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government’s
website announced
Prime Minister
Berlusconi’'s
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19 Italian
Carabinieri, with 14

Presentazione
= Iragis, inthe Nov.
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Presidente del Consiglio| bombing. The
(12 novemnbre 20031 solemn moment of

national unity hides
unrest.

arrived in the United States for a scheduled visit, including
meetings with George W. Bush, Vice President Dick Che-
ney, Secretary of State Powell, and UN Secretary General
Kofi Annan. Ciampi met Bush immediately after the meeting
of the National Security Council with U.S. occupation chief
Paul Bremer, which had just decided the* change of strategy”
on Irag. Ciampi delivered a clear message: “Unilateral ways
are an unsatisfactory answer to the big questions of the
21st Century,” he said, adding that “a multilateral system
is indispensable to successfully deal with challenges and
crises.”

Meanwhile in Italy, the government, through Defense
Minister Martino, was facing Parliament with areport on the
Nassiriya attack. Most members applauded his report, but
several interventionsfrom the opposition Deputies and Sena-
torsindicated that soon, apolitical storm would break out on
the reasons for the Italian presence in Irag. Former Premier
Massimo D’ Alema, speaking for thelargest opposition party,
the Social Democrats, recalled that the government had made
amistakeinsupportingthewar onIrag. Another former prime
minister, Giulio Andreotti, amoderate and along-timefriend
of the United States, declared polemically: “I do not know
whether itisright to defineit as* post-war’ and | do not know
whether the war has ever ended. Let aside, then, whether it
should have been started or not.” Andreotti proposed to form
a parliamentary delegation for a mission to Iraqg, to “try to
understand” thesituation there. “1 also believethat it isunjust
to speak, from a general standpoint, of liberation of Irag.
Sure, nobody wants Saddam Hussein back; but the country is
deeply divided.”

Later, the government chose to ride the tide of “patrio-
tism” with aparody of the Bush phrase, “Whoever isnot with
us, isagainst us,” after 9/11. “Thisisour Sept. 11,” Martino
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said in Nassiriya, announcing that “We will not leave Irag,”
and swearing that “Italy will not cease playing its part in
the war on terrorism.” Martino and others in the government
praised the Italian population’s impressive mass demonstra-
tions of support to the Carabinieri, while popular TV talk-
shows announced that “Italy has gotten back its national
identity.”

In reality, the apparent unity around the government
“looksvery much similar to thoselullspreceding seastorms,”
in the words of acommentator from the daily Corriere della
Sera. Circles in the Italian establishment which have been
traditionally pro-American have started to raise questions.
Sergio Romano, aformer ambassador and acolumnistin Cor-
riere, wrote that America's aliesin Iraq “cannot leave be-
cause it would be an undecorous gesture and it would be
interpreted as a betrayal. But they start to ask the question
whether their ally does have, what in American political jar-
goniscaled an ‘exit strategy’ .”

‘We Should Have Expected All This

Inevitably, Italian military leadersare angry at the conse-
guences of bad political choices, for which they are paying
with their lives. Despite the climate of national sorrow, they
have complained that, outside of their zone in Irag, they
receive scarce or non-existent intelligence. Thereisno direct
intelligence flow between the American and the Italian head-
quartersin Irag, as reports go first from Baghdad to Wash-
ington, then to Rome, then eventually back to southern Irag.
Since the four suicide bombers in Nassiriya came from out-
side, such intelligence is vital to prevent similar
attacks.

Franco Angioni is a veteran Army officer who com-
manded several peace-keeping missions, including the UN
mission in Beirut 1982-84. He is today a member of Parlia-
ment and till a prestigious military figure. He speaks also
for active duty officers who, for obvious reasons, cannot
speak out. A suicide attack, Angioni said, “ cannot be stopped
other than with aprevention policy. And here, in my opinion,
intelligence is failing completely. In Beirut, we had two
levels of intelligence: a strategic and a tactical one. Sure,
we had more time to organize our information network, but
when we learned that somebody had stolen some M 13sfrom
the Lebanese army and had painted them white, with our
flags, then we understood we were target of a suicide attack.
Then, when we learned that a load of exogen explosive
had left Czechoslovakia, we put the puzzle together. We
calculated the range of the explosive and we built our de-
fenses. Inlrag, instead . . . those who collaborate are consid-
ered to be traitors.”

Angioni concluded: “ Today we pay the price of awrong
policy, because we lined up passively with the occupation
troops. We should have expected al this.”

In Nassiriya, while the Italian militaries were moving
their headquartersout of the city to the desert infear of future
suicide bombers, an Italian official in the U.S.-led Coalition
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Provisional authority, special counselor Marco Calamai in
the southern province of Dhi Qar, resigned, accusing Paul
Bremer’ s administration of inefficiency and failing to under-
stand Irag.

Speakingto Italianreporters, Calamai complainedthat the
British and Americans had marginalized the Italians: “They
don’t consult us, they don’t involve us.” Calamai said only
an interim authority headed by the United Nations could turn
thingsaround. Calamai told Italian reportersin Nassiriyathat
the failure of the coalition to understand Iragi society had
created “delusion, social discontent and anger” among Iragis
and allowed terrorism to “easily take root.” He said about
$400,000 a month was supposed to be made available for
projectsin Dhi Qar province alone, but “because of the mud-
dled organization of [the coalition], only afraction has been
spent. The provisional authority simply doesn’t work,” Cala-
mai said, adding that only a UN administration could turn
thetide.

Somepolitical forces, especialy thosetotheleft, arestart-
ingto call onthegovernment toimmediately withdraw Italian
troopsfromNassiriya. A morearticul ated proposal camefrom
moderate opposition leaders, who call on the government to
convene ameeting of the European Union Council of Minis-
ters to discuss a genera European initiative for Irag. The
Italian government, as interim chairman of the EU Council,
could launch such an initiative, whose elements should be:
immediate formation of a real Iragi government including
representatives of all political and social forces; replacement
of Anglo-American occupation troops with an international
coalition under UN flag; involvement of neighboring coun-
triesin the peace process; and reconstruction aid.

Such a policy offers no guarantee for success, but the
current one does not have a chance. The Vatican Nuncio in
Baghdad, Msgr. Fernando Filoni, expressed the dilemmain
an interview Nov. 20: “There are now two dangers,” Filoni
said. “Onedanger istosay: Let usall get out of hereand leave
them alone. Thiswould produce aterrible crisis, impossible
to face, because al state powers have been cancelled and
nothing more would be left, only chaos. The second danger
would be to impose perspectives and solutions which Iragis
donotfeel astheirown.. . . Thelragisneedtofeel anauthority
of theirswhichispresent, somebody who speaksandindicates
aroad, some perspectives. Weneed al eadership, aleader who
speak asan Iragi tothelragis.”
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The LaRouche Show

EVERY SATURDAY
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China’s Nation-Building,
America’s ‘Must-ilying’
by Mike Billington

An extraordinary meeting sponsored by the U.S.-Indonesia
Society (USINDO) in Washington in November put in sharp
relief the failure of American economic foreign policy in
Asia, and the role of Chinain replacing the United States as
the primary source of support for “nation-building” in Asia.
American and Asian diplomats and business |eaders who at-
tended “ China-Indonesian Relations and |mplicationsfor the
United States,” at George Washington University Nov. 17,
were confronting the impact of U.S. unilateralist blustering
around the world, which isturning Americainto an object of
hatred in Asia. A phrase which caught on among Americans
attending, was “ Chinais eating our lunch.”

Thiswas not a criticism of China—in fact, even the geo-
political thinkers amongst the Asia hands in attendance had
to admit, like the National Defense University’s Marvin Ott,
that Chinese diplomacy in Southeast Asia over the recent
years has been “awork of art,” especialy compared to the
American. A recent report released by USINDO, written pri-
marily by former Ambassador Edward Masters, said that the
United States, toreviveitscrumbling imagein Indonesia, has
to “de-mustify” its relations with Indonesia (and by implica-
tion, other nations): no more “Y ou must do this, you must
do that.”

Ask any U.S. Agency for International Development or
Department of State official why Americano longer sponsors
public infrastructure develpoment in the developing sector,
and you will simply betold that “We don’t do infrastructure
any more.” Similarly, when it comes to investment in power
plants and other utilities, the U.S. private sector, lacking sig-
nificant government support or guarantees, refuses to invest
in major projects without the host nation accepting the entire
risk. In Indonesia, in particular, this brings up a distinct and
painful memory. Before the 1997-98 speculative assault on
the Southeast Asian currencies by George Soros and his fel-
low hedge-fund vultures, Western corporationssuch asEnron
had signed sweetheart contracts for power plants and other
infrastructure devel opment with the Suharto regime in Indo-
nesia (and similarly around the world), which contracted re-
payment of debt, and the sale of the electricity output to the
government, in dollar-denominated terms. When the Indone-
sian currency, the rupiah, was devalued more than three-fold
by the 1997-98 assaullt, the nation’ s debts and dollar-denomi-
nated costs were tripled, overnight. Indonesia, over the fol-
lowingthreeyears, paidoff itsentireforeign debt, when cal cu-
lated at the pre-1997 currency exchange rate, but due to the
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“ Chinaiswilling to accept our terms’ for foreign investment in
infrastructure projects, Indonesia’ s Industry and Trade Minister
Rini Soewandi told EIR. Recent conferences have made clear that
“ Chinaisdoing the things the United Sates used to do:
cooperating, pushing trade, offering help,” asa former Thai
minister put it.

forced deval uation by the manipulated “freemarket,” it ended
up owing more than it had before the crisis! (see “Looting
Indonesia,” EIR, March 30, 2001).

And yet, as reported by the Indonesia-based American
business consultant Jim Castle and othersat the* China-1ndo-
nesia’ conference, U.S. businessinterests are demanding that
Indonesiaeat the same poison again, by insisting on similarly
unfair contractsfor thehugeinfrastructure needsof thenation.
The Chinese, onthe other hand, according to Castle, are open-
ing their own huge market to the nations of Southeast Asia,
whileapplyinga“relationshipinvesting” approachto Indone-
sia and elsewhere: They are more interested in building the
host nation’ seconomy, and building lasting political and eco-
nomic rel ationships, than in short-term profitsand guaranteed
results at the expense of the hosts.

Although such policies as China s are dighted as “ politi-
caly motivated” and “interference in the markets’ by too
many Americans today, such preferential nation-building
among sovereign nations, rather than laissez faire, was once
known as “ American System” economics.

‘ChinalsWilling’

The growing divergence between U.S. and Chinese poli-
ciesin Asiawas also addressed by H.E. Rini Soewandi, the
IndonesianMinister of Industry and Trade, whovisited Wash-
ington the week of Nov. 10. Asked by EIR about the issues
raised at the “China-Indonesia’ conference, Ms. Soewandi
responded that Indonesiais far more cautious now about ac-
cepting such contracts, even in its starving energy sector.
Nonetheless, she said, “Wearewilling to accept such foreign
currency-denominated contracts, if they are long term—15
yearsor longer—and at low interest rates—2% or less. China
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iswilling to accept theseterms.”

Soewandi described several major Chineseinfrastructure
investmentsinIndonesia, including abridgelinking Javawith
the island of Madura, arail project in Central Java, and a
power plant in North Sumatra, noting that the Chinese are
a so extremely flexiblein using locally made productsin their
investment projects, and make contract negotiations quick
andsimple. TheunstatedimplicationsinregardtoU.S. invest-
ments were abundantly clear. Asked if she had any expecta
tions of a U.S. return to such afriendly and constructive ap-
proach, Soewandi laughed and said, “1 hope so. | hope | can
convincethemthat they shoul d take advantage of thefoothold
they have in Indonesia, the huge investments already there,
and optimize them now, while we are coming back up from
the crisis of 1997-98."

A similar sentiment was expressed by the former Deputy
Secretary of the Thai Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Dr. Sarasin
Viraphol, who is now the Vice President of the CP Group.
“More and more, Chinais doing the things the United States
used to do: cooperating, pushing trade, offering help,” Dr.
Sarasin told the Washington Post. “ If Washington cares about
itsinfluenceintheregion, if it wantsto win heartsand minds,
it needsto do more than just talk about terrorism.”

Neo-Con Agenda

To the neo-conservative ideologues now dominating the
Bush Administration, China sadoption of suchan“American
System” approach is no compliment, but a dire threat to the
United States. EIR has shown (“ Chicken-Hawks Are China-
Hawks,” May 23, 2003) that the sameindividual sand institu-
tions behind the strategy of pre-emptive war against the Is-
lamic Arab nations, also want to treat China as the new “en-
emy image” after thefall of the Soviet Union, in keeping with
the Samuel Huntington “Clash of Civilizations’ thesis that
Islam and the Confucian world would gang up to confront the
Anglo-Saxon race. Although they are not totally in charge
of U.S. Asia policy at this point, the neo-cons' agenda of
confrontation with Chinais never far from the surface.

A recent example is the coverage of the same “China-
Indonesian Relations’ conference reported above, by the
Nov. 20 issue of The Far Eastern Economic Review, owned
by Dow Jones (the neo-con Wall Street Journal’ sparent com-
pany). Caled “How ChinalsBuilding an Empire,” thetheme
is expressed in the subhead: “With its booming economic
power asitsoverseasspearhead, Chinaisnow moving stealth-
ily toward establishing a common Southeast Asian security
community, possibly at the expense of U.S. power and influ-
enceintheregion.”

Nonetheless, as demonstrated by most of the speakers at
the USINDO conference, a growing number of Americans
are finally demanding a change in the new imperia policy
pursued by the Cheney-Bush neo-cons, even if they are not
yet demanding areturnto the historic nation-building policies
of the American System. Asiamay not be willing to wait.
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India Is Widening Its
Relations in Asia

by Ramtanu Maitra

In recent years, Indian policy towards Asia as a whole has
gone through a sea-change. A number of factors brought
about this policy shift. Perhaps the most important oneisthe
massive growth of China's economic power, which forced
the Indian political leadership to realize that unlessthey find
away to broaden India’ s economic spherein the region, and
become |ess dependent on the western economiesto increase
trade, the country will be left far behind. The second factor
was the change of attitude of the Southeast Asian nations
leaders vis-a-vis India. It is evident that the Southeast Asian
countries, hit by the 1997 currency turmoil, have come to
realizethat their economieswould bemorestableif they were
integrated through physical infrastructure with thetwo Asian
giants, Indiaand China.

The Indian economy during the Cold War days was a
slow-growing economy, concentrating almost entirely on its
domestic market. India's foreign policy was virtually de-
linked from its economic policy, athough its foreign policy
alignment with the erstwhile Soviet Unionin many areas had
brought India some heavy basic industry technologies and
military technologies. All that helped Indiato acertain extent,
but not very much.

During that period, India, though one of theleaders of the
Non-Aligned Movement, considered most of Southeast Asia
as an American stronghold and stayed away. The Southeast
Asian nations, buoyed by American links, considered the In-
dian economy too public sector-dependent and, therefore, a
negative model.

‘Look East’ Policy

It took India a while—almost ten years after the Soviet
Union had collapsed—to make forays to build new bridges
with the the Association of South East Asian Nations
(ASEAN) and the newly-formed Central Asian nations. Dur-
ing that decade, India was slowly taking off the shackles of
controlsand regul ations which not only prevented faster eco-
nomic growth, but acted as an impediment to modernizing
technologies. This was the period Indian analysts consider
as the period of economic reform. These reforms, though
considered inadequate by most economists, were welcomed
widely intheregion and beyond, bringing in promises of new
investments and faster growth.

The Indian Ministry of External Affairs had announced
in 1991 the adoption of a“Look East” policy. Indiabecamea
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sectoral partner of ASEAN inlate-1991 in the core sectors of
trade, investment, and tourism. The concept, however, was
given flesh by the present Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP)-led
government in 1999. Following a number of visits by both
sides, Indiawas eventually upgraded from sectoral partner to
full dialogue partner in thefifth ASEAN summit in Bangkok
in December 1995. In July 1996 Indiawasinvited to join the
Asian Regional Forum (ARF). India sinclusionin ARF was
hailed asamajor diplomatic achievement and awelcome and
logical extension of itsL ook East policy. The ARF comprises
Australia, China, Canada, the European Union, Japan, New
Zedland, Papua New Guinea, Russia, South Korea, and the
United States; the ten ASEAN countries; and India.

In 1997, under Indian initiative, Bangladesh, India, My-
anmar, Sri Lanka, and Thailand came together to form an
economic association called BIMSTEC linking the littoral
states of the Bay of Bengal. It wasidentified as an economic
grouping whose objective was to promote rapid economic
cooperation between membersin key areasliketrade, invest-
ment, tourism, fisheries, agriculture, transportation, and hu-
man resourcesdevelopment. Indiaand Sri Lankahaveal ready
concluded a bilateral Free Trade Agreement that is showing
the potential to rapidly expand trade and economic cooper-
ation.

The Mekong Ganga Cooperation (MGC) project was an-
nounced by the foreign ministers of the six nations involved
at the ASEAN Ministerial Meeting (AMM) at Bangkok in
July 2000. The Mekong-Ganga Cooperation was formally
launched on Nov. 10, 2000 in Vientiane, the capital of Laos,
to increase cooperation in tourism, culture, and education.
The signatories to the initiative are India and five Southeast
Asian Nations, namely Thailand, Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia,
and Myanmar. The initiative was designed to define regions
inthenew global economy, whilekeepingtheir nativeidentity
and character intact. The six countries also undertook to de-
vel op transportation networksincluding the East-West Corri-
dor project and the Trans-Asian Highway.

The Trans-Asian Highway (an old proposal of the UN’s
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and Pacific, or
ESCAP) may become a redlity. The MGC ministeria level
meetings are scheduled to be held every year in July along
with the ASEAN ministerial meetings and Post Ministerial
Conferences.

The Myanmar Factor

Thekey ingredient to makethe L ook East policy asuccess
was the inter-linking of India with Southeast Asiaand Indo-
china. By the early 1990s, it became evident that India and
Myanmar would have to start a dialogue to stem drug-traf-
ficking and gun-running acrossthe border with India s north-
eastern states. For India, Myanmar was an important land
bridgeto Southeast Asia. It al sohadto consider China sgrow-
ing trade and military assistance to Myanmar.

In November 2000, India's External Affairs Minister
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India and Southeast Asia
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Jaswant Singh became the first senior Indian official to visit
Myanmar since then-Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi in 1987.
Among other things, Singh inaugurated the 130 kilometer
Tamu-Kalemyo road link which connects Tamu, closeto the
Indian border, with Kalemyoin Myanmar’ s Sagaing division.
Apart from boosting trade with Myanmar, the road, built by
India sBorder RoadsOrganization, isseenaslndia sgateway
to Southeast Asia

A week later, Gen. Maung Aye, Myanmar’'s Chief of
Army Staff and Vice-Chairman of the ruling State Peace and
Development Council, was in New Delhi. Although Gen.
Maung Ayemet withthelndia stopleaders, theroadtorecon-
ciliation remained strewn with dynamite. India’ s policy to-
wardsits northeastern neighbor, with whom it sharesa 1,600
kilometer-long border, has been ambiguous ever since the
military junta in 1988 refused to recognize Aung San Syu
Kyi’selection victory, ayear after Rajiv Gandhi’svisit. The
outpouring of support for Aung San Syu Kyi washugewithin
India. To the credit of Indian policymakers, they kept the
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issue of restoration of democracy in Myanmar in perspective
without giving in to emotions. Even today, New Delhi es-
pouses inclusion of Aung Sun Syu Kyi and her party in a
government arrangement, if worked out within Myanmar.

At the same time, there is no doubt that the IndiaMy-
anmar relationship is growing on the basis of bilateral infra-
structural development projects. Early this month, Indian
Vice President Bhairon Singh Shekhawat was in Y angon.
During his stay there, India agreed to assist Myanmar in up-
grading the 800-kilometer railroad line on the Y angon-Man-
dalay route, and also announced extension of a $57 million
credit line for the purpose. The Indian Vice President also
signed two agreements on enhancing joint education and re-
search programs, and waiving visa requirements for diplo-
mats and Myanmar officials.

TraintoHanoi

On Sept. 4, Indian Prime Minister Prime Minister Atal
Behari Vajpayee told the second India ASEAN business
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Summit Forges Mekong Links

Despite rising demands that Myanmar’s Southeast Asian
neighborsjoininisolating and confronting its military re-
gimein Yangon, the Prime Ministers of Myanmar, Thai-
land, Laos, and Cambodiainstead held aNov. 11-12 sum-
mit in Pagan, the historic capital of Myanmar (Burma). It
was the first-ever summit of these countries, which com-
prisefour of the six members of the Greater Mekong Sub-
region (with Vietnam and Y unnan Province, China). It was
initiated by Thai Prime Minister Thaksin Shinawatra, to
announce ajoint economic road map to accelerate growth
among these countries. Laos, Myanmar, and Cambodia
remain among the poorest nationsin Southeast Asia.
Thaksin called the concept behind the summit, “four
countries, one economy.” The Pagan Declaration, issued
on the occasion, calls for transforming the border areas of
these countriesinto* azone of durable peace, stability, and
economic growth” for some 138 million people. Thaksin
summed up the leaders intent: “We shall pool our
strengths, pool our sincere hearts. Wewill put al our con-
flicts, misunderstandings away. In four or five years, we
will see no border conflicts nor illegal migrants.”
Thailand alone accountsfor 91% of the combined four

economies, and hosts over 1 millionillegal foreign work-
ers. Among the elements of the cooperation, Thailand
pledged $250 million annually for regional projects, an-
nouncing that apublic organi zation under the Thai Finance
Ministry would be set up within a year to open export
credit lines for the three neighboring states. Modeled on
the Japanese Overseas Economic Cooperation Fund, the
credits aim to encourage financial support from western
donor nations. The Asian Development Bank will contrib-
ute 30% of thetotal. Among the projects are aconcession-
ary loans of $300 million for a proposed 200-kilometer
road linking Thailand's Tak province to the Myanmar
town of Thaton. This road is also part of a planned east-
west corridor linking India and Vietnam. Thailand also
plans to make available some 100 scholarships annually
for students from its neighboring states.

Thailand is also expected to offer Myanmar about $50
millionintheform of aid, and alow-interest |oanto support
construction of transportation links between the two, in-
cluding an 18-kilometer stretch linking the Thai border
town of Mae Sot and the Myanmar town of Myawaddy. A
further low-interest loan of $445 million will be granted
for joint Myanmar-Thai development of plantations for
corn, potatoes, beans, and bamboo shoots. Thailand has
also agreed to support astudy into feasibility and construc-
tion of a deep seaport at Myanmar’s Tavoy.

—Gail Billington

summit at New Delhi: “Work has started on atrilateral high-
way project linking Thailand, Myanmar, and India. Under the
Mekong-Ganga cooperation, we are aso looking at a New
Delhi to Hanai rail link.” India's plan to build arail link to
Hanoi, the capital of Vietnam, has been designed for two
reasons. First, it will boost trade between Indiaand ASEAN
substantially. Second, Cambodia, Laos, Vietnam, and My-
anmar—the four newer members of ASEAN, al of which
will beontherail route—havebeenthemost vocal in pushing
India's case for closer tieswith ASEAN. Furthermore, there
isnorail connection now among Vietnam, Laos, and Cambo-
dia. A singlelineconnectsMalaysiawith Thailand and Singa-
pore, and southern Chinawith Vietnam. In the eastern direc-
tion, the railroads in Myanmar stop several hundred
kilometers away from its borders with Bangladesh and India.
“Bilateral trade with ASEAN now exceeds $10 hillion,”
Vajpayee said, “but it has barely scratched the surface of its
potential. We must target a turnover of $15 hillion over the
next two years and $30 billion by 2007.”

When Vgjpayee visited Phnom Penh last November for
the India-ASEAN summit, Cambodian Prime Minister Hun
Sen suggested that Indiacould help Cambodiabuild arailway
network that would eventually form part of the direct “land-
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bridge” rail corridor from Singapore up to Kunming in south-
ern China

In addition to the four newly-admitted members of
ASEAN, Indiais getting strong cooperation from Thailand.
During his October visit to Southeast Asia, Vapayee in
Bangkok pointed out that there was a “happy confluence of
India’s‘ Look East’ postureand Thailand’ s* Look West’ strat-
egy. Thailand's acclaimed competence in infrastructure
building—which includes ports, airports, highways, and ur-
ban amenities—matches our growing requirements in these
fields,” In the knowledge economy, the Prime Minister said,
India s software skills could usefully support the rapidly de-
veloping hardware capabilities of Thailand. “Our growing
skills in biotechnology can be combined to utilize the range
of biodiversity in our two countries,” hetold the Thai media.
Observing that Indiais among six countries with the ability
toprovide"end-to-end” capabilitiesin space, fromdesignand
fabrication to tracking and control and launching satellites,
V gjpayee stressed, “We have a specia expertise in the area
of harnessing space technologies to developmental applica
tions’ on Earth.

There are two other magjor developments in the Indian
initiative in Southeast Asiaand beyond. Heralding anew era
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in their relationship, China, Japan, and India have agreed to
createafreetradezonewith member countriesof ASEAN, the
Indonesian newspaper Tempo | nteractive reported on Sept. 5.
This agreement was reached during a consultation held in
Phnom Penh, Cambodia on Sept. 3-4, between ASEAN eco-
nomic ministers and those of China, Japan, and India.

“We have even settled some framework agreement con-
ceptswith particular dialogue partners,” PosMarodjahan Hu-
tabarat, the Indonesian Ministry of Trade and Industry’s Di-
rector-General of International Trade and Industry
Cooperation, told reporters in Jakarta on Sept. 5. The agree-
ment will lead to the forming of a potential market for the
productsof Indonesiaand other ASEAN countries. Morethan
2.5 billion people—including 520 million peoplein ASEAN,
1.2 billion in China, 1 billion in India, and 100 million in
Japan—will be at the very least apotential market exceeding
the number of consumersin European countries.

On Nov. 5, the Indian External Affairs Minister, Y ash-
want Sinha, said that India's “Look East” policy was not
restricted to the ten countries of ASEAN, but extended to
Northeast Asia as well—Japan, China, and the Koreas. “I
have said that we have entered Phase Il of our Look East
policy, whichismorecomprehensiveinitscoverage, territori-
ally and materialy,” Sinhasaid in New Delhi. According to
him, if India wanted to pursue its nationa and international
goals, it was imperative that peace prevailed in the region.
Any threat to peace from state or non-state actorswasathreat
to the goal of prosperity “for our people.”

Central Asia‘New Silk Road’

Indiaisgetting very activepolitically inthe Central Asian
nations as well. Following the ouster of the Taliban by the
United States and the Northern Alliance, New Delhi has pro-
videdthe Afghaninterim President Hamid Karzai with buses,
built hospitals and girls’ schools, and in essence, has avery
visible presencein Kabul. India had been along-time ally of
the Northern Alliance.

On Jan. 30 of thisyear, Minister Sinha, whilein Bishkek,
Kyrgyzstan, announcedthat India, Iran, and Afghani stan have
agreed to develop a “new silk road” to enhance trade with
Central Asia. “Theroutewill utilize Chah Bahar Port of Iran
to send goodsthrough Afghani stan and to Central Asian coun-
tries. Itisbeing estimated that thisnew routewill cut distances
by 1,500 kilometers,” Sinhasaid in hisaddressto the Kyrgyz
National State University.

Indiaisgoingto construct 200 kilometersof thisnew road,
whichmight usher inan entirely new eraof traderelationsand
peopl e-to-people contacts between Indiaand Central Asia, he
said. “This new silk route of prosperity isIndia swish for its
relations with Central Asia.” Sinharecalled how the old silk
route had provided a meeting point for China and India two
millennia ago, carrying out a high volume of trade then.

Observing that energy and hydro-electricity were two
other areas where a lot could be achieved, Sinha said that
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India, with its high demand for energy, could import oil and
gas from the region, which has huge reserves.

OnNov. 14, after athree-day trip to Moscow, Prime Min-
ister V ajpayee wasin Dushanbe for 22 hours. He became the
first-ever Indian prime minister to visit Tgjikistan. Underlin-
ing its strategic interestsin Central Asia, India set up a Joint
Working Group with Tgjikistan to combat international ter-
rorism. Vajpayee agreed on this with Tajik President Emo-
mali Rakhmanov. Eight treatiesweresigned at theconclusion
of the summit, which include the agreement to intensify their
defense cooperation, and to build a highway linking them
through Afghanistan and Iran’ s Chah Bahar port, with the sea
link completing the transport corridor to India.

Before Vajpayeelanded at Dushanbe, acontingent of the
Indian Defense Ministry’s military engineering services
workers were packing up after a grueling day of building a
runway at an air base that lies 10 kilometers northeast of the
Tajikistan capital. The place is called Ayni, and the base is
India's first ever in a foreign country. An Indian Defense
Ministry spokesman confirmed that New Delhi wasinvolved
inupgradinginfrastructureat the Ayni air baseand “ has plans
to station its troops” and air platformsin the near future, to
support its energy security interestsin Central Asia.

Thisisjust another signal that India has placed great im-
portance on Central Asia, whichisrichin oil and natural gas.
Indian oil mgjor ONGC Videsh Limited (OVL) hastied up
with Kazakstan’ sgovernment for oil explorationinthefields
at Alibekilometerola and Kurmangazi. OVL currently has a
15% stake in Alibekilometerola and 10% in Kurmangazi;
both oil fields straddle the Kazak-Russian border. Signifi-
cantly, Indian and Tajik Special Forces held joint exercises
in February 2003.

After successful diplomacy in Southeast Asia, Indiais
now primedto replay itshistorical rolein Central Asia, aftera
gap. Apart fromV ajpayee’ scurrent visit to Dushanbe, Indian
Defense Minister George Fernandes headed for Kazakstan
and Kyrgyzstan, and External Affairs Minister Sinha visited
Uzbekistan—both in the first week of November. In Uzbeki-
stan on Nov. 6, Sinha underlined the importance of Central
Asiafrom the Indian perspective, saying that New Delhi was
looking at greater economic engagement with theregion.

Attendingthelndia-Central AsiaConferenceat Tashkent,
capital of Uzbekistan, Sinhaoutlined the plan for a 200-kilo-
meter road between Zaranj and Delaran in Afghanistan.
“Oncethisroadiscomplete, itwill reduceby 1,500 kilometers
the distance between Indiaand Central Asia,” he said. Sinha
pointed out that India was one of the first countries to have
missionsinall Central Asian countries. “ Our desirefor multi-
ple transport links with Central Asiaisin tune with our eco-
nomic progress. . . . Indiahas become amajor center for out-
sourcing. Our cooperation with Central Asia includes
cultural, economic, defense, and security relations. For us,
Central Asiaisour ‘immediateand strategic neighborhood,” ”
the Indiaminister emphasized.
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] ] multilaterally, “towards the establishment of a multipolar and
India-Russia just world order based on sovereign equality of all States,
their territorial integrity and non-interference in their internal
affairs. Threatsto global security and strategic stability should
be dealt with taking into account the legitimate security con-

Summ]_t BU]_ldS ‘Strategic siderations of all States.”

They also propose a dialogue of civilizations: “India and
Trj_al’]_gle’ Potentlal the Russian Federation are convinced that greater interaction
and mutual respect among diverse societies and cultures will
lead both to enrichment of these cultures as well as to en-

by Mary Burdman hanced harmony and security in the world. . .. There is no
place. . . for any type of extremistideology and intolerance.”
India and Russia enjoyed decades of very close political and Both nations have internal as well as international reason:

economic ties during the last half-century. The Nov. 11-13for this strategic approach. They are “two large and influential
summit of Indian Prime Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee and democracies,” multi-national and multi-cultural, with many
Russian President Vladimir Putin in Moscow showed the twdanguages, religions, and peoples in one large nation. The
governments committed to transforming their relationship to Indian Prime Ministdrtstikkaya Gazeta that at the time
deal with a crisis-ridden world. War and terrorism are graveof its independence, many had thought that India, with all its
threats to the stability of these two nations’ “common neigh- peoples, religions, and languages, and burdened by poverty,
borhood”—a vast region which includes Afghanistan, Irag,could not survive as a democratic nation for long. “We have
Pakistan, and Chechnya. In their joint Declaration on “Global proved the skeptics wrong,” he said. “The magnitude of this
Challenges and Threats to World Security and Stability” ofachievement is sometimes not fully appreciated.” This lesson
Nov. 12, they opposed “any type of extremist ideology and from history shapes Indian—and Russian—policymaking
intolerance,” and pledged that they will “resist with their full today.
might all forms of extremism.” Of the four international “crisis spots” discussed by Putin

The statement certainly aims at the religious and otheand Vajpayee, the first, discussed in greatest detail, was the
extremists who generated such havoc in Afghanistan and urgent need to stabilize Afghanistan, where extremism anc
other nations of Central and West Asia. But it could also applydrug production are both rising dangerously. They also called
to ideologies growing in other, very different, nations, which  for the “earliest restoration of Irag’s sovereignty”; for ending
also threaten world peace. the Israeli-Palestinian conflict; and supported the Six-Power

In New Delhi on the eve of Vajpayee’s departure, Indian ~ Talks to peacefully settle the nuclear issue on the Korean
Foreign Secretary Kanwal Sibal had forecast the strategiPeninsula. They offered each other mutual support in dealing
context of the summit: “Russia especially is focussingagreat  with separatism and terrorism in Jammu and Kashmir, and in
deal on global challenges and threats to world security an@€hechnya; and Moscow supported India’s initiatives, in April
stability. . . . We intend to issue a declaration on this.” and October, to break the deadlock in its relations with Pa-

The Declaration made the important primary assertiorkistan.
that the United Nations has to be the forum for dealing with
global security issues; Russia and India are “Determined teeconomic, Energy TiesKey
cooperate in countering global challenges and threats, which The friendly atmosphere of the Vajpayee’s Moscow visit
emanate frominternational terrorismin all its forms and mani- began with a quiet, private dinner with Putin at his dacha, and
festations.” But they also demand a “consistent and uncomthey held formal talks the next day. Since 2000, when their
promising approach to terrorism,” and the abandonment of = Declaration on Strategic Partnership was signed, the two na:
“double standards” in defining terrorism and dealing with it. tions have held regular annual summits. The growth of rela-
Connecting this to a realistic assessment of how terrorism  tions is shown by the President and Prime Minister's four
operates, the Declaration also expresses determination toeetings in the past 12 months: Putin visited India in Decem-
counter the grave threat posed by ever-expanding illegal drug ber 2002, completing his remarkable “triangle diplomacy”
trafficking, “narcobusiness,” and illegal arms trafficking, asfrom Moscow to Beijing and then directly to New Delhi;
key sources of financial and logistical supportto international ~ Vajpayee was an honored guest at the 300-year celebration:
terrorist operations. in St. Petersburg in May; they held meetings in France at the

In their Declaration, and, much more extensively in the  G-8 summit in June, and at the UN General Assembly in
two leaders’ “India-Russia Joint Statement” of Nov. 13, PutinSeptember. At this summit, Putin accepted an invitation to
and Vajpayee affirmed that they are “convinced that their  visitIndia again, and Vajpayee also met with Russian Deputy
strategic partnership has served as a factor in global pea¢&ime Minister Boris Alyoshin, Foreign Minister Igor lvanov,
and security.” India and Russia will cooperate, bilaterallyand  and Defense Minister Sergei lvanov. The latter was invited
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to Indiaimmediately to return the visit last January of Indian
Defence Minister George Fernandes.

The two leaders signed 10 economic and other agree-
ments, including aM emorandum of Understanding on Coop-
erationinthe Explorationand Useof Outer Spacefor Peaceful
Purposes. Most important was that Vajpayee brought with
him almost 100 leading Indian industriaists and business-
men, and addressed a Joint Meeting of Indian and Russian
businessmen on Nov. 13, which hecalled a“landmark event”
in their commercia relations. The Joint Statement after the
talkssaidthetwoleaderswant to* devisealong-term strategic
approach taking into account the mutually complementary
strengths of the two countries, the changes anticipated in the
nature of bilateral economic ties, and the emerging trends at
theglobal level. . . . They must explore each other’s existing
potential and emerging capabilities.”

Aslndiananalystspoint out, thisbig economic del egation
was particularly important amidst President Putin’s conflicts
with the Russian financial oligarchy and itsinternational sup-
porters. “Russia can how say, ‘We have friends all over the
world whowanttowork withuseconomically. Theoligarchy
hasbeen told that they must behave. Therewasal ot of discus-
sion of expansion of trade, and joint investment in strategic
areas, including in oil,” one analyst told EIR.

V gj payee emphasized complementarity of thetwo econo-
mies: India’s large market, excellent human resources, and
favorable demographics, Russia's enormous natura re-
sources, “aswell as acknowledged scientific and technol ogi-
cal excellence.” Even “during a period of major economic
slowdown around most of the globe, India and Russia have
continued to grow,” he said, and have “both achieved exper-
tise and even dominance in certain areas of technology.”

In many of India’s technological and scientific achieve-
ments—in founding its heavy industry, in space, in nuclear
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Indian Prime Minister Vajpayee
(left) and Russian President Putin
signed a“ Declaration on Global
Challenges and Threats to World
Security and Stability” at the
Kremlin on Nov. 13. Vajpayee's
visit centered also on energy and
economic cooperation, and was
seen as opportune for Putin’s
domestic showdown with Russia’s
“oligarchs.”

energy—therehasbeena” strong Russian connection,” which
V agjpayee said must be invigorated. Trade between them has
infact fallen to an annual level of lessthan $1.5 billion, from
$3.5 billion annually in Soviet days, now the two sides are
ending their special, Soviet-era “rupee-ruble” trade agree-
ments, and switching to “hard currency” trade. Some $2.7
billion worth of rupee debt under thisarrangment is till to be
settled, and Vgjpayee said that atask forceisbeing set up to
use these funds “for investment in both countries.” Putin had
proposed thisin New Delhi last December.

Nuclear Cooperation

“We are focussing on diversification from the traditional
items of trade to high-tech areas of cooperation, including
joint design and devel opment of equipment, informationtech-
nology and bio-technology,” Vapayee said. Better banking
arrangements are al so being made to expand trade.

Strategic areas of cooperation are the well-established
military ties, and energy. Russiaisabig energy exporter, and
Indiaan ever-larger importer. Russiais helping Indiabuild a
light-water nuclear power plant at Kudankulam in Tamil
Nadu, and Indiaisinvesting in the il field at Sakhalin 1.

The whole field of peaceful uses of nuclear energy has
great potential. On Nov. 3, Russian Atomic Energy Minister
Alexander Rumyantsev, on the eve of a visit to the United
States, told The Hindu that he is pushing to have the interna-
tional bans on nuclear dealswith Indialifted. “1 awaysraise
the problem of India whenever | meet my colleagues from
other countries,” hesaid. “ Thereisapressing need to review
the guidelines of the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) and
work out aspecia arrangement for Indiato allow it to cooper-
atewith other countriesin the nuclear field.” Indiahad devel-
oped its nuclear weapons technologies indigenously, Rum-
yantsev said, rather than receiving them from athird country,
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and has a flawless record on nuclear non-proliferation. It has
no aternative to nuclear power to meet its growing energy
needs.

The Russian Ministry repeated thiscall on Nov. 11, after
discussions with Indian National Security Advisor Brajesh
Mishra. “Itishightimetoreview bansonnuclear co-operation
with Indiaimposed in 1992 by the Nuclear Suppliers Group
(NSG),” the Ministry announced. Indian Foreign Secretary
Kanwal Sibal had just told reportersin New Delhi that India
is interested in buying more nuclear energy reactors from
Russia.

Military cooperation isnow at the advanced level of joint
research, development, and training, and military exchanges.
AsVagjpayeesaidinaninterview with Trud published onNov.
11, joint military cooperation has “ outgrown the framework
of ‘buyer and seller’ relations. Interaction between Indiaand
Russia has reached the level of joint design of projects and
creation of prototype models and production.” Thisincludes
advanced military airplanes, missiles, frigates, and tanks. Fu-
ture sales of jointly produced military equipment to third
countries are now on the agenda.

Buildinga Eurasian Land-Bridge

Russia and India are also actively building the Eurasian
Land-Bridge. At the center of thisisthe“North-South Trans-
port Corridor” from India' s Indian Ocean ports via those of
Iran, through Central Asia, acrossthe Caspian Sea, to Russia.
This was launched in 2000, at first, as a group of trade
agreements to make it easier to ship goods on existing infra-
structure. Now, badly needed new infrastructure is being
built. Indiais already shipping to Russia through the Corri-
dor, and Vajpayee encouraged Russian exporters to use it
much more.

Thisyear, Russia has built several large container termi-
nals at the Russian Caspian seaports of Olya, near the large
port of Astrakhan, and Makhackala. By 2005, Russia will
complete construction of a50-kilometer railway to link Olya
with Russia s national rail network. The government has cut
port tariffs by 45% to encourage use of the new terminals.
Just before Vgjpayee’ s visit, Russian Deputy Transportation
Minister Chinghiz Izmailov told The Hindu that “it would
obviously make senseif Indian and Russian companies give
thought to establishing an international consortium for con-
tainer shipment along the North-South Transport Corridor.”

Of perhaps greater historic importance, discussion of
building thefirst-ever railroad into Afghanistan, with cooper-
ation of India, Iran, Uzbekistan, and Tgjikistan, is aso on
the agenda. This matter was to be discussed at the M oscow
summit as of strategic importance. In Tashkent on Nov. 8,
Indian External Affairs Minister Y ashwant Sinhaannounced
that India would participate in building trans-Afghanistan
roads between Termez, Uzbekistan, and the Iranian port of
Chah Bahar on the Sea of Oman. “We have decided to add a
rail link too,” he said.
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The Strategic Triangle

The Russian-Indian discussions were rounded with the
idea of the “Strategic Triangle” of Russia, China and India.
V gjpayee, who has played a key role in making Indian rela-
tions with China much warmer, discussed the “Triangle” in
an interview with Rossiskaya Gazeta. “There are severd is-
sueson which thethree countries share views and can consult
eachother,” Vajpayeesaid. “ Thecreation of ajust, multipolar
world order is one such issue. There are a large number of
areas of potential in economic cooperation among the three
countries.”

Relations between India and China have long been the
weak link among the three. Now, Vajpayee said, “relations
with Chinahavebeenimproving steadily over theyears,” with
many high-level visits, bilateral interaction, and substantially
better economic ties. “During my visit to Chinain June, we
agreed to raise our bilateral political and economic coopera-
tion to qualitatively higher levels,” Vapayee said. “As our
relationship expands and diversifies, it will increase mutual
goodwill and trust, which should facilitate resolution of our
differences between us,” including the still-unresolved bor-
der. “Wewill proceed along this course, in the conviction that
aswe intensify and diversify our economic cooperation and
people-to-people links, we can develop a climate of under-
standing and trust in which differences can be resolved from
alarger political perspective.”

Two recent events show how this larger perspective is
being created. On Nov. 14, the Indian and Chinese navies
conducted their first-ever joint naval exercise off Shanghai,
hailed by both sides as a “complete success.” This was a
“search and rescue exercise” aimed at securing maritime
trade. The exercise had been proposed during Vapayee's
Junevisit to China.

Of even greater interest, India and Nepal have agreed to
build their first-ever railroad link. Nepal, alandlocked nation
intheHimalayas, and Indiahave signed an agreement to open
arail link from Raxaul in India, over the border to Birgunj in
Nepal. India has built a 5.4 kilometer-long railway line, and
Nepal is building rail infrastructure in the town of Birgun;.
Thisis particularly important in the greater picture, because
Chinaissteadily constructing thefirst-ever railroadinto Tibet.
Whenthat iscompleted, and morerail linksare built fromthe
Indian and Nepalese side, the two most populous nations in
the world can be linked to each other in the southern tier of
the Eurasian Land-Bridge.
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UN, Israeli Institutions
Tell Sharon: Make Peace

by Michele Steinberg and
Dean Andromidas

In an unprecedented move, on Nov. 13, four former heads of
the Shin Bet, the Israeli national security service, blasted the
hardline policies of Isragl Prime Minister Ariel Sharon to-
wards the Palestinians. They declared, in a joint interview
to Israel’s largest-circulation daily, Yedioth Aharanot, that
Israel faces” catastrophe” unlessit makes peace with the Pal-
estinians. Themoveby these senior officialsfollowstheinter-
vention, no less stunning, by the current Chief of Staff of the
Israeli Defense Forces, Gen. Moshe Ya aon, who briefed
reporters that Sharon’s policies were responsible for the col-
lapse of the government of former Pal estinian PrimeMinister
Mahmoud Abbas (Abu Mazen).

Reporting on General Ya alon's remarks, Ha' aretz re-
porter Uzi Benziman wrote on Oct. 29, “The high command
of thelsrael Defense Forcesbelievesthat | srael contributed to
the collapse of former Palestinian premier Mahmoud Abbas
(Abu Mazen's) government by making only stingy demon-
strations of support.” Benziman added that unnamed senior
military sources said, “It is the dominant feeling in the IDF
General Staff . . . that I srael should havetreated Abbasdiffer-
ently, by giving him control of every Palestinian city he asked
for” Abu Mazen was also undercut, these sources told
Ha'aretz, by Sharon’s threats about the “fate of Yasser
Arafat.”

These anti-Sharon statementsby military and intelligence
chiefs are not individual, but institutional, say intelligence
sources in Israel and Washington, and they have rocked Is-
rael—and perhaps, to an even greater extent, the United
States.

UN Vote M akes Sharon Unhappy

Reflecting this reality, on Nov. 19, was the UN Security
Council’ s unanimous vote to pass a Russian-sponsored reso-
[ution that made the Road Map peace plan an official UN
Security Council policy; the United States voted in favor of
the resolution, despite the hysterical opposition of Isragli
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon’s government.

Nasser al-Kidwa, Palestinian envoy to the UN, said the
resolution “ could be awatershed in the history of the Middle
East peace process,” asitis“thefirst that focusses entirely on
thetwo-state solution.” On behalf of the Russian government,
Deputy Foreign Minister Y uri Fedotov said, “ The purpose of
thisresolutionisto givean additional impetusto international
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efforts, including efforts made by the four international co-
sponsors[theUnited States, European Union, United Nations,
and Russig] to promote the fulfillment of the parties’ obliga-
tions under the Road Map.” It was exactly this international
pressure—especially the possibility of international moni-
tors—that Sharon wanted to avoid.

Thereisstill moretothe story. Commenting ontheresolu-
tion, Lyndon LaRouche, the Presidential candidate who is
second in popular support among the Democrats running for
the 2004 nomination, said that the passing of the UNSC reso-
lution will make Cheney and Sharon very unhappy. Indeed,
Cheney’ sforces have been behind every U.S. veto of a Secu-
rity Council resolution that attempted to curtail Sharon’'s
violence.

LaRouche had in fact set the stage for the passing of the
UNSC resolution, when he supported the “Geneva Accord”
peace initiative of Palestinians and Israglis, at his Oct. 22
international webcast, called “The Post-Cheney Era”
LaRouche is the only Presidential candidate to support the
Geneva Accord, which has taken the world by fire, and is
due to be signed by the Palestinian and Israeli leaders who
initiated it in aspecial ceremony on Dec. 1 in Switzerland.

LaRouche hasalso led the movement in the United States
to oust Cheney from government, exposing how the Vice
President runs a parallel government from awar roomin his
offices, staffed by the neo-conservative followers of
Nietzschean L eo Strauss. |n acampaign pamphlet, LaRouche
dubbed this Cheney network, the “Children of Satan: The
Ignoble Liars Behind Bush’ sNo Exit War”; and the label has
stuck. Cheney’'s operatives, including his aide, David
Wurmser, Pentagon advisor Richard Perle, and Undersecre-
tary of Defense for Policy Douglas Feith were all co-authors
of the 1996 document, “ A Clean Break,” which callsfor abol-
ishing the Palestinian Authority and for the Nazi-style mass
exile of Palestinians, aswell asregime changein Irag, Syria,
and Iran. Cheney’ s neo-conswant to wipe out the Palestinian
leadership under therubric of the* war against terrorism.” But
with the revolt of the Isragli ingtitutions, the Sharon/Cheney
plans are threatened.

Washington sources report that secret polls available to
the White House show Bush does not even command the
support of Jewish Americans—despite his 1,000% support
for Sharon’s every deadly move. Jewish citizensin America
and Israel redlize that there is no military solution, and are
turning away from Cheney’s buddy Sharon, who promised
“peace and security” and brought neither to Israel.

Expanding Peace Process

“These statements by the Shin Bet Chiefs have to seen as
part of a growing movement” for peace, one Isradli intelli-
gence source told EIR. He pointed to devel opments over the
past several weeks including the letter of refusal to servein
the occupied territories by reserve Air Force pilots—consid-
eredtheelite of the elite—including abrigadier general. This
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was followed by General Yaaon's powerful statements
against Sharon's palicies. In addition, young IDF soldiers,
including some who recently emigrated from America, have
been coming forward, in regional U.S. newspapers, with sto-
ries of how they are ordered to brutalize and humiliate Pales-
tinian civilians.

But the intervention by the former Shin Bet chiefs was
themost dramatic, coveredinfour full pagesof Yedioth Ahar-
anot. “We are heading downhill towards near catastrophe,”
said Yaakov Perry, Shin Bet chief from 1987-93. “If .. . we
go on living by the sword, we will continue to wallow in the
mud and destroy ourselves.” I srael must “ dismantletheillegal
settlements.” Perry even specifically referenced the violent
West Bank settlerssaying, “Wewill haveto clashwith them.”

Ami Ayalon, Shin Bet head from 1996-2000, called for
unilateral withdrawal of troops and settlers from Gaza and
the West Bank, saying that if the occupation continues, “We
are taking sure, steady steps to a place where the State of
Israel will nolonger beademocracy and ahomefor the Jewish
people.” Ayaonisalsoaninitiator of apeaceinitiativecalled
the People’s Voice, with Sari Nusseibeh, a Palestinian intel-
lectual and President of Al QudsUniversity in East Jerusalem.
That statement of principles for a peace agreement has been
turned into a petition which over 100,000 Palestinians and
Israelishavesigned, and Ayalonand Nusseibehjointly toured
theU.S. promoting it.

Carmi Gillon, Shin Bet head from just after the Rabin
assassination until 1996, called the government incapable
of “getting out of this mess.” Avraham Shalom, chief from
1980-86, said Sharon’s policies were “contrary to the desire
for peace. We must once and for all admit there is another
side, that . .. that it is suffering and that we are behaving
disgracefully. . . . Thisentire behavior isthe result of the oc-
cupation.”

These courageousoutcrieshavein turn triggered forceful
action from international leaders, most notably, Russian
President VVladimir Putin and Pope John Paul I1. On Nov. 16
in St. Peter’ s Square, the Pope, for the first time, denounced
Israel’s apartheid wall, pointedly, on the eve of Sharon’s
arrival in Italy, saying, “ The Holy Land does not need walls,
but bridges. ... [T]he wall ... is seen by many as a new
obstacle” to peace. Just two weeks before, Putin had told
Sharon point-blank that Russia would neither withdraw nor
ater its UN Security Council resolution on the Road Map
and a Palestinian state, which was to be adopted on Nov.
19. “Unfortunately, the momentum for peace seems to have
stopped,” said the Pope, but his intervention helped turn
the tide.

Thewide American audience for the voices of peace was
reflected in the highly successful Nov. 1-4 tour by Gen.
Amram Mitzna, former Labor Party chairman, appealing to
Americato support the Geneva Accord (see box).

Mitzna: ‘We Are Back’ For Peace

Gen. Amram Mitzna (IDF-ret.) former chairman of the
Israeli Labor Party and current member of the Knesset
(parliament), gave this Nov. 1 keynote speech in Boston,
Mass., to a conference of Brit Tzedek v' Shalom, the U.S--
based Alliance for Justice and Peace. Mitzna also spoke
to capacity crowdsin Philadel phiaand New York—but not
onemajor U.S. newspaper reported hisspeeches, showing
thusthe media biasfor the pro-war Likudniks. Hereisthe
opening and an excerpt of Mitzna’'s Boston speech.

I'd like to begin with telling you that just a few hours
ago, thousands of people gathered in the Square. And I’'m
talking about Rabin Squarein Tel Aviv. | remind you that
itiseight yearssince Rabinwasassassinated by extremists
for the Jewish organizationsin Israel. And | think that we
should do the same as the people in the Square did. Let's
stand up for one minute of silence. . . .

Rabin was assassinated . . . after he was so brave to
change his mind and to understand that the reality in the
Middle East is not what we thought. . . .

In 1987, 20 years had passed sincethewar in' 67, and
many peoplein|srael thought that it ispossibleto continue
to occupy—then 2.5 million Palestinians, now 3.5 million
Palestinians—and we did it so easily, without any real
problems. But the Intifadain 1987 showed that it is over.
And Rabin, | think, as Begin before, realized that instead
of fighting the Pal estinians, and | osing everythingwe have,
we will have to reach the idea of “Two States for Two
Peoples.” Instead of fighting, let's negotiate. Instead of
occupying . . . let’s see what kind of concessions that we
haveto make—painful concessions—if wewanttoliveas
aJewish and a Democrétic state.

He was assassinated, and for the last eight years . . .
we went “off-road.” | think that the Geneva accord—the
Geneva Initiative—the Geneva Agreement is a sign that
we are back, talking about “ Two States for Two Peoples,”
with ajust conclusion to the conflict. . . .

Now it is very important that the Jewish communities
in the United States will raise their voice. . . . and you are
not alone—it isin Israel also that the right-wing . . . are
much stronger. But now we have an agenda. . . . | believe
wewere so bravein warsand in combat, we are able to be
brave in taking risks in peace attempts and peace initia-
tives—Michele Seinberg
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peated in later events elsewhere in Europe, are, as Europeans
Germany point out, aimed less against what Chirac and Sdbrare
doing right now, than what they may do in the near and me-
dium-term future. A front-page story in the leading French
daily Le Monde of Nov. 12, on the potential of a Franco-

BOndS Wlth France Put German union, hinted at some aspects of what is being dis-

. cussed between Paris and Berlin already. In particllar,
Perle 1ma NeO—Con Rage Monde reported a recent speech by French Foreign Minister
De Villepin at the exclusive policy-debating club in Paris
called In Real Time, in which he spoke of a “unique historical
challenge thatwe have norighttomiss,” in making “essential”
steps toward a new level of Franco-German cooperation.
A heated verbal confrontation between U.S. defense advisor
Richard Perle and former French Navy commander AdmFrench Nuclear Umbrella Over Germany?
Jacques Lanxade was among the spectacular events at the Two main motives were cited bye Monde as being be-
annuaWeltam Sonntag Security Policy Forum, held in Berlin hind this intensification of talks between Paris and Berlin:
during the first days of November. In his tour of Europe, the“the Iraqi crisis, and the consciousness that the two countries
neo-conservative point-man Perle, known in Washington as have to face the same economic and social problems. Th
the “Prince of Darkness,” was trying to isolate France andmassive rallying of the Central European countries to the
pull other Europeans, especially Germans, back to the sideof ~ United States, against Paris and Berlin, confirmed that the
the Washington war-party. [EU] enlargement [to 25 nations] would not be exactly a
At the surface, the dispute was over anti-French remarks party.” The areas dominating the upgraded Franco-Germar
which Perle had made to that forum on Nov. 2. There, he saicagenda also prominently include defense, the newspaper re-
“We should not fool ourselves: There are members in our  ported. This seems to confirm what insiders have pointed
alliance that really believe that Europe should be positionedo in recent weeks, namely that future defense cooperation
as counterweight to the U.S.A. Chirac, for example, Domini- between Paris and Berlin may include the revolutionary step
qgue de Villepin, for example. And others in Europe think of France extending its nuclear deterrence umbrella over
alike, too, it seems. That has to be clarified in Europe. Europe Germany.
has to decide whether it wants to become a counterweight or There have also been leaks about a recent memorandum
remain an ally. These two exclude each other.” jointly authored by young diplomats of France and Germany,
Perle went further, dictating to Germany: “If Germany said to outline the “synergetic effects” of a much-enhanced
supports the French concept, it is the end of NATO. If, how-  cooperation between Paris and Berlin in defense, foreign pol-
ever, Germany realizes that Europe should not be a counteiey, economic, and research policies. Influential groups in
weight to the U.S.A.—that the community of interests and both countries are working on the next steps, from the anti-
values is so important that a European counterweight werraq War links towards a real, positively-defined alliance.
the last thing we would want—it would be the beginningofa  That would have an impact on European affairs, as indicated
new NATO. Too many in Europe, too many Germans, tooby the decision of the EU defense ministers on Nov. 17, to
many French and others believe that the Franco-Germanrela-  establish a common agency for the coordination of military-
tionship is crucial for peace. And that the essence of thaindustrial projects, including the supply of Europe’s armies
relationship is agreements between governments, in the last  with weapons and other equipment made in Europe.
instance. | think that is a misinterpretation of history. Peace Sources call attention to two strategic orientations that
on this continent is not secured by talks between Chirac and  Paris and Berlin are pursuing. Avoiding an open conflict with
Schraer—not by agreements between these two either—the Bush Administration, contacts will be intensified to circles
but by millions of Germans electing their government in a  in the United States that maintain the claim for a sole super-
democratic way.” This was an unmistakeable neo-con “sugpower role globally, but oppose an imperialistic orientation
gestion” of a new, Christian Democratic government in based on pre-emptive wars. Second, a leading role for France
Germany. and Germany in the ongoing European integration will be
Perle’s attacks against the diplomacy of Chirac and sought, centered on crucial policy areas such as economics
Schraer and his reference to the presumably insurgent Gerforeign affairs, and defense; while encouraging other Euro-
man electorate, indicate that a new round of destabilizations ~ pean countries to contribute and join. This approach is de-
of France and Germany is up. This may come through suddescribed with the term, “Europe of the different speeds.”
“scandals” and related incidents, hitting leading figures of This Franco-German strategy implies a reassertion of Eu-
their political establishments. rope against neo-con designs of the Bush Administration;
The Perle tirades against the Franco-German alliance, re-  exactly what keeps raising the temper of people like Perle.

by Rainer Apel
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Demand German Reform
In Schroéder’s China Trip

by EIR Staff

cellor Gerhard Schider prepares for a December economic-

cooperation trip to China, while hundreds of thousands 0fn one of Germans' nationwide demonstrations against

Germans have been demonstrating throughout Novembelepression, unemployment, and austerity in “ the nation of poets

against layoffs and depression-cutbacks in every sphere @ndthinkers” students banner quotes the poet Heinrich Heine:

economic life. In the leaflet, BBp chairman Helga Zepp- ~ Moneyisround androllsaway; but education remains”

LaRouche calls for a reform in Germany like that which set

off China’s rapid industrial and infrastructure growth since

the 1980s. Itmakes anironic challenge tothe German“Maoist ~ nomic and financial system.

cultural revolution” which has brought the country the green  “The Schi@er government reacts to the ever-new budget

ecological cult of anti-science, anti-industry, and anti-prog-  gaps with the worst means: cut, cut, cut to death. The SPD is

ress beliefs; and an economic policy of free trade, globalizabrutally destroying the social state, which has been fought for

tion, and deadly austerity. for 130 years. The trade unions are being destroyed as well.
The leaflet mobilization is a drive for a dramatic shift in ... We must not cut, but rather completely reorganize the

German and European economic policy around the opportu-  world financial and economic system.

nity of Schrader’s China visit next month. Ata Nov. 17 dem- “But, there is a way out! Schder’s trip to China in De-

onstration of 50,000 students and trade union members pro-  cember can become the beginning of a fundamental chang

testing education cuts and rising unemployment in the statBecause the countries of Asia—China, India, Russia, South

of Hesse, B&o activists and LaRouche Youth Movement  Korea, Japan, etc.—have already begun to realize the Eur-

organizers distributed 10,000 of the leaflets. Nearly 1,00@sian Land-Bridge, which the'®®o has proposed for years.

went to the Social Democratic Party’s (SPD) national con-  Already nextyear, five newraillines from East Asiato Europe

gress in Bochum in the Ruhr region on Nov. 10, where thewill be tested, which are then to be expanded to ‘development

party confronted the disastrous recent electoral consequences  corridors.’ The German—and European—economy can on

of the government’s austerity-and-deregulation policy do-+ecover, if we return to exporting 40% of our domestic prod-

mestically, a stark contrast to its growing economic coopera-  uct. China, India, Southeast Asia, with a population of 3.4

tion with China where the opposite policies of national econ-billion people, are the fast-growing export markets, which we

omy are the trend. And the B is also reaching German need, if we want to return to productive full employment.

businessmen through meetings Mfittelstand entrepre- Schraler’s trip to China will be a good opportunity to learn,

neurs—small and medium-sized industrial frms—suchasa  how to correct economic mistakes. China’s stunning eco-

gathering of 19 companies’ representatives in the Ruhr omomic upswing occurred thanks to Deng Xiaoping's rejection

Nov. 15. of the catastrophic economic policy of the Cultural Revo-
“One catastrophic report follows the other,” warns thelution!
leaflet. “The official unemployment figure is approaching the “If we in Germany want to recover from the conse-

5 million mark; pensions are no longer safe, the healthcargquences of ‘our cultural revolution'—i.e., the neo-liberal
system is disintegrating; social security plans are turned into post-industrial paradigm of the past 35 years—we need ac
waste paper; the cities are bankrupt; the universities are closadical a change as was done by China under Deng!"Schro

ing down entire faculties. No halfway intelligentpersoncould  der’s trip provides an excellent chance, to introduce a ‘Deng
think that the problems concerning him are individual prob-reform’ in Germany as well, and demonstrate to the popula-
lems. What the B8o has warned of for a long time, is now  tion that there is an optimistic alternative to cutting, to
becoming obvious. The collapse of the German economy ithe [European Union’s] Stability Pact, and to economic

only one symptom of the systemic crisis of the global eco-  suicide.”
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China Launches New
Asian Space Group

In a dramatic demonstration of how China
has put itself forward as a regional space
player, and as a challenger to the United

States and Europe, an Asia-Pacific Spd

Cooperation Organization (APSCO) will be

officially set up next year, with Beijing as its
headquarter$hina Daily reported on Nov.
11. The member countries apparently w
notinclude either the United States or Japa3

This decision was taken by 14 natior]
and the United Nations, meeting in Beijing.
The countries attending are: Bangladeg
Brazil, China, South Korea, Iran, Malaysia,
Mongolia, Peru, the Philippines, Russi
Thailand, Pakistan, Ukraine, and Chile. Th
AFP wire reporting the launching describg
China as “the leading player in space expl
ration in the Asia-Pacific.”

Chinese National Space Administratio
head Luan Enjie (who was denied a visa lg
year to attend an international space conf

ence in Houston), said the purpose of the

new group is to promote the developme

of space technology and applications. “Each

country, whether rich or poor, is entitled t
conduct the peaceful exploration and stu
of outer space,” stated a Foreign Ministf
spokesman.

It is reported that China and the othe
Asian countries will develop and launc
eight satellites within the next eight years,
mainly for Earth remote sensing, specifi-
cally of the Asia-Pacific region.

| sraeli Writer Rips
Slander of LaRouche

Journalist and commentator Israel Shamjr
an Israeli citizen and defender of Palesti
ians, answered an attack on LaRouche wh
appeared in the U.S.-based magazine of
Socialist Workers Organization, call&d-

cialist Viewpoint, in October. The magazine
has not yet printed his reply. Journals liK
this one are used to perpetuate the Anti-Dg¢
amation League’s (ADL) filth both among

and among Jewish “peaceniks” who parla
neo-con, ADL, and Likudnik slanders, whil¢
“opposing” their originators.

Shamir wrote: “When an author and &
editor [Nat Weinstein] of a left-wing maga
zine repeats word-perfect the last speech
Ashcroft at ADL in New York, it can't but
c&ause some eyebrow twitching. . . . What
worse, Weinstein's style and rhetoric a
those of Ashcroft and Abe Foxman.

n2/5 to Patrick Buchanan and 3/5 t
s LaRouche.

“Weinstein tries to adhere the label g
hrelcist Nazi and fascist to LaRouche
\ 'Shamir countered, “but alas, the label do
, not stick. Indeed, Weinstein is visibly upse
éthat LaRouche is not aracist. . . . Weinste
s is hard to please: LaRouche ‘uses anti-ca
O_talist and anti-imperialist’ slogans, so he
got to be a fascist (!). LaRouche ‘does n
attack Jews, communists and striking wor

rs,” so he's a crypto-fascist. LaRouch
‘learned from Trotsky,’ so he is a perverte]
fascist.” Shamir says that Weinstein's arg

n
S
Br-
:]tment reminds him of a piece by Israeli play
wright Hanoch Levine. “The Military Gov-
ernor's standing orders for soldiers i

Occupied Territories: A nervous pedestrig
is asuspected Arabterrorist. . . Acalm[on

b
ly.
y

.Alooking upwards[one]is. . . religious

—’ﬂ

Arab terrorist . . . A pedestrian whose eyes
"are shut. asuspectedsleepingArabterr
ist. A stay -at-home person is a suspect
sick Arab terrorist. The above-mentione
suspects should be arrested, and after awa
ing shot, taken to the morgue.”

o

Aeschylus' Lost
- TrilogyW|II Be Played

ch

he  BBC News reported on Nov. 14 that|

trilogy, written by the great Classical Gree
playwright Aeschylus, will be staged in

e prus, for the first time in more than 2,05

2f-  years, after fragments of the text were
in an Egyptian mummy. The play, a trilog

D

Weinstein said that criticizing Israel “is the
| New anti-Semitism,” and devoted his atta¢

. asuspected cold- bIooded Arab terrorist

lost, scientists believe, when the famous Li-
brary of Alexandria was burned down by the
Romans under Julius Caesar in 48 B.C.
But according to Andy Bargilly, director
of Cyprus’s national theater company Thoc,
of  “In the last decades, archaeologists found
mummies in Egypt which were stuffed with
papyrus, containing excerpts of the original
plays of Aeschylus.”
Drawing on references to the trilogy
from other ancient sources, and the recently
discovered papyrus texts, researchers be-
lieve they have the closest possible adapta-
tion of Aeschylus’ masterpiece. Thoc is
planning the world premiere in Cyprus and
Greece next Summer. A Greek author, Elias
Malandris, has worked on the project for a
decade.

y

l

is
e
D

k
o]

f

es
t

n “We do think it is a faithful adaptation

pi-  toalarge extent, but nobody can say 100%,”
s  said Bargilly. “People working on ancient

bt texts knew that the trilogy existed because it
- was mentioned in Aristophanes and other
e writers of ancient Greece.”

d Described as the “Father of Tragedy,”

Aeschylus is said to have written 90 plays,
although only a handful survive; these in-
cludégamemnon, Eumenides, andProme-
n theus Bound.
n

J

HIV Vaccine Fails;

a Iooking downwards [one] is a suspect siny2010 Cases Will Double

O™ vaxGen's experimental vaccine against

ed HIV has clearly failed in tests in Thailand,
d the Brisbane, Australia-based company an-
"Hounced Nov. 12. It had announced the fail-
ure of its North American trial in February.
Meanwhile, the number of people in-
fected with HIV worldwide will increase
from more than 42 million to more than 87
million by the end of this decade, a BBC
News story asserted, also Nov. 12. The story
recalled that the AIDS epidemic is taking
ahodd in India, Russia, and China, which to-
k gether make up half of the world’s popula-
Cytion. Black Africa has most of the existing
D 42 million cases, with infection rates above
foBO in some countries.
“Now that VaxGen's vaccine has

the Arab communities in the United State

60 International

s, on the Trojan War, enthlilles, was

failed,” wrote Associated Press reporter
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Paul Eliasin aNov. 13 story, “attention has
turned to the two dozen other experimental
vaccinesnow being tested on 12,000 human
volunteersin experiments around theworld.
But none of those are as advanced as Vax-
Gen’stwo failed experiments, and any suc-
cessful candidate isyears away.”

Russian Prosecutor:
Nationalize Central Bank

A hint of what some of the Russian siloviki
(men from the uniformed agencies) directly
involved inthe prosecution of Y ukos Oil ex-
CEO Mikhail Khodorkovsky and others,
have in mind as necessary changes in Rus-
sian economic practice, was giveninaNov.
13 Pravdaru commentary by Dmitri
Chirkin. He reported that Russia’'s Deputy
Prosecutor General Vladimir Kolesnikov
took the occasion of a Nov. 12 conference
on combatting pirated goods, to suggest
some far-reaching economic policy
changes. Kolesnikov offered his view that
“the [Russian] Central Bank should become
a state agency, subordinate to the govern-
ment or the President of the country, and
theinterest rate on loans should be zero. . . .
What profit are we receiving in the Central
Bank? The Central Bank ought to be supply-
ing the circulatory system of the economy
with money.”

As Chirkin points out, Kolesnikov’s re-
marks imply radical changes, insofar asthe
1993 Russian Constitution and the Law on
the Central Bank enshrined the principle of
alegally distinct central banking institution,
independent of the Federal government—
the Venetian/Anglo-Dutch model of an in-
dependent central banking system, imported
into Russiain the 1990s.

The previous day, during a round-table
discussion held at the State Duma, Kol esni-
kov also spoke about “corruption in the up-
per echelons’ as Russia' s gravest problem:
“That corruption in the elite institutions of
power, which involves the largest-scale
thievery of state assets, simultaneously in-
flictsthe greatest moral damage, by creating
anegativeimageof thestateauthorities.” He
said he was talking about people “who ook
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realy nice—al smooth, with ties on.”
Kolesnikov, notes Chirkin, is a blunt
speaker, but doesnot speak out often or with-
out a purpose. He was the first to announce
some of the criminal casesagainst BorisBe-
rezovsky, and he warned of Kho-
dorkovsky's impending arrest, a few days
beforeit occurred.

Pope, Int’| Red Cross
Reject | sraeli Violations

In his Nov. 16 Sunday prayers, Pope John
Paul 11, for the first time, denounced the
Sharon government’s 270-mile-long apart-
heid wall. This criticism came, pointedly,
on the eve of Israeli Prime Minister Ariel
Sharon’s arrival in Italy. The Pontiff said,
“The Holy Land does not need walls, but
bridges. The construction of the wall be-
tweenthelsragli peopleand Pal estinian peo-
pleisseen by many asanew obstacle on the
road leading to peaceful cohabitation.” He
also said, “Unfortunately, the momentum
for peace seems to have stopped.”

Meanwhile, the Internationa Commit-
tee of the Red Cross (ICRC) has announced
that it is cancelling the food program for the
Palestinians in the occupied territories,
which cost the ICRC about $46 million in
thelast oneand one-half years. They aredo-
ing this, even though a Red Cross official in
the territories, Francois Bellon, told Israeli
Defense Forces general sthat the Palestinian
Authority areais“ontheverge of an‘explo-
sion’ ... ‘the worst ever humanitarian
crisis,”” reported the Independent of Nov.
16. The ICRC says that the blame for this
disaster is|sragl’s, according to spokesman
Vincent Bernard. The relief was only “de-
signed to assist in a humanitarian emer-
gency, not to address the longer-term prob-
lems caused by curfews, closures and the
collapse of the economy,” which are due to
the Isragli policies. Bernard also warned Is-
rael that they have responsibilities “as the
occupying power.” For now, the badly-
strapped World Food Program of the UN is
stepping in to help the Palestinians, but if
all the relief organizations leave, the food
would cost Israel $1.6 billion ayear.

Briefly

KOFI ANNAN: ThirdWorldislos-
ing massively to capital flight. Speak-
ing at a dialogue of the UN General
Assembly on financing for economic
development, the Secretary General
warned that developing countries
made anet transfer of $200 billion to
other countriesin2002 alone, and that
thiswasthesixth straight year of such
bleeding through capita flight. An-
nan said, “Funds should be moving
from developed countriesto devel op-
ing countries, but these numbers tell
us the oppositeis happening.”

GULF states' Cooperation Council
(GCC) countries have launched a
project for a regional transport net-
work, coherentwith LaRouche’ sEur-
asianLand-Bridgeidea. Accordingto
Arab sources in Dubai, the nations
ministers made adecision in October
to go ahead with linking existing, and
building new rail networks acrossthe
GCC. TheplanfitsEIR sproposasto
link up the region’ srailwayswith the
Eurasian Land-Bridge. Theinitiative
was covered in some Gulf press.

POVERTY is increasing in Ger-
many, oneof therichest nationsinthe
world; its Federal Statistics Agency
on Nov. 18 reported an increasing
number of poor citizens that are
forcedtoliveonsocia welfare. Dom-
inant in therise of poverty, with 75%
of al cases registered, is the loss of
jobs, or theinahility totakeajob (e.g.,
family reasons, health, youth), the
Office found. More than 3 million
Germans who lack aregular job are
not reported inthe official joblesssta-
tistics.

RUSSIAN PRESIDENT Vladimir
Putin brought up world monetary re-
forms at a meeting in Moscow, Nov.
13, between Russian government of -
ficidls, economic-financial experts,
and an International Monetary Fund
delegationled by Fund Director Horst
Kdhler. Putin said that Russiawanted
to“assist” with proposals by Russian
experts in the IMF for “reforming”
the Bretton Woods global monetary
system.
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‘Plumbers’ Are Under
Investigation in Cheney-Gate

by Jeffrey Steinberg

The triumphant neo-conservative claim trumpeted through- lished and reported on Nov. 14, with great fanfare from Rupert
outU.S. media on Nov. 14—that links between Saddam HusMurdoch’s Fox TV andNew York Post. TheWeekly Standard,

sein and Al-Qaeda had been “conclusively proven” by a  too, is a Murdoch-owned propaganda sheet, edited by one of
memo from Undersecretary of Defense Douglas Feith to th&Vashington’s leading Leo Strauss cultists, William Kristol.
Senate Intelligence Committee—rapidly went the way of all Atthe same time that the CIA was demanding a full probe
previous such cooked claims from Vice President Dick Che-of the leak, the leaders of the Senate Intelligence Committee,
ney’s faction in Washington. But more, this claim had, by = chairman Pat Roberts (R-Kan.) and vice-chairman John D.
Nov. 17-18, boomeranged intoits opposite: a Defense DeparRockefeller IV (D-W.Va.), were also calling on the DOJ to

ment denial of the claim itself; an eruption of official demands probe the Feith leak—and to investigate, as well, the theft
toinvestigate who passed this classified document to the waitf a Democratic staff memo from the panel’s highly secure

ing neo-con press; the likely revival of the Intelligence Com-  offices. The theft and leaking of that staff memo had been
mittee probe which had been shut down on Nov. 7 “to savaised by Senate Majority Leader Bill Frist (R-Tenn.) as the
Cheney’s neck”; and the escalation of “Cheney-gate” itself, pretext for his Nov. 7 order to shut down the panel’s probe of
by the exposure of what appear to be “plumbers’ " operationsntelligence abuses by senior Bush Administration policy-

to steal sensitive documents from the Cheney faction’s oppo- makers in the run-up to the Iraq war. It had been surfaced by
nents. radio host Sean Hannity and promoted by Fox TV as “proof”

The boomerang was part of what Democratic Presidential ~ that the Democrats were playing “partisan politics” with a
candidate Lyndon LaRouche called “the start of the hotprobe that has increasingly centered on Vice President Che-
phase” of his Presidential campaign—focussing on the Jan. ney, the leading war-hawk in the Bush White House.

13 Washington, D.C. Democratic primary and other events

in the nation’s capital—and of his drive to force Cheney outCheney HasMost To L ose

of office. LaRouche told National Public Radio in St. Louis ~ Behindthe Frist shutdown of the Senate intelligence panel

in a Nov. 18 interview, “Cheney is the guy we've gotto be  stood Vice President Cheney, the man who stands to lose the
rid of, because we can not be going into this policy of nucleamost if the probe goes forward; and the man designated by
preventive war, which is the policy the United States will be President George W. Bush as the White House point-man for
dragged into, if we don'tget him out before the next election.”relations with the Congress. In an unprecedented show of

On Nov. 17, the Central Intelligence Agency formally  legislative clout, Cheney maintains offices at both the House
requested a Department of Justice (DOJ) probe into the leatf Representatives and the Senate, and is a regular participant
to the neo-con press of the classified memo from Feith; it  in the weekly Senate Republican policy caucus sessions.
was expected that both the National Security Agency and Congressional sources say that Frist would never have
the Defense Intelligence Agency would file similar requests  moved to shut down the intelligence panel unless he had beer
within days. The Feith document, dated Oct. 27, had beegiven explicit orders from Cheney.
passed on to the neo-ctYeekly Sandard, and widely pub- In &Vashington Post op-ed on Nov. 18, Senator Rockefel-
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ler sharply rebutted the charges of partisan politics, and ac-
cused the Republicansof attemptingto shut down alegitimate
and vital probe into how the Executive Branch abused the
intelligence system, by “pilfering” a confidential staff memo
meant for hiseyesonly. Rockefeller wrote, “Thereisdiscon-
certing evidencethat in thisadministration, the policymaking
is driving the intelligence, rather than the other way around.
This has added to agrowing doubt among the American peo-
ple about why we went to war, and it isour job to conduct for
them athorough review of the underlying facts.”

Rockefeller next tackled the issue of the staff memo and
theleak: “ Faced with Republicans’ continuing refusal to con-
duct a complete investigation into these matters, my staff
recently drafted an options memo on the use or potential mis-
use of intelligence. The memo, intended only for me, was
pilfered from the usually secure Senate Intelligence Commit-
tee and distributed to the media. It has become a convenient
excuse for Republicansto shut down the committee and cur-
tail theinvestigation.”

LooksLikeWatergate

At the same time, Sen. Richard Durbin (D-I11.), another
member of the Senate intelligence panel, was ordering yet
another DOJ probe—this time, focussed on the theft of a
seriesof Democratic Party staff memosfrom the Senate Judi-
ciary Committee. Those documents concerned the confirma-
tion of several Bush judicial nominees, and they surfaced in
the pages of the Wall Street Journal the week of Nov. 17.

In short, “plumbers’ are out in force—on behalf of Dick
Cheney—to stymie a series of Senate investigations that
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Where areall the leaks coming
from? Vice President Cheney
(right) and Defense
Undersecretary Douglas Feith
(left), central figuresin yet
another criminal leak of
sensitive material to the press.
The pattern of previous leaks
continued: Feith’sleaked
memo, which was highly
classified, purported to salvage
one of Cheney’ s pre-Iraq war
“intelligence” frauds.

would prove, beyond adoubt, that theVice President deceived
President Bush, the Congress, the American people, and the
world community, in order to get the neo-cons the Iragq war
they, and Cheney, had desired for a decade.

Many other neo-cons, radio talk-jockeys, Congressional
war-hawks, and Southernfundiesall playedtheir partindraw-
ing the United States into a no-exit war, which has now
claimed more than 400 American lives. But the quarterback
of thedisinformation drive, theillegal covert operations, and,
now, a string of White House plumber-style break-ins and
thefts, is, without adoubt, Vice President Cheney.

Just as Watergate started with a bungled break-in to the
Democratic National Committeehheadquartersin 1972, it now
appears that Cheney-gate has begun with break-ins to two
highly-secured Senate offices, and leaks of classified docu-
ments and the identity of at least one covert CIA operative.

Washington intelligence community sources continue to
insist that the leak of the identity of Vaerie Plame, the wife
of Ambassador Joe Wilson and a career “non-official cover”
CIA officer, came out of Cheney’s office, and was part of
an effort to silence Wilson, the intelligence community, and
military and diplomatic critics of the Irag war intelligence
hoaxes.

In his Washington Post op-ed, Senator Rockefeller made
it clear that one priority focus of the panel probe was the
“highly unusual role of Defense Department officialsin pre-
paring and collecting information outside the normal intelli-
gence channels.” This was a direct reference to the Penta-
gon’s super-secret Office of Special Plans (OSP) and “ Team
B” spook units, initially established under Feith after the
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attacks of Sept. 11, 2001 (OSP was formally created in
August 2002).

“Team B” was a two-man analysis cell, which “cherry-
picked” raw datafrom the entire data base of the CIA, NSA,
and DIA, seeking “proof” of Saddam Hussein links to Al-
Qaeda, and evidence of Saddam’ s secret weapons programs.
Thefirst members of “ Team B” were David Wurmser—now
atop aide to Vice President Cheney—and Michael Maloof,
who was later in the OSP, but is now on administrative leave
with pay from the Pentagon. I ntelligence community sources
havereported to thisnews servicethat Mal oof isbeing probed
for his possible role in the leaking of U.S. Irag war plans to
Israel. Maloof has aso been linked to Lebanese “business-
man” Emad El Hage, who is being promoted by Washington
neo-cons as a future “ Ahmed Chalabi of Lebanon™—i.e., an
American-1sraeli frontman for a future “Iraq treatment” for
Syriaand L ebanon.

Cheney in the Spotlight

The revived combativity by some leading Senate Demo-
crats, in the face of the Cheney plumbers operations, inter-
sected fresh mediaexposés of Cheney as“the Prime Minister
of the United States,” aterm used by Nightline TV host Ted
Koppd in the Nov. 13 segment profiling Cheney’s actual
control over the Bush Administration.

The Nightline trashing of Cheney came at the end of a
solid week of exposés of the Veep—in Newsweek, Time, and
the New York Times—revealing anew level of vulnerability
that has been driven by the year-long campaign for Cheney’s
ouster by Lyndon LaRouche.

Texas sources close to the Bush family have a similar
view of Cheney’s growing liability to the Bush re-election.
“The policy fiascos al trace to the nexus of LewisLibby and
Doug Feith,” one source commented. White House political
advisor “Karl Rove knows this problem very well.”

Libby isCheney’s chief of staff and top national security
aide, who runs a shadow national security council of more
than 60 people. Libby is the leading protégé of Deputy De-
fense Secretary Paul Wolfowitz and GOP lawyer-fixer Leo-
nard Garment. AsGarment’ slaw partner, Libby wastheattor-
ney for Russian/Israeli Mafiyaswindler Marc Rich.

Richard Whalen, a well-known GOP strategist, warned
inhisNov. 17 newsletter, The Big Picture, that some of Presi-
dent Bush’ smost intimate Texasalliesarefed upwith Cheney
and want him out.

Under the headline “Bush’s Re-Election Politics: Che-
ney’s Texas Opponents,” Whalen described arecent Austin,
Texas encounter between “Bush 43" pal, Texas Gov. Rick
Perry, and Col. J. Patrick Lang (USA-ret.), one of the most
respected military intelligence Mideast specialistsand asharp
critic of the neo-con-led Iraq war. Perry heaped praise on
Lang.

Whalenwrote, “ Now the second-term Governor, aboyish
43 and extremely popular, exemplifies the young, powerful,
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and well-connected core of Texas-based allieswho are lead-
ing Bush’'s 2004 re-election drive. Just as important, these
are the Bush intimates whose loyal personal support for him
carries special weight at the White House when expressed
as opposition to the war in Iraq and to Vice President Dick
Cheney, the Administration’smost influential war-hawk. As
the divided Bush war cabinet struggles to devise a hurry-
up exit strategy, abruptly reversing its own earlier deliberate
plans, a stark political choice is taking shape in the back-
ground: would Bush rather lose the el ection or the war—and
is he taking the chance of losing both?” He concluded, “The
Iraq war that is destroying Vice President Cheney’ s political
acceptability within the GOP, cannot rationally be escalated
and made more destructive in order to ‘save’ his candidacy
and the prospectsfor ‘ democracy’ in Irag. Bush's Texans see
the contradiction. Any Vice President, even the formidable
Cheney, ultimately hasaconstituency of only one—or, in his
case, perhapstwo, Bush | and Bush I1.”

Two-Edged Sword

“Bush |,” the elder President George H.W. Bush, had
on Nov. 7 demonstratively presented his namesake Public
Service Award to Sen. Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.), only
weeks after Kennedy had savaged Cheney’s Iraq war as “a
fraud.” The upset with Cheney on the part of somekey “Bush
41" people was demonstrated most graphically, by an inter-
view in the German-language edition of the Financial Times
onNov. 17with Brent Scowcroft, theformer President Bush’s
National Security Advisor and ater ego, and still today the
head of “Bush 43's’ President’s Foreign Intelligence Advi-
sory Board (PFIAB). Scowcroft minced no wordsin criticiz-
ing thepresent Bush Administration’ slrag strategy, denounc-
ing the “missionary zeal” with which some Administration
ideologues promote “demacracy in Iraq” as the cure-all for
theregion. Hesuggested, alternatively, that democracy would
stand a better chance of taking root in Palestine, or even in
Iran, which has held free elections, than in Baghdad.

This was a direct slap at Cheney and the neo-conserva-
tives. They have blocked every effort to move the Middle
East Road Map forward; they promote a military attack on
thelranian nuclear reactor; and they have been running unau-
thorized covert operationsin league with the likes of the Mu-
jahideen e-Khalg—a group on the State Department’s For-
eign Terrorist Organizations list—and Iran-Contra swindler
M. Ghorbanifar.

The “second Watergate” character of the Cheney-gate
scandals was identified by LaRouche on Nov. 7, hours after
Senator Frist’s shocking shut-down of the Intelligence Com-
mittee. A number of the“leak” actionsinvolve Federa felony
crimes, sotheinvestigationsareseriouscrimina matters. And
thescandal isatwo-edged sword: If itisnot pursued ruthlessly
to bring down Cheney, it will bring down Bush instead; just
as Watergate bypassed the instigator of the Plumbers Unit,
Henry Kissinger, and so destroyed President Richard Nixon.
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to pay for it.” Of course, his propensity for graft did not help
the balance sheets either.
Inthe last decade-plus, especially since the first Gulf War

NeO—Con Sponsor BlaCk in 1991, Lord Conrad Black became “sugar-daddy” to the

. neo-conservative movement (perhaps next only to Rupert
May GO Down 1m Flames Murdoch), whose tab included not only Richard Perle, but
also Gerald Hillman, fellow member of the U.S. Defense
Policy Board and now a director of the Trireme company, of
which Perle is the Managing Directdrhe National Interest
magazine of Washington, which is a watering hole and wel-
On Nov. 17, a thunderclap forecast B{R hit Lord Conrad fare agency for Straussian and neo-con fixtures, was also
Black of Crossharbour’s Hollinger media cartel empire, andoought up by Hollinger. Both the American Enterprise Insti-
Lord Black is rapidly losing control as, the Londdimesof  tute (AEI), and the down-at-the-heels Hudson Institute were
Nov. 17 put it, the “predators” move in. Conrad Black is other beneficiaries of Black’s largesse—apparently using
now under investigation in a case that's a perfect example  “OPM,” as they say in Hollywood, other people’s money.
of Enron-style looting—from his high-priced mansions in Of particular notoriety is the Hudson Institute, which now
London’s ritzy Kensington section, New York City and Chi- employs Laurent Murawiec, a former French Trotskyite and
cago, to his sugar-daddy role to U.S. Defense Policy Boardtinerantwarmonger, whom Perle inaninfamous case brought
member Richard Perle, in which he financed a plethora of  before the Defense Policy Board on July 10, 2002 to declare
neo-conservative money-losing fronts. And, although thea “Clash of Civilizations” war against Saudi Arabia. BER
Securities Exchange Commission (SEC) g&iR “an offi- reported then, Murawiec was formerly affiliated wittiRand
cial nocomment,” thénternational Herald Tribunereported  Lyndon LaRouche, until he was bought off to support the
onNov. 20, that subpoenas have beenissued against Hollinger Likud, and the war crimes of Ariel Sharon, whom LaRouche
International, Inc. (HII), and against several senior execuhad opposed. Another Hudson employeeis Meyrav Wurmser,
tives, possibly including Black. an Israeli emigoeAmerica. With Perle, Wurmser was one
Black has been forced to resign one of his roles as Hlbf the authors of the neo-con manife§ii@an Break: A New
Executive Chairman and CEO, but the investigation into thestrategy for Securing the Realm produced in 1996, for then-
intricate web of the Hollinger empire set up by this hedonisticlsraeli Prime Minister Netanyahu to launch war against Iraq,
Canadian patrician, who insisted on becoming a British sub- Iran, and Syria, in pursuit of “greater Israel.”
ject and buying himself a Lordship, continues. And angry
Hollinger stockholders wantto know how “Lord” Black man- True Graft

by Scott Thompson

aged to lose one-half billion dollars in the last two years. Black’s empire is for all practical purposes in a kind of
receivership, where every transaction will be examined by a
Imperial lIllusions Special Committee, set up to “self-police” HIl and its affili-

Upon acquisition ofthe Telegraph Group—i-EheDaily  ates by the Board of Directors. The Committee, formed as a
Telegraph and The Sunday Telegraph—in the early-1980s, result of stockholders’ complaints and suits, has fired and
Black turned a moderate Tory newspaper into a trumpet for  fined some of Lord Black’s senior management, and Black
then-Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher and an English-himself has resigned as CEO. He remains on as a hon-execu-
Speaking British-American-Commonwealth Empire. When  tive Chairman of the Board of HIl, and Chairman of its subsid-
Black acquiredThe Jerusalem Post in the same period, he iary, the Telegraph Group. Lord Black still owns HII's parent
fired the left-of-center staff, and turned this English-language =~ company, the Toronto, Ontario, Canada-based Hollinger, Inc.
daily into a voice for future fascist “Likudnut” Prime Minis- If this appears confusing, the reader has gotten a glimpse
ters Benjamin Netanyahu and Gen. Ariel Sharon. For decades, of the “smoke and mirrors” that Black created.

Black added to his right-wing empire, padding his now-de-  Black’s management company, Ravelston Corporation
funct International Advisory Board with luminaries such as Ltd.—through which he exerts his controlling stock over
Baroness Thatcher, Peter Lord Carrington, Henry KissingerdIl—will continue to exist, though Ravelston itself is sus-
Zbigniew Brzezinski, and his own “Prince of Darkness,” pected to be one of the sinkholes into which Black and his top
Richard Perle. But now, with Lazard LLC and dealmakerpeople siphoned off funds in the form of “management fees.”
Bruce Wasserstein having been called in for a cleanup—  Terms of these fees to Ravelston are to be renegotiated o
known as a “strategic process"—that may include selling offJune 1, 2004, by which time there may be little left to manage.
these and other subsidiaries of Hll, the political face of Holl- However, since 1995, Ravelston has charged $300 million
inger and the politicians that it supports may change. for its “management” advice.

As The Wall Street Journal opined on Nov. 18, Black EIRwas the first to point out that “Conrad’s ‘Black Hole’

“had an appetite for Empire that was greater than his abilityPuts Hollinger in Red,” in a June 13, 2003 article by Michele
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Steinberg and Scott Thompson. It was already clear then that
the complaints brought by the minority stockholders led by
Tweedy, Browne—a company founded by the late Ben Gra-
ham (the mentor of Warren Buffett)—and by pension funds,
werejust thetip of theiceberg. And so far, the Special Com-
mittee, headed by former SEC Chairman Richard Breeden,
appearsto have only looked at “chump change.”

For example, the Specia Committee has probed “non-
competitionfees,” s.0.p. inthemediabusiness, which amount
to about $32 million that went into the pockets of Black's
Hollinger, Inc., Lord Black himself, and senior management.
They have now agreed to pay back this sum, plusinterest, by
June 1, 2004. Much more significant is $200 million from the
same deal—part of the sale of $760 million worth of smaller
dailies and weeklies in the United States, purportedly auc-
tioned to pay down Black’ s burgeoning bank debt.

However, it now appears that the sale, approved by the
“Board of Directors,” was arranged when Lord Black had
HII loan money to two companies, Horizon and Bradford
Publishing, in both of which he had invisible stakes, to pur-
chase at least some of these smaller newspapers. In other
words, in amerry-go-round of transactions, Black may have
bought his own smaller newspapers, at insider basement
prices, using HIl’smoney, lent to him at companiesin which
he had a hidden interest.

From Hollinger to Cheney-Gate

The crumbling of Lord Black’s empire is not good news
for Perle and his neo-con cabal, lately at the disposal of Vice
President Dick Cheney. As chairman of the Defense Policy
Board, Perle played amajor rolein mapping out the warsfor
Cheney’ s preventive nuclear war strategy. And like hisliege-
lord Cheney, Perleisunder investigationfor profiteeringfrom
his Defense Department connections.

Perle’s protectors were able to arrange a whitewash by
the DoD’s Inspector General of Perle's business deals with
companies getting DoD contracts. The 1G claimed in mid-
November that Perle was exempt from the Federal conflict of
interest laws, because he “only worked for eight days,” not
the required 60 daysin aone-year period, as Chairman of the
Defense Policy Board advisory committee. Rep. John Con-
yers (D-Mich.), who initiated the investigation, called the
whitewash “absurd,” especially sincethe DPB was one of the
main planning centers for the Irag war. Conyers said he was
drafting legislation to close the “ Perle exception” 1oophole.

But no sooner wastheink dry onthe20 (out of 31) pagesof
redactionsin the |G’ s whitewash, than another investigation
opened up against Perle. EIR has been able to corroborate
that oneinvestigation by the Special Committee looking into
Hollinger's murky finances, includes the deals involving
Perle. The Nov. 13 and 17 issues of The Financial Times
report that the investigation of Perle, who is on HII's Board
of Directors, involves1) how some$2.5 millionwereinvested
in Trireme Partners, aventure capital company inwhich Perle
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isaManaging Partner and Independent Director; and 2) how
as head of Hollinger Digital, a now-defunct investment arm,
Perledirected $14 million to Hillman Capital, aventure-capi-
tal group controlled by Gerald Hillman—a member of the
Defense Policy Board, and Perle’ s partner in Trireme.

As first reported in a March 17 New Yorker article by
Seymour Hersh, Perle, whowasthen chairman of the Defense
Policy Board, held alunch meeting in early 2002, with two
Saudi businessmen—the notorious I ran-Contra middle-man
Adnan Khashoggi, and Iragi-born Harb al-Zuhair—at ares-
taurant in Marseilles. Perle, according to Hersh's account,
made a pitch to the men to line up agroup of Saudi investors,
tokick inatotal of $100 millionto asecurity technology firm,
Trireme Partners LP, which Perle had set up in November
2001, right after the Sept. 11 attacks.

Hersh wrote, that when details of the meeting reached
members of the Saudi Royal Family, “they reacted with anger
and astonishment—understandably so. From his power
perchesat the Defense Policy Board, the American Enterprise
Institute, the Hudson Institute, and the media cartel of Lord
Conrad Black’s Hollinger, Perle had been waging a kind of
one-man war against the House of Saud, practically accusing
it of beingthe hidden hand behind Osamabin Laden, al-Qaeda
and the 9/11 attacks. Never mind what former FBI Director
Louis Freeh had told New Yorker writer Elsa Walsh, in an
interview published on March 24, concerning the Saudi Royal
Family: ‘From where | sat and from what | knew, al-Qaeda
wasmoreathreat tothemthantotheU.S. . . . [Perle’ s] whole
focus was on toppling the Royal Family and getting the U.S.
forces out of Saudi Arabia. The notion that the Saudis pulled
their punches is not consistent with anything | knew or saw
there.” ” It has been aleged that Perle was suggesting the
Saudis would get kinder treatment on the issue of terrorism,
if they invested in Trireme.

Also on Lord Black’s tab has been another Perle crony,
Dr. Stephen D. Bryen, who told a Congressional committee
that he was employed by Perle’s Hollinger Digital, before
it went defunct, as “Senior Technology Advisor.” Bryen is
notoriousasthe subject of ayears-long FBI espionageinvesti-
gation into his aleged passing of classified documentsto Is-
ragli agents in the late 1970s, concerning pending sales of
sophisticated aircraft to Saudi Arabia. Later Perlehired Bryen
ashisaide at the Pentagon during the Reagan Administration.
There, both Perleand Bryen became suspectsonthe“ X Com-
mittee” list, believed by by U.S. intelligence to be part of a
“molehill” that steered Isragli spy Jonathan Jay Pollard to
documents that he otherwise would not have known about.

To reach us on the Web:
www.larouchepub.com
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LaRouche Vows To Reopen D.C. General
As Capital’s Health Crisis Deepens

by Edward Spannaus

In preparation for hisOct. 22 campaign webcast, Democratic
Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche issued an outline
of the actions he will take within the first hour after he is
inauguratedin January 2005. “ First, tol et thenation andworld
know | mean business on the issue of health care, | shall act
not only to restorethe D.C. General Hospital asafull-service
public hospital, but set into motion stepsto makethat hospital
aleading edge of our improved national security capabilities,
and a leading national hospital-institution of its type in the
world,” the candidate declared.

LaRouche' sannouncement, subsequently broadcastinra
dio ads for Washington, D.C.’s Jan. 13 Presidential primary
election, has given new hope to the nation’ s capital—where
the hospital and health-care crisis is deepening weekly, and
will soon reach catastrophic proportions.

Death Toll Still Rising

Since the criminal shutdown of D.C. General Hospital
and the privatization of the city’ s health-care system dictated
by Wall Street’s Financial Control Board in 2001, the city’s
hospitals have been in acute crisis.

The shutdown accel erated the shrinkage of the number of
hospital bedsin the District. Since 1994, the number of acute
care beds hasbeen cut by 27%—from 3,776in 1994, to 2,765
today. At the same time, since the D.C. General shutdown,
almost every private hospital in the city has experienced an
increase in emergency room usage, some as high as 40%.
Emergency room diversions (“by-pass’) are commonplace,
as are lines of ambulances waiting to discharge patients. A
recent nationwide survey of the outcomesfor patientsin car-
diac arrest, found the District to be near the bottom of large
U.S. cities, with only 4% of lives saved by emergency ser-
vices, ascomparedto 40-50% saved for thetop-ranking cities.

In the months after the closing of D.C. General’s top-
flight Trauma Center, this news service documented dozens
of liveslost, due to longer ambulance runs required to trans-
port patients from Southeast D.C. cross-town to hospitalsin
the Northwest part of the city. That death toll is doubtlessin
the hundreds by now, almost two and one-half years|ater.

Finaly, even the Washington Post discovered that the
closing of D.C. Genera which it had backed in 2001, costs
lives—after having denied that reality for two years. On Nov.
16, inafront-page story, the Post reported on the preventable
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death of a 16-year old Anacostia High School student and
football player, Devin Fowkes, who was shot by abullet in-
tended for someone else. Although the school was only four
minutes away from D.C. General, the student had to be taken
to Howard University Hospital, which took 15 minutes; he
was in cardiac arrest by the time he arrived at Howard, and
died within the hour. “He was very viable,” said one of the
paramedics involved. “His life probably could have been
saved.”

Thewestern, wealthier half of D.C. hasthree adult trauma
centers, and onefor children, whilethe poorer, more densely-
populated eastern half has had none, since the shutdown of
D.C. General. Under the 2001 privatization scheme, Greater
Southeast Community Hospital—the so-called replacement
for D.C. General—wasobligated to establish atraumacenter,
but it never did.

Mayor Anthony Williams, the fair-haired boy of the Post
and its Lazard Fréres banker backers, saysit is “outrageous’
to suggest that the Fowkes case showed that a trauma center
isneeded in the eastern half of the city. Even though Howard
University has put forth a proposal to build a new hospital in
3-5yearsfromnow ontheD.C. General site, onewhichwould
supposedly include a trauma center, Williams says he isn't
convinced that atrauma center is needed!

After al, Williams may think to himself: What's a few
more preventable black deaths, where real estate values are
concerned?

On the Auction Block

Meanwhile, Greater Southeast Community Hospital, the
only one left in the eastern half of the District of Columbia,
wasdriveninto bankruptcy by thegangster financial practices
of its bankrupt owners, and could be shut down permanently
in December. Even though the D.C. Health Department has
restored its provisional license, the hospital isup for auction
in Federal bankruptcy court on Dec. 10.

Greater Southeast lost its city license in January, and in
August was given 60 daysto improve conditionsin anumber
of areas, such as the emergency room, fire safety, staffing,
and record-keeping. This was after the D.C. Health Depart-
ment had found that there had been at least six preventable
deaths at the hospital this year. Simultaneously, Greater
Southeast lostitsfinal appeal of thelossof itsnational accredi-
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Remaining Hospitals in Washington, D.C.
(With Beds and Beds Lost, 1995-1999)
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Greater Southeast

Community Hospital
About to close

Map of the area within the Washington, D.C. Beltway shows the entire southeast quadrant of the area without hospitals or emergency
rooms when the bankrupt and about-to-close Greater Southeast Hospital shuts down. Thisisthe result of the disastrous May 2001 closing
of D.C. General Hospital; candidate LaRouche' s announcement that he will re-open the hospital has set off waves.

tation. The immediate effect was that some private insurers
and HMOs, such as Aetna, will no longer pay for services
there.

With the bankruptcy sale scheduled for Dec. 10, the only
bid on the table is from a group comprised of the same gang
of thieves from the Arizona-based Doctors Community
Healthcare Corp. (DCHC) who drove Greater Southeast into
bankruptcy in the first place. DCHC went into bankruptcy a
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year ago, shortly after its financial partner National Century
Financial Enterprises (NCFE) was raided by the FBI, and
itself filed for bankruptcy. NCFE isunder criminal investiga-
tion by Federal authorities, and one of its officers has already
pled guilty to conspiring to defraud investors, in what Federal
prosecutorsdescribe asa*“financial shell game” and a*“ Ponzi
scheme” run by NCFE officials. DCHC was one of therelated
firms to which NCFE had advanced far more cash than was
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justified by the collateral provided.

Greater Southeast’s creditors are opposed to the DCHC
bid, and they reportedly believe they would recover more, if
the hospital were closed and its assets, including land, were
sold, sinceitislosing $2.65millionamonth. If Greater South-
east is closed, that would mean that other hospitals in the
District and neighboring Prince George' s County would have
to pick up the 100 or so patients that come to its emergency
roomdaily, plusabout 150 in-patients, and many out-patients
who come there for kidney dialysis, pre-natal care, X-rays,
and other treatment.

The D.C. Hospital Association, which strongly opposed
the shutdown of D.C. General, has also spoken out in alarm
about Greater Southeast’ sreduction of servicesanditsthreat-
ened closing. In July, its chairman said: “ The loss of Greater
Southeast Hospital would leave one-quarter of the city with-
out an acute care hospital for heart attacks and strokes, and
that is unacceptable. . .. The loss of the hospital would be
outrageous. Allowing them to continue at |essthan an accept-
able quality level isequally outrageous.”

Williams Faces Recall Drive

At the end of October, Mayor Williams suddenly ap-
peared to do an about-face, and announced that the city was
willing to finance the construction of a new hospital on the
D.C. Generd site. What had prompted such unexpected utter-
ances from the mouth of the Mayor? It seems that he had
gotten wind of the recall drive against him, being organized
by Democratic National Committee member Barbara Lett
Simmons, the senior member of the State Democratic Com-
mittee for the District of Columbia. The Mayor’ sdestruction
of health care and education will be the central feature of the
recall drive, which will begin after thefirst of the year.

The Mayor’s bogus, “pie-in-the-sky” promise came in
responseto an announcement by Howard University Hospital
that, after withdrawing itsbid to buy Greater Southeast, it was
considering aplan to build anew hospital ontheD.C. General
site. After Williams said that the city could finance a new
hospital, City Council member Kevin Chavous exclaimed:
“We're going to build a new public hospital. Thisis avery
big deal.”

Chavous had spoken too soon. A spokesman for Mayor
Williams cautioned, “We are not proposing to build a new
public hospital”; and it was also reported that the proposal
involved Howardrelocatingitsexistingfacilitiestoanew site,
thus resulting in no net addition of hospital bedsin the city.

And, trueto profile, Williams vowed that thiswill not be
a"“poor people’ s hospital” —even though it would be located
in the poorest section of the city. Then, he came out and
opposed the establishment of a Trauma Center at such anew
hospital. Furthermore, thereisnoindication of how thecity—
which remains in tight budgetary straits—would finance a
new hospital.

No one expects Williamsto follow through on his prom-
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ises. “Hejust said that after he heard about therecall,” activist
Simmons said.

Real Estate Boondoggle

As we have documented (see EIR, March 29, 2002), the
67-acre site of D.C. General Hospital, known as Reservation
13, was set aside (“reserved”) for public usein the 1790s, and
was aways intended to be used for public health purposes,
having been designated as such by the designer of the plan
for the City of Washington, Pierre L’ Enfant—with which
designation President George Washington explicitly con-
curred.

But, in violation of this original intent, the D.C. Depart-
ment of Planning hascome upwitha“Master Plan” for Reser-
vation 13, atravesty which provided for the site to be turned
over to private developersfor commercial and housing devel-
opment.

The major change that the D.C. Council made, when it
approved the plan a year ago, was to set aside two acres for
“a new state-of-the-art, full-service hospital,” which would
have 200 beds, a trauma center, general pediatric care, etc.
The Council, which had unanimously opposed the closing of
D.C. General, also created a fund in which tax and other
revenues from commercia development on the sitewould be
set asidefor apublic hospital or public health purposes. With
that proviso, the Master Plan was approved, and title to the
land was transferred by the General Services Agency (GSA)
from the Federal government to the District. Thetransfer was
donein such amanner asto avoid the hearings on the land’ s
historic use, which should have been part of the procedure of
transferring the site.

However, EIR has determined that there still isa proviso
in the transfer agreement, that the Federal government can
takethe property (or aportion of it) back, if aFederal needis
identified for it.

So far, the D.C. Genera buildings are till intact—al-
though they are scheduled to be razed as part of the Master
Plan, and also as part of the Howard plan.

In May of 2002, Lyndon LaRoucheissued a statement on
“The Case for D.C. General,” calling for reconstituting it as
the leading edge of a national campaign to scrap the HMO
system and revive the post-war Hill-Burton system.
LaRouche called for reopening D.C. General as the center-
pieceof aresearch and teaching complex dedicated to national
health-care security, operating under the authority of theU.S.
Surgeon-General and the U.S. Public Health Service.

The provision of health care in the nation’s capital is a
responsibility of the Federal government, LaRouche empha-
sized, and in this case, it complementsthe requirement for an
expanded, strategically-oriented national health-care re-
search program located in Washington, D.C. The urgency of
restoring D.C. General grows greater by the day, and thus
LaRouche has vowed that it will be done, no later than his
first day in office.
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National News

GeorgeH.W. Bush
Gives Award to Kennedy

President George“ 41" Bush sent aninterest-
ing messagefrom Texasto President George
“43" Bush on Nov. 7, by granting The
George Bush Award for Excellence in Pub-
lic Service, to Sen. Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.).
Said George 41: “The good Senator’s pre-
scription for what ails America may be dif-
ferent than mine, but it isborn of patriotism
and compassion.” Kennedy said: “Three
generations of Bushes and Kennedys have
devoted their lives to public service. The
friendship between our families and our re-
spect for each other go back for more than
half acentury.”

Bush Sr. dso quipped: “It is a well
known palitical fact of life, particularly here
in Texas, that when you want to fire up a
Republican crowd and give them alittlered
meat, nothing works quite like jJumping on
Ted Kennedy.” But despite the obvious po-
litical humor, Washington took note that it
was not Bush “41's’ former Cabinet Secre-
taries, Dick Cheney and Donald Rumsfeld,
who were granted the Bush Award in Texas,
but rather the Senator who publicly called
Bush, Jr.’s war in Irag “a fraud made in
Texas.”

More Americans

Lack Health Insurance

Some 43 million Americans—15.2% of the
population—were forced to go without
health insurance in 2002, according to the
Census Bureau of the U.S. Commerce De-
partment. State budget cuts are making mat-
ters worse: In Texas, Gov. Rick Perry cut
state subsidiesfor healthinsurance as part of
a larger set of cuts, to close a $10 hillion
budget gap, whichwill cost Texas $500 mil-
lion in Federal matching money, and is ex-
pected to further spur the rise in the number
of uninsured.

A growing share of those without health
coverage are middle class families whose
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annual wages are insufficent to cover the
cost of health insurance premiums. Of the
fiveemember Arellano family of Dallas,
Texas, only Irma, the mother, has health
coverage, which is provided through her
job, the New York Times reported on Nov.
16. Two years ago, the Arellanos paid $269
per month for private health insurance, to
cover Irma Arellano’'s husband and three
sons. Last year, the monthly insurance pre-
miums rose to $339 per month, and this
year, they jumped to $780 per month, a
three-fold increase from two years ago, and
which comes out to a whopping $9,360 per
year. Unable to afford this, the Arellanos
dropped their private insurance, and are un-
covered.

Morgan, the asthmatic nine-year-old
daughter of Theresa Pardo of Houston,
Texas, was dropped from the Texas state-
subsidized insurance program last month.
As a result, the cost of each inhaler that
Morgan needs for her asthma treatment is
$80, as opposed to $5 when she was on the
state insurance program. Her mother’s job
has offered health coverage at a $275 pre-
mium per month, but she can’t squeeze out
enough money to purchase the insurance.

According to the Commerce Depart-
ment, one-third of all foreign-born are with-
out health insurance coverage.

Fight in House

Over Iraq ‘Intelligence

A debate over pre-Irag war “intelligence’
broke out in the House Intelligence Com-
mittee session on Nov. 18. While the spot-
light has been on the fight in the Senate
Intelligence Committee over misinforma-
tion, lying, and leaks regarding Iraq intelli-
gence, the House Intelligence Committee
held a closed-door classified session to in-
vestigate Bush Administration pre-war
claims about such intelligence. At aconfer-
ence on fusion energy the afternoon of Nov.
18, Rep. Rush Holt, (D-N.J.), aformer fu-
sion scientist, arrived directly from the
Committee meeting. He said he had queried
“a senior intelligence analyst” who had
helped develop the National Intelligence

Estimate a year ago.

Representative Holt said that since Chief
U.S. Inspector Dr. David Kay “ had searched
and searched,” and not found any Iragi
weapons of mass destruction (WMD), he
asked the intelligence analyst about it. The
analyst said hewas* absolutely certain” Iraq
has WMD. “What evidence do you have?’
Holt asked. Theanalyst said hehad 27 years
of experienceintheintelligencecommunity,
and offered other obfuscations. Holt asked
again for any evidence, but got none. Holt
asked if the country were “well served by
a senior intelligence analyst who speaks in
absolutes, in the absence of evidence.” The
intelligence community, Holt said, is sup-
posed to “watch for self-deception” on the
part of the Administration, and “be a safe-
guard against that.”

Holt also remarked that the House was
passing an energy bill that was a“ grab-bag
of special interests that doesn’t do what the
country needs.” To the fusion scientists at
the meeting, Holt advised that they maintain
their integrity, and continueto refuseto talk
in“absolutes.”

Cheney SlipsNew Lie
Into Bush London Speech

In his Whitehall speech on Nov. 19, Presi-
dent George W. Bush read thefollowing, in
talking about the aftermath of Sept. 11,
2001: “The attacks that followed—on Bali,
Jakarta, Casablanca, Bombay, Mombasa,
Ngjaf, Jerusalem, Riyadh, Baghdad, and
| stanbul—were not dreams. They’ re part of
aglobal campaign by terrorist networks to
intimidate and demoralize al who oppose
them.”

On Nov. 12, EIR had reported on a New
York Times article in which unnamed Bush
Administration officials complained about
Vice President Dick Cheney’s continuing
efforts to link the recent bombingsin Irag,
with the bombingsin Bali, Casablanca, and
Riyadh, which authorities believe were car-
ried out by Al-Qaeda-linked groups. These
Administration officials said that Cheney,
by implying that Al-Qaeda is operating in-
sidelragtoday, isattemptingtoreinforcehis
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discredited claim that Saddam Hussein was
linked to Al-Qaeda before the war.

“At this point, it isn't clear who's re-
sponsible for those bombings,” one un-
named Administration official was quoted
assaying. Theofficial saidthat itis“prema-
ture” for Cheney to even suggest that Al-
Qaeda terrorists are responsible for the
bombings within Irag. “We just don't
know,” he said.

By inserting this point into Bush's
speech, Cheney seems to have tried to get
his revenge against his factional opponents
within the Administration.

Arnie Promises
Gov't by Referendum

Cdifornia's “former” Hitler admirer and
new governor, Arnold Schwarzenegger, on
hisfirst day in officeNov. 17, promised gov-
ernment by referendum, budget cuts, and
layoffs, while conducting acharm offensive
with the press.

In his first press conference, Governor
Schwarzenegger presented a picture of the
fascist state he hopes to create, complete
with direct “democracy” instead of repre-
sentative government. The reaction of the
star-struck media to this horror show was
typified by this headline in the Sacramento
Bee: “He meets—and charms—the press.”
Veteran reporters, obviously under the sway
of their brush with glamor and celebrity,
overlooked the preposterous proposals put
forward, which threaten the survival of the
nation’ swealthiest and most popul ous state.

Schwarzenegger made the following
proposals:

* Place a $15 billion bond issue on the
March ballot as a referendum—Yes or No
to huge borrowing, to cover the expected
budget deficit. He had made no mention of
such borrowing while campaigning;

* A second balot initiative, tied to the
first, to place a spending cap on the state.
Schwarzenegger said hewould not allow the
first, without the second. The effect of the
two ballot initiatives would be to take the
state budget out of thehandsof elected legis-
lative representatives, and put it into the

EIR November 28, 2003

hands of the vox populi.

 Cut $11 billion from the state's $29
billion workman’ s compensation system, to
give“relief tobusinesses’ (at the expense of
injured employees);

» Morelay-offsof stateworkers, though
the compassionate Austrian emigré prom-
ised, “I could guarantee you that | will not
lay anyone off in December, or before
Christmas.”

The end-run around the legislature has
Democrats unhappy, though the charmed
reporters describe Dem leaders as being
“grumpy” or “disgruntled,” and Republi-
cans as triumphant, especially over the pro-
posed mandatory spending cap. However,
LaRouche Youth Movement organizers,
during alobbying day on Nov. 18 in Sacra-
mento, found unease among Republicans.
Some privately acknowledged concern with
the size of the bond offering, which will
lock in interest payments for 30 years, as
they do not believe the rosy revenue projec-
tions, which are touted by deluded Bush-
Cheney supporters as the solution to the
deficit.

Recall Drive Against

D.C. Mayor Williams

A recall drive against D.C. Mayor Anthony
Williams, who shut downD.C. Genera Hos-
pital in 2001 on behalf of Wall Street’s Fi-
nancia Control Board, isbeing organized by
Barbara Lett Simmons, one of Washington
D.C.'s representatives on the Democratic
National Committee, and the senior member
of the State Democratic Committee for the
District of Columbia. Simmons has spoken
at a number of Lyndon LaRouche's web-
castsin Washington.

The Mayor's attacks on health care, as
well as on education, will be a central fea
ture of the recall drive. Since a Mayor can-
not be recalled during either hisfirst or last
year in office, the petition campaign will
begin in January, Simmons said on Nov.
18. According to the time-table, the actual
recall election will take probably take place
sometime during the September-to-Novem-
ber period.

Briefly

HOWARD DEAN on Nov. 18
caled for “re-regulation” of utilities,
large mediacompanies, and any busi-
nessthat offersstock options. Asgov-
ernor of Vermont, the Presidentia
candidate says he promoted deregu-
lation, but now says, “Cdlifornia is
proving it does not work. | think the
reason the grid failed is because of
utility deregulation.” Re-regulationis
the policy of Dean’s opponent, Lyn-
don LaRouche.

THE FRENCH Caucus in the
United States Congress now has 35
members. Rep. Amory Houghton, Jr.
(R-N.Y.) announced the formation of
a Congressional French Caucus on
Oct. 22, in an effort to improve
Franco-American relations in the af -
termath of the Irag war. At the time
of formation, the caucus consisted of
about 25 Congressmen and Senators,
there are now reportedly 35 mem-
bers—quite a shift from the French-
bashing mood in Congress last Win-
ter and Spring.

TWOJUDGES of thethreehearing
ahabeas cor puspetition for Jose Pad-
illaonNov. 17, questioned the consti-
tutionality of holdingaU.S. citizenas
an “enemy combatant” without any
legal rights, according to the New
York Law Journal. Padilla has been
held incommunicado since June
2002. One judge said that to give the
Executive such power would be a
“sea change in the congtitutional life
of thiscountry and. . . unprecedented
in civilized society.” Said another,
“Asterrible as 9-11 was, it didn’t re-
peal the Constitution.”

BRITISH AMBASSADOR to the
United States Sir Christopher Meyer
told The Observer on Nov. 16 that
therewas a series of meetingsjust be-
forethe Irag war began, in which the
British insistence on a plan for the
post-Saddam era was rejected. “We
were saying that's fine, but we must
be clear in our own mind what is hap-
pening afterwards. That was abso-
lutely indispensable. The message
was well taken in the State Depart-
ment, but not . .. with the Defense
Department and the Vice President.”

National 71




Editorial

Subject Leadership; Predicate Energy

Brief gusts of debate seemed to be sweeping Congress  Democratic Chairman called on all activists fo read
about Federal energy legislation in mid-November; butLaRouche’sNew Federalist on how to fight “beast-
they blew away with the usual result. Senate Minority ~ man” Schwarzenegger’s regime; and LaRouche|[Youth
Leader Daschle announced the Democrats would le¥lovement organizers present then led the charge|to
this Cheney-directed bill, drafted with the help of the = Sacramento to get the Democratic-led legislatiire to
Vice President’'s energy-pirate allies, and which thefight new layoffs, budget cuts, and more disastrous de-
Democrats had not been allowed to read, go through—  regulation. California Democrats know LaRouche’s
much like the $87 billion “Halliburton Relief Act” on principled leadership against deregulation for many
Iraq. The subject of these brief debates was not energy;  years, and know his campaign alone effectively fought
it was leadership—the Democratic Party, in its electedhe Recall there.
and appointed national officials, does not have any. Howard Dean, in fact, was covering his LaRpuche
This was even more sharply shown in the firefly- flank when he suddenly “called for” national re-regulg-
brief debate among the “nine dwarves” Democratic  tion, to reporters on his airplane. No national leader of
Presidential candidates over Howard Dean’s apparerdither party has opposed deregulation’s march of devas-
call for re-regulation of energy and other economic sec-  tation through the U.S. economy for two decades—ex-
tors. Other Demaocratic candidates flew to attack Deamept LaRouche, whose FDR-style re-regulation poli¢y
for departing from orthodox “expert opinion”and “pub- is known to all. Dean, during most of that period yp to
lic opinion,” according to which only economic deregu- 2000, was a promoter of deregulation. Now Dean faces
lation is allowed, despite the California and many other  a “hot phase” contest with LaRouche and only |Ja few
disasters. Deanthen dropped the matter, not mentioningther candidates in the Washington, D.C. primary |n
it even though his next scheduled speech was supposed  six weeks.
to be an attack on “Enron-omics”! The phenomenon of LaRouche taking leadership|of
The nine dwarves each want find “issues” with  the Democrats fromtheir elected and appointed national
which to get elected—not to lead, not to fight forimpor- representatives who will not fight Cheney or Cheney-
tant principles of national policy no matter what the  policies, is spreading from California and Philadelphia,
conditions of battle. This failure would tend to give the where his LaRouche Youth Movement has won clegpr
election itself to the Cheney-Bush war party, and the  recent victories. It was evident in his campaign|meet-
country to disaster. ings in the Midwest, reported in this issue. State and
But it is turning the best activists of the partyonthe  local Democratic leaders are organizing meetinfgs for
state and local level, to the prospect of the leadership ahe candidate precisely because he is barred from the
Lyndon LaRouche, whose campaign—unsuccessfully  irrelevant nine-dwarves debates, by a national party bu-
obstructed and blocked by the Democratic Party leadereaucracy which won't fight the economic depression.
ship—is clearly now entering what the candidate has These state and local leaders want to see nqt party-
called its “hot phase.” issue politics, but enovement, without which the nation
Contrast the quick Capitol Hill capitulationon Che-  and its economy can’t survive or recover. Much more
ney’s energy bill, to the LaRouche campaign’s realimportant than this or that issue, is leadership for t
leadership of the Democrats of California, where Che-  movement. The Democratic nomination fight is
ney’s energy pirates, through deregulation, destroyetlaRouche’s to win or lose, and depends on how fgst
the economy and now the governability of the state.  that movement, especially the LaRouche Youth Move-
At a recent Los Angeles County meeting, the countyment, grows.
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SEE LAROUCHE ON CABLE TV

INTERNET

* ACCESSPHOENIX.ORG
Click on Live Webcast
Fridays—6 pm
(Pacific Time only)

* BROOKLYNX.ORG/BCAT
Click on PLAY
Tue: 12 Noon & 8 pm
(Eastern Time only)

= MNN.ORG
Alt. Sundays—9 am
(Eastern Time only)
Click on Watch Ch.34

ALABAMA

* BIRMINGHAM—Ch.4
Wednesdays—10:30 pm

« UNIONTOWN—Ch.2
Mon-Fri every 4 hrs.
Sundays—Afternoons

ALASKA

*» ANCHORAGE—Ch.44
Thursdays—10:30 pm

* JUNEAU—Ch.12
Thursdays—7 pm

ARIZONA

+ PHOENIX—Ch.98
Fridays—6 pm

* PHOENIX VALLEY
Quest Ch.24
Fridays—6 pm

* TUCSON—Ch.74
Tuesdays—3 pm

ARKANSAS

* CABOT—Ch.15
Daily—8 pm

« LITTLE ROCK
Comcast Ch. 18
Tue—1 am, or
Sat-1 am, or 6 am

CALIFORNIA

* BEVERLY HILLS
Adelphia Ch. 37
Thursdays—4:30 pm

« BREA—Ch. 17
Mon-Fri: 9 am-4 pm

* BUENA PARK
Adelphia Ch. 55
Tuesdays—6:30 pm

« CARLSBAD
Adelphia Ch.3
1st/3rd Wed: 10 pm

« CLAYTON/CONCORD
AT&T-Comcast Ch.25
2nd Fri.—9 pm
Astound Ch.31
Tuesdays—7:30 pm

= CONTRA COSTA
AT&T Ch.26
2nd Fri.—9 pm

« COSTAMESA Ch.61
Wednesdays—10 pm

* CULVER CITY
MediaOne Ch.43
Wednesdays—7 pm

* E.LOS ANGELES
Adelphia Ch. 6
Mondays—2:30 ppm

* FULLERTON
Adelphia Ch.65
Tuesdays—6:30 pm

* HOLLYWOOD
Comcast—Ch.43
Tuesdays—4 pm

* LANC./PALM.
Adelphia Ch.16
Sundays—9 pm

* LAVERNE—Ch.3
2nd Mondays—8 pm

* LONG BEACH
Analog Ch.65
Digital Ch.69
CableReady Ch.95
Alt. Fridays—1:30 pm

* MARINA DEL REY
Adelphia Ch.3
Thursdays—4:30 pm

MediaOne Ch.43
Wednesdays—7 pm

* MID-WILSHIRE
MediaOne Ch.43
Wednesdays—7 pm

* MODESTO—Ch.2
Thursdays—3 pm

+ OXNARD
Adelphia Ch.19
Americast Ch.8
Tuesdays—7 pm

* PLACENTIA
Adelphia Ch.65
Tuesdays—6:30 pm

« SANDIEGO Ch.19
Wednesdays—6 pm

* SANTA ANA
Adelphia Ch.53
Tuesdays—6:30 pm

* STA.CLAR.VLY.
T/W & AT&T Ch.20
Fridays—1:30 pm

* SANTA MONICA
Adelphia Ch. 77
Thursdays—4:30 pm

* TUJUNGA—Ch.19
Mondays—8 pm

* VENICE—Ch.43
Wednesdays—7 pm

* VENTURA—Ch.6
Adelphia/Avenue
Mon & Fri—10 am

* WALNUT CREEK
AT&T Ch.6
2nd Fridays—9 pm
Astound Ch.31
Tuesdays—7:30 pm

* W.HOLLYWOOD
Adelphia Ch.3
Thursdays—4:30 pm

*W.SAN FDO.VLY.
Time Warner Ch.34
Wed.—5:30 pm

COLORADO

* DENVER—Ch.57
Saturdays—1 pm

CONNECTICUT

* GROTON—Ch.12
Mondays—5 pm

*» MANCHESTER Ch.15
Mondays—10 pm

* MIDDLETOWN—Ch.3
Thursdays—5 pm

* NEW HAVEN—Ch.29
Sundays—5 pm
Wednesdays—7 pm

« NEWTOWN/NEW MIL.
Cablevision Ch.21
Mondays—9:30 pm
Thursdays—11:30 am

FLORIDA

« ESCAMBIA COUNTY
Cox Ch.4
2nd Tue: 4:30 pm

GEORGIA

« ATLANTA
Comcast Ch.24
Wednesdays—10 am

IDAHO

*MOSCOW—Ch. 11
Mondays—7 pm

ILLINOIS

« CHICAGO
AT&T/RCN/WOW Ch.21
Fri, 11/14: 10 pm
Sat, 11/22: 5 pm

* QUAD CITIES
Mediacom Ch.19
Thursdays—11 pm

* PEORIA COUNTY
Insight Ch.22
Sundays—7:30 pm

* SPRINGFIELD Ch.4
Mon-Fri: 5-9 pm
Sat-Sun: 1-5 pm

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

NDIANA

* BLOOMINGTON
Insight Ch.3
Tuesdays—8 pm

* DELAWARE COUNTY
Comcast Ch.42
Mondays—11 pm

* GARY

AT&T Ch.21
Monday-Thursday
8 am - 12 Noon

IOWA

* QUAD CITIES
Mediacom Ch.19
Thursdays—11 pm

KENTUCKY

* BOONE/KENTON
Insight Ch.21
Mon: 4 pm; Sat: 5 pm

* JEFFERSON Ch.98
Fridays—2 pm

LOUISIANA

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

MARYLAND

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

+* MONTGOMERY Ch.19
Fridays—7 pm

* P.G.COUNTY Ch.76
Mondays—10:30 pm

MASSACHUSETTS

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

+ CAMBRIDGE
MediaOne Ch.10
Mondays—4 pm

* WORCESTER—Ch.13
Tue—8:30 pm

MICHIGAN

* CALHOON

ATT Ch.11
Mondays—4 pm

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

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

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

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

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

* KENT COUNTY
Charter Ch.7
Tue—12 Noon,
7:30 pm, 11 pm

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

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

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

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

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

*« WAYNE COUNTY
Comcast Ch.68
Unscheduled pop-ins

* WYOMING
AT&T Ch 25
Wednesdays—10 am

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

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

+ CAMBRIDGE
US Cable Ch.10
Wednesdays—2 pm

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

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

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

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

* MINNEAPOLIS
PARAGON Ch.67
Saturdays—7 pm

* NEW ULM—Ch.14
Fridays—5 pm

* PROCTOR/
HERMANTOWN—Ch.12
Tue: Btw. 5 pm-1 am

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

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

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

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

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

* ST.PAUL (NE burbs)*
Suburban Ch.15

= St.PAUL (S&W burbs)
AT&T-Comcast Ch.15
Tue & Fri: -8 pm
Wednesdays—10:30 pm
SOUTH WASHINGTON
ATT Ch.14—1:30 pm
Mon, Tue, Wed, Thu

MISSISSIPPI

* MARSHALL COUNTY
Galaxy Ch. 2
Mondays—7 pm

MISSOURI

* ST.LOUIS
AT&T Ch.22
Wednesdays—5 pm
Thursdays—12 Noon

NEBRASKA

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

NEVADA

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

+ RENO/SPARKS
Charter Ch.16
Wednesdays—9 pm

NEW JERSEY

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

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

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

« PLAINSBORO
Comcast Ch.3*

NEW MEXICO

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

« LOS ALAMOS
Comcast Ch.8
Mondays—10 pm

* SANTA FE
Comcast—Ch.8
Saturdays—6:30 pm

« TAOS—Ch.2
Thursdays—7 pm

NEW YORK

* AMSTERDAM
T/W Ch.16
Wednesdays—7 pm

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

* BROOKLYN
T/W Ch.34
Cablevision Ch.67
Tue: 12 Noon & 8 pm

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

* ONEIDA—Ch.10
Thu: 8 or 9 pm

* PENFIELD—Ch.15
Penfield Comm. TV*

= QUEENS QPTV Ch.34
Fridays—5 pm
Tuesdays—9 pm

* QUEENSBURY Ch.71
Thursdays—7 pm

« RIVERHEAD Ch.70
Thu—12 Midnight

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

* ROCKLAND—Ch.71
Mondays—6 pm

* STATEN ISL.

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

* TOMPKINS COUNTY
Time Warner Ch.13
Sun—1 pm & 9 pm
Saturdays—9 pm

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

* WEBSTER—Ch.12
Wednesdays—9 pm

NORTH CAROLINA

« HICKORY—Ch.3
Tuesdays—10 pm

OHIO
« CUYAHOGA COUNTY
Ch.21: Wed—3:30 pm
« FRANKLIN COUNTY
Ch 21: Sun.—6 pm
« LORAIN COUNTY
Adelphia Ch.30
Daily: 10 am; or
12 Noon; or 2 pm;
or 12 Midnight
« OBERLIN—Ch.9
Tuesdays—7 pm
* REYNOLDSBURG
Ch.6: Sun.—6 pm
OREGON
« LINN/BENTON
AT&T Ch.99
Tuesdays—1 pm
* PORTLAND
Tue—6 pm (Ch.22)
Thu—3 pm (Ch.23)
* SALEM—Ch.23
Tuesdays—12 Noon
Thursdays 8 pm
Saturdays 10 am
= SILVERTON
Charter Ch.10
Mon,Tue, Thu,Fri:
Betw. 5 pm - 9 am
* WASHINGTON
Comcast Ch. 23
Wed:7 pm; Fri:10 am
Sun:6 am; Mon:11 pm
RHODE ISLAND
* E.PROV.—Ch.18
Tuesdays—6:30 pm
* STATEWIDE
RI Interconnect
Cox Ch.13
Full Ch.49
Tuesdays—10 am

T!

« AUSTIN Ch.10
T/W & Grande
Wednesdays—7 pm

= DALLAS Ch.13-B
Tuesdays—10:30 pm

* EL PASO COUNTY
Adelphia Ch.4
Tuesdays—8 pm
Thursdays—11 am

* HOUSTON
Time Warner Ch.17
Tuesdays—35 pm
Saturdays—9 am
Wed, 11/5: 7:30 pm
Mon, 11/10: 7 pm
Wed, 11/12: 6:30 pm
Thu, 11/20: 5:30 pm

« KINGWOOD Ch.98
Kingwood Cablevision
Tuesdays—5 pm
Saturdays—9 am
Wed, 11/5: 7:30 pm
Mon, 11/10: 7 pm
Wed, 11/12: 6:30 pm
Thu, 11/20: 5:30 pm

* RICHARDSON
AT&T Ch.10-A
Thursdays—6 pm

UTAH

« E.MILLARD
Precis Ch.10
Tuesdays—5 pm

= SEVERE/SAN PETE
Precis Ch.10
Sundays & Mondays
6 pm & 9 pm

ERMONT

* GREATER FALLS
Adelphia Ch.8
Tuesdays—1 pm

VIRGINIA

* ALBERMARLE
Adelphia Ch.13
Fridays—3 pm

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

« BLACKSBURG
WTOB Ch.2
Mondays—6 pm

* CHESTERFIELD
Comcast Ch.6
Tuesdays—5 pm

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

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

* ROANOKE—Ch.9
Thursdays—2 pm

WASHINGTON

* KING COUNTY
AT&T Ch.29/77
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
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The crisis of rail, air, 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.
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