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From the Associate Editor

I t is no coincidence that a bipartisan public attack against Vice
President Cheney from within the U.S. political establishment (see
National), is occurring at the same time that a “coalition of the
shrill’—top financial analysts—is warning that the Bush Administra-
tion’sfinancial-econoomic policies pose the threat of a dollar collapse
and systemic breakdown (s&eonomics). These are precisely the
twin themes that Lyndon LaRouche has been hitting for over a year,
since he first called for Cheney’s resignation in September 2002.
Whereas LaRouche’s warnings were earlier dismissed by many as
“too extreme,” it is clear that now a significant minority of the ruling
circles in the United States understands that he was right.

In the midst of this policy battle, came the Jan. 13 Democratic
Party primary in the nation’s capital. This primary—so the voters of
Washington, D.C. were told by the media—was supposed to be a big
zero, an eventwhich meant “absolutely nothing.” Enter, LaRouche—
and specifically his youth movement. Many weeks of organizing
reawoke in older D.C. residents long-forgotten memories of what the
Civil Rights movement was like, under the inspired leadership of Dr.
Martin Luther King; younger residents happily joined the marches
andrallies. The exciting process was capped by LaRouche’s beautiful
webcast campaign speech in Washington on Jan. 10Hgsare).
Realizing that the stage was set for a political breakout of LaRouche’s
campaign, his enemies determined to prevent it at all costs, and the
result was an election fraught with voting “irregularities,” and fol-
lowed by demands for an official investigation. (Sé&ional for
LaRouche’s initial comments on this breaking story.) Suddenly, the
election which was supposed to be “a nothing,” has become an inter-
national scandal!

LaRouche’s webcast speech also takes up the issue of the space
program, in the context of President Bush’s new policy announce-
ments on Moon-Mars exploration, and the landing of3pieit rover
on Mars on Jan. 4. Ouscience & Technology feature underlines
the crucial differences between LaRouche’s approach—a 40-year
science-driver mission—and the unworkable “el cheapo” plan out-
lined by Bush. We publish here, LaRouche’s 1987 dramatic script
for a slide-show, “The Woman on Mars.”
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Wal-Mart’s Walton Family:
The Beasts of Bentonville

by Richard Freeman

The Walton family, which founded and today controls Wal- it to sweatshop facilities overseas, which has caused the exo-
Mart, lives on blood money. Operating jointly with the City of dus of 1.5 million U.S. manufacturing jobs. Wal-Mart pays its
London-Wall Streetbankers, itbecame the world’s wealthiest ~ workers below subsistence wages, and destroys communities
family by decimating the U.S. and world physical economies,This is applied as a leading edge of a Roman Imperial-type
and by applying ferocious austerity, driving wages and living policy, in which the American physical economy, no longer
standards beneath the level needed for existéincbesmag-  able to reproduce its own existence, sucks in ahuge volume of
azine places the worth of the family at greater than $100  imported goods from around the world. The more the United
billion. States feeds its import addiction, the more that destroys the
The threat posed by the Waltons is not merely in the size U.S. physical economy, while driving the current account
of their fortune. Older monied families such as the Mellons,deficit to new and dangerous heights.
Rockefellers, and the corrupted Ford family fortunes have The campaign of LaRouche and others, is drawing blood.
been more powerful politically and financially, as have alsowWal-Mart's national spokesperson, Mona Williams, lashed
been the much smaller family nest-eggs of George Soros and out on Nov. 28, 2003, “There’s definitely a negative buzz out
Michael Steinhardt. But the danger today is that the Waltonsthere. Alot of folks have started taking shots at us.” One maga-
with such a storehouse of wealth available to them, will use zine noted the shift: “Wal-Mart kicked off the year in the me-
it, for one thing, to build even more Wal-Mart stores, with dia as the nation’s ‘most-admired company,’ but it looks like
even more devastating effects on the world economy! Butnot it will wrap up 2003 as the ‘Beast of Bentonville’ " (Benton-
only that: ville, Arkansas is Wal-Mart's headquarters). Last Christmas,
» The Waltons are using their enormous leverageto care-  Wal-Martregistered slim sales growth, partly due to the falter-
fully construct a banking empire, under tight family control. ing economy, but partly due to what the media is now high-

» They are bankrolling a vast neo-conservative political lighting as aWal-Mart “image problem.” Inthe retailindustry,
network. For example, John Walton, who is worth more tharif sales are not rising year on year, there is a problem.
$20 billion himself, was the largest single individual contribu- To counterattack, Wal-Mart's officers, led by chairman

tor to Gov. Jeb Bush in the 2002 Florida gubernatorial race. Rob Walton, made a strategic decision to bring out their ulti-

» They are the principal financial force in the effort to mate weapon—the Sam Walton myth—in the hope that this
privatize the public school system, through school vouchersyilldazzle and disarm people. The myth has two components.
which would wreck public education. They would create a First, Wal-Mart founder Sam Walton (1918-92) is portrayed
School-Mart. as a folksy, ol’ country boy, concerned about the welfare of

Democratic  Presidential  pre-candidate  Lyndon  his workers. According to this myth, Sam drove around in a
LaRouche has launched a national and international boycogtick-up truck, when he could have been chauffeured in a
of Wal-Mart, to expose and shut down the company. limousine. Mr. Sam, as he liked his underlings to call him,
LaRouche has shown that under Wal-Mart’s policy of de-didn’'t care a hoot about money, but only about following
manding that its suppliers supply goods to Wal-Mart atridicu- his dream.
lously low prices, the only way the suppliers can accomplish  The second part of the myth is that Mr. Sam disdained
this is to shut down production in the United States, and ship ~ Wall Street, building his company through his own native

4 Economics EIR January 23, 2004



genius and hard work.

By extension, this myth is stretched to cover the rest of
the Walton clan. They areachip off theblock of oI’ Mr. Sam.
They use their money to help people. Their savage amassing
of a $100 hillion fortune hasn’'t changed them; they’re just
like you and me.

No one should be dazzled by this myth. The truth is that
Wal-Mart madeitsmoney by crushingitsemployees, itscom-
petitors, its suppliers, and foreign nations. It grew only
through the aid and massive funding of Wall Street, which
admiresWal-Mart asthe paradigm of what it wantsto achieve
in apost-industrial society. Two examples of this—the 1970
financing, when Wal-Mart went public to pay off its debts;
and the “Wal-Mart decade” (actually 1990 to 2002), when
Wal-Mart grew to unprecedented size—make the point.

Sam ‘Hustler’ Walton

Sam Walton was born in Kingfisher, Oklahomain 1918,
graduating from the University of Missouri with an econom-
ics degree in 1940. His college fraternity brothers gave him
the nick-name “Hustler,” which stuck.

During World War 11, he served as a lieutenant and then
captain in U.S. Army Intelligence, supervising security for
aircraft plants and Prisoner of War campsin California, and
other locations—an intelligence background far above what
you would expect for the normal “country boy” soldier, al-
though official and unofficial biographiesshed nofurther light
on hisintelligence activities.

Walton’ s 1943 marriageto Helen Robson, the daughter of
L.S. Robson, a prosperous banker and rancher of Claremore,
Oklahoma, was more than fortuitous. L.S. Robson lent
Walton $20,000, four-fifths of what Sam needed to buy his
first store, aBen Franklin variety storein Newport, Arkansas,
in 1945. By 1962, Walton owned and operated 16 Ben Frank-
lin franchise variety stores, mostly based in Arkansas (with a
few in Missouri and Kansas).

OnJuly 2, 1962, in Rogers, Arkansas, Walton opened his
first discount store, under the Wal-Mart name. Theidea of a
discount store is to sell alower line of goods than a regular
department store, but also to sell many of the same goods as
regular department stores, at a cheaper price. How would
that be possible? It required cost-accounting “savings.” The
discount store could find some efficiencies of scale, and also
operate at alower profit margin per unit good than aregular
department store. But primarily, Walton used twotactics, with
regard to labor and suppliers.

First, heresolved to pay hisworkers less, ferociously re-
sisted any unionization, and restricted most of hisworkersto
working no more than 28 hours per week, which would mean
they would not qualify for employee benefits—and would
never be ableto earn aliving wage. He offered some of them
health benefits, but most did not earn enough to purchase
the health insurance. Though the myth arose that this policy
became prevalent only after Walton's April 1992 death, the
factisthat Mr. Samenforcedit from day one. Wal-Mart work-
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ers earn wage and benefit packages that are 12-30% below
those paidtoworkersin comparablejobsat unionized compa-
nies, depending on thejob classification. During most of Sam
Walton's reign, Wal-Mart had a worker turnover rate of an
incredible 35-45%.

Second, Walton instituted a policy that suppliers would
have to sell goods to Wal-Mart at constantly lower prices,
forcing them to cut expenses, which frequently meant cutting
wages of their own workers and/or layoffs. Eventually, this
led to these suppliersoutsourcing their production to overseas
sweatshops, a policy that started to gain steam in the 1980s
under Sam Walton' sdirection.

By 1969, Wal-Mart had grown to $30.8 millionin annual
sales. It operated 32 stores, most within a 200 mile radius of
Bentonville. But to grow this quickly, it had to borrow heav-
ily, and soon had significant debt.

Wall Street Cash Infusion

Wal-Mart faced afinancing crunch. Welook at two exam-
ples from Wal-Mart’s history, which crucially demonstrate
that, contrary toitsown public relationsfairy tales, Wal-Mart
would not exist without Wall Street’s direction and ample
financia backing.

After Sam Walton started Wal-Mart in 1962, he flew
around the American Southeast, Southwest, and Midwest to
lineuploansfor hiscompany. RepublicBank, basedinDallas,
Texas, and known for its smarmy dealings, was one of the
first lendersto himinthe 1960s. But Republic Bank and other
banks that lent money to Wal-Mart, set alimit on how much
they would lend. Walton revealed in his autobiography, Sam
Walton: Madein America, that in 1969, “weweren’t generat-
ing enough profits both to expand and pay off our debts. . . .
We really needed the money, pure and simple.”

Walton and hiseldest son, S. Robson (Rob) Walton (who
isnow chairman of Wal-Mart), figured that the only way they
could comeupwiththemoney to pay their debts, wasan Initial
Public Offering (IPO), issuing shares of stock to the public.

But therewasone catch: A commercial or industrial com-
pany cannot conduct an IPO by itself; it must be done by a
financia institution. To handle the job, Sam Walton hired
two of the world’s most criminally-connected, dirty-money
investment banks.

The first was the Little Rock, Arkansas-based Stephens,
Inc., which is the largest private investment bank west of
the Mississippi. Its founder was Jackson Stephens, who had
worked intensively with such dirty operations as the Bank of
Credit and Commerce International (BCCl), an intelligence
cut-out for the financier oligarchy, which financed illegal
weapons and drug trade. In 1990, the BCCI was convicted in
Miami, of money laundering for the Colombia cocaine car-
tels. Published reportshaveal solinked Stephensto work with
the U.S. National Security Agency.

The second firm Sam Walton selected to handle his | PO,
was the investment bank White Weld. White Weld operates
on Wall Street, but its headquarters are in Boston. Walton
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wrote in his autobiography, “I thought we needed a Wall
Street underwriter.” So much for his alleged independence
from Wall Street. The founders of White Weld descended
from Boston Brahmin families that had been involved in a
treasonous plot, the Hartford Convention of 1814, to split
apart the United States. Through a series of corporate mar-
riages, White Weld would mergewith both the Swissbanking
giant Crédit Suisse, as well as the First National Bank of
Boston, eventually becoming Crédit Suisse White Weld, one
of the world's largest drug-money laundromats. On Feb. 7,
1985, Federal agents caught Crédit Suissein amulti-billion-
dollar money laundering scheme, for which they were con-
victed.

Thesetwo sinister firmsraised more than $4.5 million for
Wal-Mart through the Oct. 1, 1970 IPO, and a grateful Mr.
Sam placed Jackson Stephens on the board of directors of
Wal-Mart.

The'Wal-Mart Decade

The second instance of Wall Street’s massive financing
and guiding of Wal-Mart, invol vesthe company’ sspectacul ar
growth during 1990-2002.

Thebankersloved Wal-Mart becauseit fulfilled their pol-
icy of a post-industrial society, whereby America' s produc-
tive capacities were ravaged; the nation no longer produced
quality goods at decent prices, with a well-paid productive
labor force. I nstead, it becameaconsumer society, purchasing
goods, produced first at runaway sweatshops in the U.S.
South, and eventually at overseas concentration-camp pro-
ductionfacilities. Wal-Mart would bethe primeseller of these
goods. Soon its ferocious methods became the “norm” for
America; other retail firms, as well as manufacturers, either
adopted the methods of Wal-Mart, or they were gone.

In the late 1980s, the Wall Street-City of London finan-
ciersneeded greater volumes of loot to prop up the collapsing
world speculative bubble. They gouged huge amounts of oot
out of the developing sector, under the globalization typified
by the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA),
which was rammed through the U.S. Congress in 1993, and
implemented the following year. Wal-Mart became the ideal
vehiclefor free-trade and globalization: marketing the goods
that developing countries had produced, but for which these
countries were paid only a fraction of their real production
costs.

Wal-Mart waspumped up to enormoussi ze, accompanied
by structural changes, with Wall Street pumpinginthemoney
by snapping up Wal-Mart’ s corporate bonds.

For most of its existence, Wal-Mart had built only one
kind of store, an enormous facility occupying approximately
70,000 square feet in sales space (other department chaing
stores averaged 40,000 sguare feet). But now, even these
stores were no longer big enough. With globalization going
through, the United Stateswould receive aflood of imported
goods. Both for this, and for advantage against its competi-
tors, Wal-Mart, starting 1987, began to build supercenters,
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FIGURE 1
Explosive Growth of Wal-Mart Supercenters
Since 1990
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storeswith an amazing 180,000 to 200,000 squarefeet, which
sold everything from hard goodsto fresh food.

Figure 1 documents the shift in policy. The number of
Wal-Mart regular stores rose between 1985 and 1995, al-
though after 1990, the rate of growth slowed. In 1995, the
number of Wal-Mart regular stores peaked at 1,995; in the
ensuing seven years, thenumber contracted by morethan 400.
Therewere no supercentersin 1985, only fivein 1990, but by
2002, there were 1,268—a staggering growth of 25,000%
since 1990.

As the second prong of the globalization strategy, Wal-
Mart established stores abroad, regimenting foreign markets
using the same methods as it did in the United States, thus
destroying those countries' economies. Figure 2 shows that
the number of storesthat Wal-Mart has built in foreign coun-
tries hasrisen from 1in 1990, to 1,288 in 2002. Wal-Mart is
now the number one retailer in Mexico, Canada, and other
countries. The trgjectory of the curves of building Wal-Mart
international stores, and of building domestic Wal-Mart su-
percentersarevirtualy the same, arising fromasinglepolicy.

The furious pace of expansion of Wal-Mart's opera-
tions—a combined total of 2,540 new domestic and interna-
tional stores since 1990—directly comes from the bankers
mobilization to expand the process of globalization looting,
and from the related policy of the Roman Imperia model.
There was an immense cost to carry out the construction, in
thetensof billionsof dollars. Wal-Mart’ s cash flow could not
have covered the cost.
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FIGURE 2
Accelerated Expansion of Wal-Mart
International Stores
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Now we see the hand of Wall Street and the City of Lon-
don, which both shaped the policy initially, and madeit work.
Figure 3 showsthelevel of Wal-Mart’ slong-term debt, most
of whichisintheform of bonds. In 1990, Wal-Mart had $740
million in long-term debt; by 2002, it owed $16.6 billion in
long-term debt. Notice that this debt curve directly mirrors
that of the number of Wal-Mart supercenters, and Wal-Mart
international stores. Wal-Mart could only issue this debt due
to thefact that the largest Wall Street and London firmswere
willing to underwrite, market, and sell Wal-Mart’s bonded
debt, which ended up in the portfolios of several of these
banks, aswell as of mutual funds, insurance companies, etc.
(Add to this several billion dollars of Wal-Mart’ s short-term
debt, in the form of commercia paper. Wal-mart’s annual
reports do not provide sufficient datato construct a series.)

Contrary to Wal-Mart’s assertions of its independence
from Wall Street, reverse the process. It wasthe Wall Street-
imposed paradigm-shift of the post-industrial society since
1963, pushed through Congress, pushed through credit policy
administered by the Federal Reserve Board, pushed through
the banks swallowing billions of Wal-Mart bonds, that made
Wal-Mart what it is, conferring on the company its enormous
leverageto loot.

TheFamily Fortune

Wal-Mart operated like alargefunnel, sucking in theloot
from the application of its genocidal austerity policies, both
domestically and internationally. Thisloot hasbeen siphoned
off by the Walton family, which owns more than one-third
of the company’s stock. On Forbes magazine's 2002 list of
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FIGURE 3
Wal-Mart Long-Term Debt
($ Billions)

20+

15+

10

0+ T T T 1
1985 1990 1995 2000 2002

Source: Wal-Mart annual reports.

America’ sten richest people, numbers 5 through 9 are occu-
pied by amember of the Walton family: Sam’ swidow Helen;
son Rob, who is chairman of Wal-Mart; son John, who is
chairman of thefamily’ sbank, Arvest; son Jim; and daughter
Alice. The value of Wal-Mart stock had risen, so that Wal-
Mart hasthethird largest market capitalization of any Ameri-
can company.

Figure4 demonstratesthat in 1992, the family wasworth
approximately $8 billion. Today, it is worth $102.5 hillion.
Upontheseassets, theWaltonsearn—mostly from stock divi-
dends—half abillion dollarsayear. Thismoney wasaccumu-
lated from the process of destroying the world economy and
itslabor force.

Having a bigger fortune than any family in the history of
mankind, theWaltonsaredeployingit for evil purposes. First,
of course, through their controlling share of stocksin Wal-
Mart, the family plans to continue and enlarge upon Sam
Walton's murderous policy for the comany itself. But there
ismore.

According to the Walton Family Foundation, Inc.’s an-
nual tax returns (form 990-PF), it funds some of the leading
forces of the neo-conservative movement, which are part and
parcel of VicePresident Dick Cheney’ s Synarchist apparatus:
the Cato I nstitute, the Heritage Foundation, the Hudson I nsti-
tute (a Cheney base of operations), the Manhattan Institute,
the Landmark Legal Foundation, the National Right to Work
Legal Defense & Education Foundation, and others. It also
funds environmental groups, which, though identified aslib-
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FIGURE 4
Worth of Walton Family Fortune
($ Billions)
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eral, seek to tear down modern industrial society, such asthe
Nationa Wildlife Foundation and the Nature Conservancy of
Arkansas and of Cdifornia.

Further, the Walton family, particularly John Walton,
whorunsthefamily’ sArvest bank, hasfunctioned asamoney
pump for neo-conservative causes. Exemplary isits backing
of Jeb Bush, the Republican governor of Floridaand brother
of President George Bush, who isacog in Attorney General
John Ashcroft’s domestic fascist program. Jeb also heavily
interfaces with right-wing Cuban networks based in Florida,
who areinvolved in the drug trade. In 2002, when Democrat
Bill McBride made a stiff challenge to Bush in Florida's gu-
bernatorial race, the California-domiciled John Walton sent
$325,000 to the Florida Republican Party, which money was
whisked into Jeb Bush’'s campaign account. Bush won the
election. Though not a Floridian, Walton wasthe largest sin-
gleindividual contributor to Bush during the Floridaelection.
Floridais aso a key state for the Republicans in the 2004
Presidential election.

The Waltons are using their money to build up abanking
empire, which apparently would give them one of the largest
banksinthe United Statesand theworld. They have anchored
this quest, which is two decades in the making, upon Arvest
Bank, which isfamily owned, and secondarily, through Wal-
Mart Stores, Inc.

The Walton family has carefully shepherded its Arvest
Bank Holding Company—which ownsitsArvest Bank—into
abank with $6.6 billion in assets, and $5.4 hillion in deposits.
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Itisalready one of America s 75 biggest banks, but that isnot
good enough for the Waltons. The bank is chaired by John
Walton, and has grown through gobbling up other banks. For
example, on Dec. 11, 2003, Arvest put the finishing touches
on its acquisition of Superior Financia Corp, which has 22
locationsin the state of Arkansas. Arvest now operates more
than 200 branches in four states, and has the second highest
bank market share in Arkansas and the sixth largest bank
market share in Oklahoma. It is building on the same rapa
ciousprinciplesby whichit built Wal-Mart, startingin Arkan-
sas and neighboring states, and spreading out from there.

In addition, the Waltons Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. hasmade
attemptsto buy banksin its own name.

The Walton Family Foundation is also the largest funder
for the school privatization movement in America, which
would dismantle the public education system (more on this
in aforthcoming EIR).

The Walton family is a predatory bunch; the best way to
eliminate their devastating effect on the United States and
the world, would be to dismantle their Wal-Mart corporate
empire, as LaRouche has demanded.

Parmalat

“The Banks Aimed Their
Gun at Our Head’

by Claudio Celani

On Jan. 9, police raided the Milan offices of the Bank of
America, inthemost spectacular development of the ongoing
investigationintothe Parmal at bankruptcy case. ASEIRwrote
last week, the Italian food firm Parmalat, whose insolvency
revealed ahole of 8-plus billion euros, had become avehicle
for derivatives-backed financial operations led by national
andinternational banks, in schemesused to support theexpan-
sion of the global financial bubble.

Bank of America (BA) became Parmalat’s main bond
placer in 2001, displacing J.P. Morgan which, with 25% of
the overall issue, estimated at Eu8 billion, is till the largest
owner of Parmalat bonds. Investigators believe that BA, like
other banks, knew that Parmalat was bankrupt and its bonds
werejunk, but sold them at high value neverthel ess. Complic-
ity in covering up Parmalat’ s state of bankruptcy include the
fact that Parmalat could write in its books a nonexistent $4
billion account, in order to cover itslosses and back up bond
issues. When the situation became unsustainable, in mid-De-
cember, BA dropped Parmalat by announcing that theaccount
was honexistent, thus declaring Parmalat insolvent.

Bank of America s murky rolein the corporate bond sec-
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tor in general has been recently exposed by one of its execu-
tives. On Nov. 13, 2003, just before the Parmalat scandal
broke out, Duncan Goldie-Morrison, who was driven out of
thebank inMarch 2003, submitted acomplaint tothe National
Association of SecuritiesDealers, charging that thebank used
“creative accounting” in regard to investments and junk bond
portfolios. But BA isin noway the only bank involvedinthe
Parmalat fraud scheme, nor theonly oneusing such “ creative
accounting” in its activity. Along with BA, prosecutors in
Milan and Parma are investigating J.P. Morgan Chase,
Morgan Stanley, Citicorp, ABN, Banco Santander, Deutsche
Bank, aswell asall thelargest Italian banks. “ The banks put
their gun at our head,” declared Parmalat founder Calisto
Tanzi, now under arrest.

Oneepisodeout of Tanzi’ sinterrogation records, reported
to the press, involves Morgan Stanley, for example, and it is
paradigmatic for showing how the banksblackmailed Parma-
lat into issuing bonds and, sometimes, into buying them back
on short notice when the banks needed liquidity. Tanzi re-
ported that Parmalat’ sfinancial manager, Ferraris, “ had been
contacted, last June, by aM organ Stanley Italiamanager, who
had said that there was an institutional investor wanting to
invest Eu300 million in corporate bonds, and he asked us if
we had interest in the deal. Ferraris then contacted Nextra,
the firm indicated by Morgan Stanley. The agreement was
that the bond should be bought by theinvestor and, he added,
conditions for us were not favorable but, given the situation
(i.e., Parmalat’ s bankruptcy), it was profitable for usto issue
thosebondsevenif their rateswould be at the highest values.”
A few months|ater, the scenario changesradically. “ Ferraris
came to me and told me: *Nextra wants us to buy the bonds
back.” On my request for explanation, he answered: ‘ They
aimedagunatmy head.” ” Nextra srequest, Tanzi explained,
“was accompanied with threats that the real financial condi-
tion of the firm would be reveal ed to the markets.”

Why were the banks blackmailing Parmalat into issuing
bonds? The answer is simple: The corporate bond sector has
been used, together with the real estate sector, as amilk-cow
for generating paper money in order to support the financial
bubble in its terminal stage. The instruments used for this
purpose are called Collateralized Debt Obligations (CDO),
a form of credit derivatives. A CDO is bank-issued paper
representing acollection of corporate bonds, issued by bank-
owned entities, such as their securities operations, and then
soldtoinvestment fundsor privatecustomers. Sincethesingle
bond risk is spread out over the different corporate bonds
contained in the CDO, banks can place the CDO at a higher
price. It has been extimated that the overall value of CDOs
is more than $500 billion. Now, as the world recession has
produced casualtiesin the corporate sector, the CDO pyramid
has been shaken, but CDOs holders have failed to show those
losses on their books. To the contrary, more bonds have been
placed in the effort to generate more profits. And more junk
has been added to paper, according to the principle that the
higher the risk, the higher the yield. Countless Parmalats are
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out there to be discovered, functioning as milk-cows for the
bond magicians.

The research units of the banks' securities operations,
such as the Banc of America Securities Research Unit, led
by one David Goldman, have provided mathematical models
aiming at both forecasting the trend in the corporate bond
market, and at manipulating it into the desired direction, i.e.,
the one offering the largest profit opportunities at alleged
minimal risk. CDOs promised to offer theminimal risk, since
in the case of defaults, losses would be spread on as many
private investors as possible throughout the globe. In reality,
as usual, it does not work as the magicians and their models
promise. Some corporate bonds have even been concentrated
in CDO issues, aswas the case for the telecom sector. And it
could bethe samein the case of Parmalat bonds. Fitch Ratings
saysthat 69 CDOsit rateshad atotal exposure of about Eu700
million to Parmalat, and this figure does not include CDOs
which Fitch does not rate.

This is why Lyndon LaRouche correctly compares the
Parmalat default not with the Enron, but with the LTCM de-
faultin 1998, for thesimilarity inthesystemicrisk represented
by the interconnection of the derivatives pyramid.

Asfor Parmalat’s productive entities, they are currently
protected by law, after thefirm filed for bankruptcy reorgani-
zation. Enrico Bondi, current bankruptcy administrator, must
present hisreorganization plansto thegovernment before Jan.
20. Only then, will it be known whether Parmalat will be
chopped up and sold to its creditors or not. Bondi’s creden-
tials, as well as the fact that he has appointed Lazard and
M ediobanca investment banks as financial advisors, isnot a
good omen for the 36,000 workers employed by Parmalat, as
well as for the thousand of farmers who represent Parma-
lat’s vendors.

The other front is represented by 100,000 Italian citizens
who havebeen manipulated by their banksinto buying Parma:
lat bonds, and now have lost their savings. This issue has
boosted the role of Finance Minister Giulio Tremonti, who
had already opened hostilities against the central bank and
theltalian banking system for asimilar case, the 2002 default
of the Cirio food company. Tremonti is now emerging asthe
leader of abipartisan coalition converging on the necessity to
reform the current national regulatory system. Tremonti is
alsoindicated asapossible successor to PrimeMinister Silvio
Berlusconi as the latter’s legal problems threaten to jeopar-
dize his premiership in the coming months.

However, for afinancial reform to be realy effective, it
has to give back the national government actual sovereignty
over credit and currency, toward a national bank-type of pol-
icy asadvocated by Lyndon LaRouche. Italy hasto start back
where the Italian Parliament stopped, namely, at the 2002
resolution calling on the government to organi ze internation-
aly for “anew financia system ableto promotethereal econ-
omy and punish financial speculation.” Only by implement-
ing that policy, can any government or leader survive the
financia and other kinds of turbulence of the coming months.
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ernment, and “create a mutually reinforcing cycle” which
would “substantially magnify” the nation’s economic prob-
lem, Rubin said. “Indeed, the potential costs and fallout from

Rl]_bm , IMF Wam Of US such fiscal and financial disarray provide perhaps the strong-

est motivation for avoiding substantial, ongoing budget defi-
Economic Catastrophe cits,” he added. Rubin’s comments were contained in a study
he co-authored with economists Alan Sinai and Peter Orszag.

The dire warning got people’s attention, as Rubin knew
it would. “Mr. Rubin has formally joined the coalition of the
shrill,” wrote Paul Krugman in a column in the JanNéw
Former Treasury Secretaries rarely make the news, but Pa¥brk Times. When the “legendary” Rubin, known for his calm
O’Neill's revelations about a dysfunctional Presidency andin the face of crisis, warns of looming catastrophe, it's time
Robert Rubin’s revelations about that Presidency’s dysfunc-  to pay attention, Krugman suggested.
tional economic policy, have sent shockwaves through politi-  Rubin continued his assault on Administration policy at
cal and financial circles. a Jan. 13 forum on “restoring fiscal sanity” at the Brookings

The backdrop for both Rubin’s and O’Neill’s actions is Institution in Washington, where he warned that the growing
the growing realization among certain Establishmentinstitu-  deficit could trigger both a rise in interest rates and a sharp
tional layers, that the combination of incompetence and arrofall in the dollar. “Substantial ongoing deficits may severely
gance of the Cheney-Bush Administrationis astrategicthreat ~ and adversely affect expectations and confidence, which ir
to the United States and the world as a whole. turn can generate a self-reinforcing negative cycle among the

While many of these Establishment types would probably  underlying fiscal deficit, the financial markets, and the real
rather cut out their tongues than admitit publicly, their actionseconomy,” he warned. As aformer Treasury Secretary, a head
are heavily influenced by economist and Democratic Presi-  of the powerful Goldman Sachs investment bank, and now a
dential candidate Lyndon LaRouche, whose diagnosis of thenember of the Office of the Chairman of Citigroup, Ameri-
diseased state of U.S. society and the economy have proved ca’s largest bank, Rubin is in a position to know a great dec
painfully accurate. Agreeing with the diagnosis, however, isabout the precarious state of the financial system, including
not the same as being able to see the cure. the inner workings of both Wall Street and Washington. If

As LaRouche has said repeatedly, the global financiaRubin is worried enough to speak so openly, everyone
system is hopelessly bankrupt, overloaded with far more debt  should be.
than can ever be paid back, and must be putthrough the equiv- The International Monetary Fund also issued a warning
alent of abankruptcy proceeding. The system cannot be saved about the “long-run sustainability” of U.S. fiscal policies.
through minor adjustments in policies and procedures, notDeficits are projected as far as the eye can see,” the IMF said
through hyperinflation. The system is bankrupt, now, andthe  in a paper released Jan. 7. “The emergence of twin fiscal anc
solution begins with that admission. That is the standard te@urrent account deficits has given rise to renewed concern.”

by John Hoefle

measure all policies. The paper noted that the United States “is on course to in-
crease its net external liabilities to around 40% of gross do-
‘Unsustainable Path’ mestic product within the next few years—an unprecedented

This global bankruptcy is the context for the refined brawl  level of external debt for a large industrial country.” That
which broke out at the conference of the American Economicould, in turn, lead to “adverse circumstances” arising from
Association (AEA) in San Diego the first week of January. a “disorderly” drop in the dollar.

The meeting was attended by a host of economic notables, While no one in their right mind should take economic
including Rubin, Federal Reserve Chairman Sir Alan Green-  advice from the IMF, it is informed enough to worry about
span, and Fed Governor Ben “Benny Bubbles” Bernankethe economic incompetence of the Cheney-Bush crowd.

The politically astute Rubin, who is careful with his public

statements because he knows they can move markets, startie¢onomic Stupidity

the group with a sharp public criticism of the Bush-Cheney  Would that one could make such a statement about the
Administration’s disastrous fiscal policy. “The U.S. Federal leadership ofthe Federal Reserve. In presentationsto the AEA
budgetis on an unsustainable path,” Rubin observed, warningonference, both Lord Greenspin and Governor Bernanke in-

that the “scale of the nation’s projected budgetary imbalances  sisted that inflation was not a problem; Bernanke claimed tha
is now so large that the risk of severe adverse consequenc&re inflation rates” in the United States are “as low today

must be taken very seriously.” These consequences “may well as they have been in 40 years, and they have been trendir
be far larger and occur more suddenly” than analysts expectiownward.” This “no inflation here” mantra is a crucial com-

The growing deficits, and the fear that “the government ~ ponent of the Fed'’s offensive propaganda. The dramatic un-
would resort to high inflation to reduce the real value of gov-derstatement of the true level of inflation allows the Fed to
ernment debt,” could lead to a loss of confidence in the gov-  pretend that its liquidity pumping policies are not hyperinfla-
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tionary, and also distorts a host of economic metrics, such as
GDP. This has the effect of turning collapse into apparent
statistical growth.

A little over ayear ago, Sir Alan publicly stated that the
Fed would act as the lender of last resort to the financial
markets, and that the American public would be called on to
bail out the derivatives banks, if necessary; Bernanke echoed
that by stating that the Fed could print unlimited amounts of
money as needed. “If we choose to enjoy the advantages of a
system of leveraged financial intermediaries, the burden of
managing risk in the financial system will not lie with the
private sector alone,” Greenspan said in a Nov. 19, 2002,
speech to the New Y ork Council on Foreign Relations. “Lev-
eraging awayscarrieswith it theremote possibility of achain
reaction, acascading sequence of defaultsthat will culminate
inafinancia implosionif it proceeds unchecked. Only acen-
tral bank, with its unlimited power to create money, can with
a high probability thwart such a process before it becomes
destructive. Hence, central banks have, of necessity, been
drawn into becoming lenders of last resort. . . . Thus, central
banks are led to provide what essentially amounts to cata-
strophic financial insurance coverage.”

That bailout policy still stands, as evidenced by a paper
submitted tothe AEA in 2004 by Bernanke and Fed M onetary
Affairsdirector Vincent Reinhart. In that document, the pair
said that even with interest rates at or near zero, the Fed still
has plenty of room to intervene through such measures as
an “unlimited commitment” to buy Treasury securities at a
guaranteed price. The Fed could also “consider purchasing
assets other than Treasury securities, such as corporate bonds
or stocks or foreign government bonds.” The prospect of the
Fed using its “unlimited” supply of money to bail out the
derivatives markets, the bond markets, and the stock markets
at the same time—at an ultimate cost of hundreds of trillions
of dollars—is perhaps the craziest economic scheme ever
proposed. No amount of academic gloss can cover up the
reality that these guysaretruly nuts!

Out of Control

During LaRouche' s Jan. 10 webcast, aformer member of
the President’s Council of Economic Advisors commented
to LaRouche that Rubin “clearly echoed what you' ve been
saying,” and cited Rubin’ swarning that the Administration’s
policy of driving down the dollar isnot only incompetent, but
catastrophic in adollarized world. LaRouche responded that
the Administration was driving down the dollar, but only in
the sense that its policies are so bad that the world is losing
confidencein Americaand its currency. Discovering thedol-
lar is falling, the Administration attempted to claim it was
instigating, rather than reacting to, that drop. LaRouche com-
pared the White House policy onthedollar to afellow driving
adilapidated car down the street, with onewheel after another
falling off. The fellow insists that the car is actually cheaper
to operate without wheels!

Reflect on the sharp discrepancy between those claims of
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“recovery,” the warnings of people like Robert Rubin, and
the desperation of the Fed. If the economy is growing, why
thewarnings of catastrophe from people clearly in aposition
to know? If no catastrophe looms, why is the Fed openly
promising a bailout?

Those are not the hard questions, however. Why do the
American people tolerate this duplicity, and support elected
officialsand political candidateswho refuseto touch thiseco-
nomic crisis? Has, as Schiller observed about an earlier pe-
riod, agreat timefound alittle people?|f the American voters
chose one of the nine dwarves over LaRouche, we shall have
the answer.

Greenspin Confronted
in Berlin

Before an elite gathering at the Bundesbank Lecturein
Berlin on Jan. 13, Fed Chairman Alan Greenspan was
confronted by LaRouche representative Dr. Jonathan
Tennenbaum, who chided himfor ignoring and abetting
“thecollapseof thegreatest financial bubbleinhistory.”
Said Tennenbaum: “You, Mr. Greenspan, will be the
last chairman of an independent central bank in the
United States. What do you say about that?’ Sir Alan,
taken aback, vehemently defended financial deriva
tives, but neverthel ess was compelled to admit that he
could not deny the possibility of acollapse.

Greenspan insisted that the use of credit derivative-
s‘defuse]d] the makingsof what could have beenavery
major financial crisis’ in the meltdown of the telecom-
munications sector. Without them, he said, “we would
have had avery major collapsein banking. Intheevent,
however, because credit derivatives moved the risks
from banks who initiated the credits, to those far less
leveraged institutions—which were insurance compa-
nies, reinsurance, pension funds, etc.—not asingle ma-
jor international financia institution was in trouble.
These have been very major instrumentsfor smoothing
out the system. . . .

“And you presume that as a consequence of al of
theseissues, that we are sitting on some massive finan-
cia bubble, which is going to blow up in our faces?’
Greenspan said. “You are not the only one who says
that. . .. How do we know that the total system will
not collapse? Well . . . no one has the omniscience and
certainty to say, without qualification, that you are
wrong. | shall merely say that . . . most of uswho evalu-
ate the data with respect to trying to answer that ques-
tion, haveoverwhel mingly cometotheconclusion, that
that isextraordinarily unlikely to happen.”
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Interview: Fr. Giulio Albanese

‘Evangelize the Economy!” The World
Needs a New Bretton Woods System

Il Mondo Capovolto (The World Upside-Down) is the title Renaissance memory.” He approaches missionary work and
of a small book recently published in Italy by the Einaudi missionary communication work from the standpoint of the
Publishing House. The book is creating a successful interven- Encyclical Redemptoris Mission of Pope John Paul I, which
tion in religious and political networks of what in Italy is says, “The testimony of Christian life is the firstirreplaceable
known as thesocieta civile (civil society), a name for allthe  form of mission.”
differently organized associations and communities involved In his book, Father Giulio reports with courage about
in all aspects of the country’s social life. The authoris Father  situations in Africa, where the combination of dirty agree-
Giulio Albanese, bornin Rome in 1959, a Catholic missionaryments between local leaders and aggressive multinational
of the Order of Saint Comboni, recently beatified by John corporations produces poverty and devastation, such as in
Paul Il for his religious and social activity in Africaand Third the Great Lakes Region, in Uganda, orin Equatorial Guinea.
World regions. In the latter, for example, the Texas company Halliburton,
Father Giuliois also ajournalistand has studied theology Inc. is making a lot of money with oil exploration, with the
in Uganda where he spent several years as a missionary, a  blessing of a dictatorship in power since 1968. The book
vocation which also took him to Sudan, Sierra Leone, andledicates a chapter to exposing the mercenary operations of
other countries. As a missionary journalist, he collaborated  the British-based “security” firm Executive Outcomes in
with the Catholic dailyAvvenire, Vatican Radio, and the Africa.
Italian national TV network RAI. He served as director of the In the first few days of December, Father Giulio was a
New People Media Centre of Nairobi, Kenya. gueston several national television programs where he began
In 1997 Father Giulio created the Misna (Missionary Ser-  to develop what he calls the need for an “evangelization of
vice News Agency), the international press agency of théhe economy.” In March 2003, Albanese wrote an analysis,
Catholic missionary congregations around the world. The  later carried by Misna, in which he endorsed Lyndon
book’sintentionis to presentthe reasons and initiatives which.aRouche’s proposal for a New Bretton Woods monetary
led to the founding of Misna. The press agency puts on the conference and system. He was interviewed on these subjec
Internet all the main developments in the South of the Worldy Paolo Raimondi, head of LaRouche’s Civil Rights Move-
in English, French, and Italian. One of the main goalsisto  ment/Solidarity in Italy, in the Misna central office in Rome
fill the gaps in the mass media reporting regarding Africa, on Dec. 15, 2003.
Asia, and Latin America, and thus provide information and
counterinformation on behalf of the “forgotten men and EIR: Couldyoudevelop your ideasabout the evangelization
women.” In every region of Africa, for example, the mission-of the economy that you are presenting in conferences and
aries are in the field every day and witness all sorts of eventinterviewsin Italian cities and to the press?
and dramas. The idea is to make use of this information td-r. Albanese: The fundamental concept is this. unfortu-
truly inform the rest of the world, and mobilize people on nately the world of information today isin a situation where
behalf of justice and cooperation. At the same time, througlapolitical authority capable of promoting the common good,
use of Internettechnologies, Misna can keep many missioname res publica,no longer exists, and we can see thisin the

centers informed and connected to each other. situation of many nations internationally; it happens that the
Behind the decision of Father Giulio and his collabora- economy dictatesthe rules of the game. From our standpoint,
tors is a very simple but courageous philosophy: “The truethe economy must be evangelized. . . . | am the first to say

problem is how we intend to make use of our life: if we preferthat we must remain realistic, and say that the economy must
to direct the course of history in favor of the triumph of justice serve the common good, must have the common good as
and peace or if, instead, we are willing to trade the value ofitsgoal.

a person for a bowl of beans.” One of the results that he  When | talk with people who are proposing pauperizing
intends to achieve is the promotion of a governance inspiredrguments, | say that we should remember that the develop-
by “the good governmenhfuongoverno of humanistic and  ment of peoplesisalso dueto theeconomy. Butitisimportant
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that this economy be organized according to specific rules. |
believethat one of themortal sinsof our timesisderegulation:
Deregulation means imposing on the world community an
economy without rules, which has created the troubles and
the disasters of our times.

| want to explain myself better by quoting from a docu-
ment | wrote, and which | used in arecent speech | gaveto a
group of industrialists in the city of Novara, a few dozen
kilometersaway from Milan. “ Onthe onehand, it istruethat,
faced with the unsustainability of the divergence between
the speculative bubble and the real economy, it increasingly
seemsthat the White House merely usesthe war on terrorism
asapretext to hidegeopalitical and geo-economicinterests—
oil inprimis; the superpower would liketo protect theseinter-
ests by playing hardball, and possibly prolonging the Penta-
gon’ s costly crusades against an enemy to be destroyed at all
costs. Ontheother hand though, aglobal financial reorganiza-
tion which would breathe new life into the real economy and
the markets, which have been dominated by usurers for too
long, has never been more necessary. In reality we must al
admit that the present structure of the world economy repre-
sentsadestabilizing factor for peace on our planet. Intelligent
economists demand the convocation of anew Bretton Woods
conference, an international conference where al forms of
speculation would be penalized in order to establish new cur-
rency exchange rates that could support healthy, long-term
development of trade, and further development for al
peoples.”

(Thisisakey concept for me.) “In other words, thiswill
allow the sovereign nation-states to re-establish economic
controls against the freetrade and liberalism of asmall group
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Father Giulio Albanesein his
office in Rome. His new book,
The World Upside-Down, isan
economic policy polemic based
on the experience of a
missionary in Africa, and on
his encounter with Lyndon
LaRouche's New Bretton
Woodsidea. Thebookis
making an influential
interventionin Italy.

of financial lobbies.

“1 believethat alittle history can be of some help here. In
July 1944, while the war was coming to an end in Europe, in
New Hampshire (U.S.A.) some of the best economic and
financial minds in the world at that time met at a conference
which, through its programs and indications, marked the des-
tiny of theworld economy for thefollowing decades:. Bretton
Woods. Representatives of 45 nations gathered there, and the
IMF andtheWorld Bank werecreated. For thosewhoinspired
the Bretton Woods agreements, John Maynard Keynes and
Harry Dexter White, the world needed a system of stable
exchange rates which could be modified in case of necessity,
with the aim of preventing a situation where some nations,
guided by nationalistictendencies, could deliberately proceed
with systematic devaluations of their currencies. Without any
doubt, the system all owed for sustained and regular economic
growth for thirty years, in a situation where, we must admit
it, the U.S. detained two-thirds of the entire stock of gold
worldwide (about $20 billion).

“But during the following years, with the reconstruction
of the European economies and the increase of the reserves
in the old continent, the system, based on the convertibility
of dollarsinto gold ($35 per ounce), became more and more
unsustainable for Washington, as the United States' gold re-
serves decreased year after year. In 1971 Richard Nixon de-
cided to cancel the convertibility of thedollar into gold, mark-
ing the end of the system of the gold-exchange standard’ and
initiating—two years later with the beginning of the present
system of flexible exchange rates—amonetary ‘ non system’
... inwhich the extreme volatility of currencies preventsthe
world from moving further along the path of stable growth.
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“Authoritative economists are convinced that to over-
come this crisis which punished everybody—families and
both small and biginvestors—itisnecessary to proposeanew
financial architecture.”

Industrial CountriesCureY ourselves

In other words, what | want to emphasizeisthat thisisnot
an issue that one can face with just a“ solidaristic” approach.
Many times—and this sometimes is true also with the mis-
sionary world—peopleaddressthedeepfeeling of thedonors.
They say, “Look, there are many starving children that need
help.” | believe that this is a noble sentiment—Ilike Mother
Teresawho demanded charity and help for the poor because
they have great human dignity whichissacredinfront of God.
All thisisvery good and positive. | do not make these kinds
of speeches, because if | use this language, thereisarisk |
will be misunderstood. | believe that if we look at today’s
globalization process, we must teach the entrepreneurs, and
the important subjects of the economic and financial world,
that one must not help the South of the world, the so-called
weak economies, just for Christian charity; we have to do so
intheinterest of the economy and of the market.

In other words, | say that if the number of poor increases
exponentially month by month, year by year, then to whom
will we sell our goods? What we have to understand is that
when we increase the level of sustainability of the countries,
andincreasetheliving standands, including through aprocess
of redistribution of wealth, certain mechanisms inevitably
come into play which alow producers to sell and expand
their economic activities. What we have instead, isthat when
poverty and misery increase, the economy and the markets
also collapse.

And we have to recognize that poverty is growing more
and more not only in the South of the world, but also in the
North. In Italy, we speak of about 17-18 million poor, of
people under the poverty level and some who live in real
misery. | heard these figures a few days ago during a confer-
ence. In the U.S.A., we have 60-70 million Americans who
live beneath the poverty level, in a country of 250 million
people. They are many, and one should ask why the premier
power in theworld is facing such a phenomenon.

| think that the solution lies in overcoming deregulation.
Weneed to re-affirm the rulesin economy and in themarkets.

Hereaphrase of Lyndon L aRouchecomesto mind, which
| fully agree with—referring to the greatly missed Enrico
Mattei, the president of [Italy’s state oil company] ENI, de-
ceased in a mysterious plane accident: “If | were President |
would sign agreeements directly with the producer countries
(of oil and other materials), bypassing the oil companies,
whichinthiscasewould not havethe possibility of unloading
the margins of indebtedness, due to speculation and to the
processes of mergers and acquisitionsthat have increased the
indebtednessitself, onto the buyer. . . .”

What is important is to re-impose certain rules, and to
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reaffirm the primacy of politics over economy. Today, if we
want to talk about peace, we must speak along these lines, or
we arejust playing games. Thisis my fundamental concept.

EIR: Africa needs to free herself from underdevelopment
throughapolicy of economic development andinfrastructure.
The human and other resources are immense. You have a
direct personal experience of Africa. Can you share with us
some of your thoughts on these matters?

Fr.Albanese: What worriesme, from apolitical standpoint,
isthe weakness of the African political class. The leadership
of Africaand of the South of theworldin general, isfacing—
inmy view—asort of disorientation. Y es, in comparison with
the past, there has been a certain maturation. Thefact that in
Africathereisaleader like Mbeki isapositive fact. Whether
youlikehimor not, peoplelikehim, and there areenlightened
minds who say: Let us do the governance. | am referring to
NEPAD [New Partnership for African Development]; but a
governance where we all are really sitting around a table of
decisionwith thedonors, civil society, governments, etc. This
is where the program for large-scale infrastructure can be
debated. Otherwise, we will still be in the logic of what |
might call “Big Brother” ; becauseevenif somehavedifficulty
believing it, we till have to deal with certain occult powers
whichin oneway or another are still dictating the rules of the
game, and are causing many disasters—disasters which, in
the final analysis, involve all of us directly, because all of
humanity has acommon destiny.

When | say that palitics has to affirm the concept of the
common good, it is because the phenomenon of immigration
we are experiencing in our countries, such asin Italy, isjust
thetip of theiceberg of aphenomenon that shows us how the
South of theworld comesto us, and can end up in front of our
house. | always say that the Roman Empire fell because of
invasions. Invasions and migration flows are very difficult to
control, unlessweinitiateintelligent policiesof development.

One more thing. | am annoyed to see that often policies
arenot dealing with the substance of things, particularly when
we speak about the South of the world. We always stop at
secondary, palliative aspects. A concrete example: | writein
my book that at the beginning of the 1960s, therewas ablack-
outin New Y ork, and the citizens stayed homefor about three
days. No electricity in the Winter, no transportation. Nine
months|ater, therewas ababy boom in thisarea; many moth-
erswere sent to hospitalsin nearby states because there were
not enough beds. | always say, if the Americans experienced
ababy boom because there was no electricity for afew days,
thenwhat can one say about Africa, wherethereisno electric-
ity and other things, and not only for three days?

Thereasoning | follow isthis: If we seriously want to face
the question of underdevel opment, then let us create wealth,
let us create investments, and allow the South of theworld to
live well and in dignity. And we will see that the so-called
demographic question will be solved, along with all the prob-

EIR January 23, 2004



lems of the black continent, including the phenomenon of the
child soldiers, the forgotten wars. These things will die out,
and will be solved when there are just, intelligent policies.
But if the logic is only one of looting and exploitation, then
poverty will increase, degradation will increase exponen-
tially. And sooner of later, these problemswill be paid for by
all, not only by the South of the world. Chronologically, the
Southispayingfirst, but later all of usaregoingto pay for this.

EIR: Asyou know | am with the International Civil Rights
Movement/Solidarity, the organization of Lyndon LaRouche
in Italy. We are promoting the fight for civil rights and cre-
ation of an international movement, including in Africa, in
order to change the deadly axioms of the political and eco-
nomic system of today. A fight for civil rights which isalso
inspired by the teachings of Dr. Martin Luther King.

Fr. Albanese: When | think of Martin Luther King, one of
hismost beautiful speechescomesto my mind: “1 amworried
about the silence of the honest people. | am not afraid of the
voice of the evil and the powerful, but of the silence of the
honest people.” Thisisthekey.

| believe that Martin Luther King was the true father of
what we today call “civil society.” | believe that the great
discovery of Martin Luther King is to have understood that
politics alone cannot succeed. And thisis true for European
politics, but even more for America. For two fundamental
reasons. We say that democracy is based on a dialectic be-
tween a mgjority and the opposition. The representatives of
the people are those who vote the laws and there isalways a
majority on one side and the opposition on the other side.
Sometimes the scenarios can shift.

But | ask myself: Regarding this democracy of which we
speak so much and which is based on noble values, to what
point it is able to defend itself against the interference of
what are called the “ occult powers’ ? When we know that the
elections of the Presidents, and of the representatives of the
people, are financed by large economic groups, by global
financial lobbies, how can wethink that these representatives
of thepeoplearereally free? It isclear that before responding
totheir voters, they haveto respond to the demandsand needs
of those who allowed them to gain their position, their seat.

The second pointislinked to thequestion of participation.
| am aware that today thereis acrisis, above all, anong the
youththat aredisillusioned with politics. Theyouth areafraid
of politics, and are sometimes disgusted by it. Thisis evident
in Europe, where there is a decrease in voter participation.
Many have atotal lack of confidence in the candidates. This
isavery evident phenomenon inthe U.S.A., which | believe
isagreat democracy. But today, | am disturbed by the motto:
“Y ou are with me or you are against me”; and if you express
some criticism, you areimmediately identified as an enemy.

| have agreat deal of respect for what American culture
represented and continues to represent for the world. It isa
nation which succeeded in reaching gigantic results. But now
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A child-soldier in southern Sudan. “ Thereasoning | follow isthis:
if we seriously want to face the question of underdevel opment, then
let us create wealth, let us create investments, and allow the South
of theworld to live well and in dignity. And we will seethat the so-
called demographic question will be solved, along with all the
problems of the black continent, including the phenomenon of the
child soldiers, the forgotten wars.”

itisfacing aprofound crisis, aninternal crisis, even beforean
international crisis. When | know that less than 35% of the
Americans went to vote in the Presidential elections, then |
say to myself that something does not function. When | know
that the young American university students do not go to
vote, this is a serious problem. A President of the U.SA.,
Democratic or Republican, cannot ignore this. Whom does
he represent? Those who did not go to vote? With what cour-
age can he consider himself the President of those who did
not go to vote?

Clearly, the masses can be easily manipulated, and thusit
issufficient to buy themeansof communication. But | believe
that inevitably, some mechanisms of reaction are set into mo-
tion in people’'s minds. People are fed up with this media
bombardment. If the mediabombardment were to succeed as
hoped, then people would go to votein some manner. But the
reality isthat people do not go to vote. The mass mediahas a
narcotizing effect on the masses, but the phenomenon goes
on for a certain amount of time and then goes back to the
previous situation: The disgust of the people with all of the
leadersisthereall thetime.

At this point, | think serious thought is needed. It would
bewelcome and positiveif enlightened political minds could
have the courage to put the entire system into discussion—in
the U.SAA., and aso outside the U.S.A., in the rest of the
world.

EIR: In your book, you denounce the domination of neo-

colonialism and of neo-colonial forces that are behind all
the wars and destabilization of Africa, with consequences
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of famine and genocide.

Fr. Albanese: It is an enormous problem because, leaving
the propagandaaside, the continent of Africais seen asacow
to be milked. All the forgotten wars to which the missionary
world is awitness, show us that, despite other explanations,
the wars are not fought over ethnic questions—even though
these problems do exist—or over religious conflicts. These
problems are manipulated; they are used to cover other rea-
sonswhich aremorerelevant questions: first of all, the control
over raw materials, the immense mineral resources of the
continent.

If the war which began in the Democratic Republic of
Congo on Aug. 2, 1998—contrary to many reports—is still
going on; if today, in the Presidential Palacein Kinshasa, the
losersand thewinnerssit together, because the warlords have
divided power; if 3.5 million people have died in the Demo-
cratic Republic of Congo since Aug. 2, 1998; it is because
thiswar hasbeen fought inthename of thegod of money. This
isneo-colonialism, evenif somebody deniesit. Itisbecauseof
this that the super partes role of the UNO has to be given
more power and responsibility to become the real liaison for
the demands and needs of the international community.

Never before have we needed to give more power to the
UNO, never as much as today. And above all, the United
Nations cannot go on with the present system, where we still
have the winners of World War |1 at the table of the Security
Council. On this point, we are outside of time and history.
Herethe oneswith money rule. Theworld community cannot
be represented by this system. And the the game of vetoes.

| amthefirst oneto say that the UNO hasasacred vocation,
and the UNO as an organism must be defended, always. Even
if it has defects, itisimportant that it exist. But now, it hasto
be modified. The issue is not to be supporters of the Third
World. Theonly issueisto be part of the party of good sense.

EIR: You haveintervened clearly several times on the pre-
ventivewar in Irag.

Fr. Albanese: This has been aflagrant violation of interna-
tional law. Let meread someremarks| wrotefor arecent con-
ference.

“In these months, much far-sighted work has been done
by Vatican diplomacy. The action of the Holy Seein favor of
peace, as stated by Cardinal Jean Louis Tauran, until recently
V atican Secretary of Relationswith States(Foreign Minister),
can belocated ontwo referencepoints. Thefirst oneis‘ Christ
isour peace’ (Ephesians 2:14) and the second oneis the text
of Gaudiumet Spes. ‘Human beingsassinnerswill bealways
under the threat of war until the coming of Christ; but, if
united in love, they can defeat sin and violence' (no. 78,6).

“Guided by these beliefs, John Paul 11 hastriedtoindicate
totheinternational community, intheyearsof hisPontificate,
the road to peace on many occasions; particularly during the
first Gulf War, and then 10 years|ater, regarding the ongoing
second war in Irag—which is still going on, despite the fact
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Bush says it is over. Regarding this second crisis, the Pope
demanded that all the resources of international law be ex-
ploited in order to prevent a new war, keeping in mind the
dramatic conseguences military intervention has on civilian
populations, as well as the effects and foreseeable reactions
of the other nations of the region. For Vatican diplomacy, it
was also important that the leaders of Iraq|ocate their actions
in the context of their membership in the community of na
tions.

“At that time, Cardinal Tauran said that international law
“does not know the concept of a“New World Order,” asis
said today, which would allow for the use of unilateral force
by some nationsin order to guaranteeit isrespected.” Interna
tional law hasoutlawed war, in particular duetothe Charter of
the United Nations. Article2.4, which nobody except Vatican
diplomacy has quoted in this period, is very important, be-
causeit statesthat nations renounce war as amethod of solv-
ing their conflicts. For the Vatican, everything hasto be done
in the framework defined by international law, with the UN
Security Council having the main responsibility in maintain-
ing peace and international security.

“No article of international law authorizes one or more
states to make unilateral use of force to change a regime or
theform of government of another Statebecause, for example,
it might possessweapons of mass destruction. Only the Secu-
rity Council could have, in particular circumstances, decided
that such acts constitute a threat to peace; but this does not
imply that for the UN Security Council, theuse of forcewould
be the only adequate response.

“The Holy See has never taken murky positions, because
it hasbeen profoundly worried about the presence of weapons
of mass destruction, not only in the Middle East but also in
other parts of theworld. ‘ Their dismantling,” declared Cardi-
nal Tauran, ‘is clearly a peremptory necessity, because they
represent athreat to peace. Thisis why, in the case of Iraq,
the Holy See believes that the process of inspections, even if
slow, could createaconsensusthat, if shared by States, would
makeit almost impossible for agovernment to act in adiffer-
ent way, without the risk of international isolation.’

“Thedifferenceregarding thelegal dimension of interna-
tional relations, is one of the most worrying elements of the
military option of Washingtonanditsallies. The United States
chose the law of force, the Pope chose the force of the law.”
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Business Briefs

U.S. States

Manufacturing

Connecticut Deficit
Up to $34.8 Million

State Comptroller Nancy Wyman an
nounced in a Jan. 2 statement, that the e
mated 2004 state budget deficit has gro
by about $33 millionjustinthe past month—
with about 70% of the jump attributed to de
clining revenues from corporate taxes. D
cember was the fifth consecutive month th
corporate tax revenues fell short of proje
tions. Moreover, January’s corporate tg
forecast has beenlowered by $50 million. “
this trend continues,” she warned, “the tot
shortfall on the corporation tax could excee
$75 million by the end of the fiscal year,” o
June 30.

Despite this, Wyman babbled about
“rebounding” economy, as official statistic
show Connecticut has gained merely 7
jobs per month since July 1.

California

Schwar zenegger Declares
War on Poor, Elderly

California Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger, i
his State of the State address on Jan. 6 &
his budget presentation on Jan. 9, showed
commitment to destroy both the economy
the state, and its tradition of representati
government.

Ignoring the combined $28 billion short]
fall for this fiscal year and the next, he sa
the state does not have a budget crisis, by
“spending crisis.” His solution: stop the “un
acceptable” level of spending by shuttin
down programs which he claims the state ¢
no longer afford, especially those aimed
protecting those least able to pay. Schwarz
negger has already initiated budget cuts
education, despite earlier promises that ¢
in education spending would occur “over my
dead body.” Further, tuition and fees in th
state colleges and universities will near
double, with even steeper hikes for gradug
school tuition. The Governator has also do|
ble-crossed municipal and county gover
ments, seizing funds which had bee
pledged for local police and fire protection

Machine-T ool Purchases
In U.S. Continueto Drop

- American machine-tool purchases in Jan
Stiary through November 2003 fell by 8.59

- period in 2002. U.S. industry consume
= $210.25 million worth of machine tools in
E-November, up 34.8% from October’s paltr]
@llevel, according to a joint report by th
C- American Machine Tool Distributors’ Asso
X ciation and the Association of Manufactu
f ing Technology. Consumption in January
Bl November 2002 was fully 63% below th
dievel of 1997.
N Machine tools, representing the disco
ery and application of new physical princi
Aples, are the means by which mankind alte
5 nature to improve his physical existenc
DOThe crisis underlines the need for Lyndo
LaRouche’s infrastructure-pivotted reco
ery policy.

In Michigan, demolition crews in De-
cember tore down the building that houseé
Western Machine Tool Works—a manufa
turer key to the development of the U.S. “a|
senal of democracy” in World War I, ang
which had shut down in 1989 after 87 yea
in business.

n
and ]

hiCurrencies
Df

eEuropean Officials

- Fear Dollar Plunge
d
ta  European Central Bank (ECB) Pre
+ Jean-Claude Trichet gave a press confere
g onJan. 12, warning ofthe dollar crisis, &
armeeting in Basel, Switzerland, of the centr
at  bankersofthe G-10 (France, Germany
eBritain, U.S., Canada, Japan, the Europe

the agenda of the closed-door central bank-

ersmeeting, whichtakes placein Baselevery

month. Duringthe Jan. 12 meeting, the dollar

fell to a new historic low against the euro

($1.289).

French Prime Minister Jean-Pierre Raf-

u-farin on the same day expressed concern
o about“instability” in the euro exchange rate.

Mrom the already depressed level of the sameAt a public appearance in Paris he noted:

d “Unstable exchange rates are in the interests
of neitherthe U.S. nor Europe. Together and
y quickly, we need to find the means to have
an exchange rate that reflects economic real-
ities.”
Deutsche Bank chief economist Norbert
- Walter, in an interview with the German
e dailyDieWeltonJan. 11, called foranimme-
diate rate cut by the ECB, in order to push
- down the euro versus the dollar. Otherwise,
- the dollar would soon plunge to $1.40 to the
reeuro, Walter said.

=Y

n

" Debt and Deficits

D

4Russan MediaWarn
-Of Dallar Collapse

“The ruble has overcome another psycho-
Slogical barrier,” Russian state-owned RTR
television announced on Jan. 9, reporting on
the fall of the dollar/ruble rate to below 29,
the previous day. The TV report cited
“huge budget deficit and immense foreign
debt.” The business pldpeimersant,
meanwhile, carried a front-page analysis by
its economics columnist Sergei Minayev,
who predicted a new wave of panic on cur
rency markets resulting from the ugly pic
sitlgatof the U.S. economy, presented in the
nce just-issuedreportbythe International Mone
fteeay Fund.
al  lzvestia’s headlines on Jan. 9 and 10,
Itadgre “The Dollar Will Collapse,” and “The
an  Dollar Has Collapsed.” The first of the tw

in Central Bank, Sweden, and Switzerlan
itpresented very different views than he h

y

Yy
te50% rise since October 2000), Trichet no

u_
n-ent.” He said “brutal moves” in the foreig
n
, The dollar fall, as well as the implications

and parks and libraries.
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e the effects of the 22% rise of the euro versps
the dollar in 2003 (and a slightly more thasian central banks. Russia used to start the

d)aHieles summarized the IMF’s warnings
d about a precipitous collapse of the doll

the previous week. No longer playing dowihe paper also pointed out that the main in-

vestors in U.S. government securities a

New Year by purchasing dollars, but tt

emphasized: “We're certainly not indiffgrractice is disappearintgvestia said. “The

[Russian] Central Bank is unlikely to hurr

exchange rate of the euro are unwelcotmerintnew rubles in order to exchange them

for U.S. dollars, thus financing the U.S. Fec

the Parmalat collapse, had been at the topeodl Treasury.”
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1ZliRkScience & Technology

Spirit Rover Gets Ready
To Follow the Water on Mars

The Mars Exploration Rovers begin the intensive study of the planet
Mars, which can lay the basis for its human exploration in the
future. Marsha Freeman reports.

A highly complex and extraordinary representative of man’s ~ water, and some source of energy|ifeeBuch environ-
intelligence is sitting now in Gusev Crater on the surface ofments have included hot steam vents under the ocean, lakes
Mars, preparing to begin a geological study of the history of under the ice of Antarctica, and the inside of radioactive nu-
water on the red planet. From its full stand-up height of nearlyclear power plants. Where there is water and energy, there
five feet,Spiritis transmitting back to Earth full-color, three- is life.
dimensional photographs of Mars, which are comparable in  There is no evidence of liquid water currently on the sur-
resolution to what you would see with your own eyes, were  face of Mars. There is frozen water at the poles, and, as re-
you standing there. Its journey will be the first step in acently discovered from orbital measurements, significant
planned multi-decade NASA Mars exploration program. caches of ice co-mingled with soil under the surface of much
The success of thepirit landing and its initial operation of the planet. There is gaseous water vapor in the atmosphere,
have placed on the agenda, once again, Lyndon LaRouche’s ~ whose concentration waxes and wanes with the change
40-year program, developed in the 1980s, for the establisrseasons on Mars, when polar ice sublimes into the atmo-

ment of a science city on Mars. (See below). sphere, or freezes onto its surface.
The primary task of the Mars Exploration Rovers, named But could there be liquid water under the surface, as ice
SpiritandOpportunityjs to deploy a suite of scientific instru- locked in the soil is heated by interior activity on the planet?

ments, in order to peer into the past, and help answer thitriguing features captured by NASA'’s orbiting Ma&$oball

guestion: At some time in its history, did Mars have a climateSurveyorandOdysseygpacecraft, such as gullies carved into

and environment that would have supported life? the sides of craters by what appear to be geologically-recent
The rovers will not be searching for fossils or direct evi-  flows of water, have led geologists to wonder.

dence of life. Experiments aboard the two Viking landers in ~ Confirming there is a substantial amount of subsurface

1976 attempted to do that, returning ambiguous results that  water or ice at mid-latitudes would also be an enabling factor

are still being debated in the scientific community. The com-n establishing a permanent human presence on Mars, for the

plex soil chemistry on the Martian surface convinced scien- life we will bring there.

tists that the level of robotic technology available today, @ NASAIiscarrying outan intensive study of the currentand

would best be deployed to search for indirect evidence of  past history of water on Mars, over the next decade, through a

possible life on Mars. series of unmanned scientific missions, to be launched every
Since the 1970s Viking missions, field research in ex- 26 months. The Mars Exploration Rovers will provide the

treme environments on Earth has revealed not only that liquidirst in this series of breakthroughs in our understanding of

water is a prerequisite for life, but that everywhere there is  this remarkable world.
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This artist’s rendering of th&pirit
rover on Mars shows the five-foot-
tall vehicle ready to explore the
red planet. Atop the mast are the
two color panoramic cameras, and
two black and white navigational
cameras. The arm, protruding in
front, houses the scientific
instruments that will reveal the
geologic history of Mars, by
investigating the chemical,
mineral, and elemental
composition of Mars’ soil and
rocks.

The rover’s three-dimensional color panorama of its landing site revealed these gently sloping hills on the horizon, less than two miles

away. Even if the spacecraft cannot travel that distance, as it gets closer it will reveal more of the detail of these intriguing features.

Hitting the* Sweet Spot’

Choosing the landing sitesfor thetwo Marsroverswas a
long and arduous task. More than one hundred sites were
considered over aperiod of two yearsby morethan 100 scien-
tistsand engineers, using orbital imaging and other datafrom
Mars Odysseyand Global SurveyorWhile the site had to
be scientifically interesting, the most important criteria, as
science team member Dr. Matt Golembek stated, were
“safety, safety, and safety.”

Gusev Crater was the chosen target for Spirit because
thereisevidencethat this depression—the size of the State of
Connecticut—once was home to a lake, or some standing
body of water. An asteroid or comet impact created Gusev
Crater aslong agoas4hbillionyears, and onits 95-milediame-
ter floor, there are younger impact craters. There is a
branching valley, called Ma adim Vallis, probably carved by
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flowing water, which leads directly into Gusev Crater,
through abreach inits southern rim.

Water flowing down the valley could have pooled in Gu-
sev Crater, leaving behind sedimentsfrom the highlandsfrom
whence it came, and from the river’ strip into Gusev, before
itexitedthroughagapinthecrater’ snorthernrim. Thesurface
of Gusev Crater, which appeared relatively smooth from or-
bit, and confirmed to be so by photographs taken by Spiriton
the ground, may be covered with wind-blown dust deposits,
or material from volcanic eruptions. The samples of layered
sedimentary rocksthat would tell thehistory of the site, there-
fore, may be found in the material from the bottom of the
original crater that wasejected to the surface, when secondary
impactstook place.

Placing Spirit in a portion of Gusev Crater that was not
too rocky, relatively flat, and not too dusty, required the most
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Spirit Finds Carbonates
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intricatetrgjectory planning, andtheanalysisof real-timedata
of thechanging conditionsintheMartian atmosphere, inorder
to allow last-minute adjustments.

The parametersfor entry into Mars' atmosphere, descent,
and landing were carefully cal culated using models based on
imaging and thermal datafrom the two orbiters. But even the
best models can be bested by the red planet. In early Decem-
ber, adust storm was observed onthe oppositeside of Marsas
the Spiritlanding site. Scientistswereawarethat theincreased
dust in the atmosphere would increase its temperature, but
thought that effect would be limited to the vicinity of the
storm.

But they discovered shortly before Spirit landed that the
effects were global, and that higher temperatures than ex-
pected would have an impact on Spirit’s landing. Small ad-
justments were made in the last few minutes before descent
and landing, to account for the change in the weather. Images
and data, including the dust deposits on the rover’s solar
arrays, lead scientiststo concludethat visibility at Gusev Cra-
ter now issimilar to asmoggy day on abig city on Earth.

Mission managerswarned beforelanding that evenalarge
gust of wind could end themission. Toincreasethelikelihood
of success, aset of systems was placed on the lander to help
guideitsdescent. Theseincluded downward-looking cameras
on the lander to take three images on the way down; three
small rockets to compensate for any wind gusts that might
give the lander a horizontal velocity; radar on the lander to
send pulsestoward the ground to measureitsaltitude; and the
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Mini-TES

500 cm’

Measurements from the Miniature
Thermal Emission Spectrometer
aboard the Marsrover indicate the
! 5 presence of carbonates, which are
organic moleculesthat formonlyin
the presence of water, on Earth. The
bright lineis Spirit’ s data; the fainter
lineindicates measurements from
NASA's orbiting spacecraft.

ability for Spirit to communicate with Mars Odyssey during
its entire descent to the surface, in order to record each step
of the process.

The result was that the engineers succeeded in placing
Spirit in “the sweet spot,” as scientist Dr. Steve Squyres de-
scribed it. From the first black-and-white images the rover
transmitted to Earth, three hours after it landed, it was clear
that its neighborhood on Gusev Crater is made to order.

A Different Mars

Unlike the 1970s Viking and 1997 Pathfinder landing
sites, this site has only 3% of its surface covered with rocks,
versus 20%. There are no large boul ders visible—nothing so
tall that the rover will have to drive around it. Nature has
saved the scientists time, Dr. Squyres has noted, by scouring
the surfaces of many of the rocks through the periodic transit
of dust devils, swirling through the windy crater.

The site containsthe diversity of rocks and soil the scien-
tists had hoped for. There are rounded and angular rocks,
dark-surfaced and brighter rocks, soil that appears dusty, soil
that appears compacted, and insets of small craters, where
gjecta may expose primary material from the past of Gusev
Crater.

While the egress of the rover from its landing platform
was delayed by a couple of days—in order to turn it in place
soit couldroll off inthe safest direction—scientistshavebeen
studying the data collected by Spirit to make their short- and
long-term exploration plans. At a briefing from NASA’s Jet
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Propulsion Laboratory on Jan. 13,
Dr. Squyresoutlined the primary ob-
jectives of each of the working sci-
ence teams.

The atmospheric science team,
he reported, is studying the observa-
tions of the sky taken by the rover’s
thermal emission spectrometer, to
refine their understanding of Mars
dynamic atomsphere and weather.
The team isaiming for high-fidelity
temperature profiles of the atmo-
sphereon Mars. Thisdatawill beim-
portant in fine-tuning the landing of
the Opportunity rover on Jan. 25, as
well asgenerally improving weather
forecasting on Mars.

“There is amost an embarrass-
ment of rocks’ to study, Squyres
said, inregardtothework of thegeol -
ogy and long-term planning science
team. Thefirst order of businesswill
beto study thedifferent rock and soil
typesintheimmediatevicinity of the
rover, and the team will be choosing
the best targets. Visua images, as
well as infrared measurements, al-
ready indicate the variety the scien-
tists had hoped for.

The group interested in studying
the physical properties of the rocks
and soil, is most immediately anx-
ious to gain access to the images of
the tracks that the rover’s wheels will leave in the soil, as it
exitsthelander ramp. They will study the soil’ scompressibil-
ity, and do littlewheel maneuvers—such asholding fivefixed
and rotating the sixth—to provide alook at material at some
depth. Later, therover will dotrenching, digging deeper down
inthe soil.

Following that, an intriguing piece of real estate near the
lander—now dubbed the“ magic carpet”—where Spirit'sair-
bags apparently dragged against the soil, will be a point of
interest. From the visual images, the darker, subsurface soil
that was uncovered, looks like mud. Scientists caution that it
isunlikely the soil is actually wet, but are anxiousto discern
its differences from the surrounding area.

The mineralogy and geochemistry group is deciding in
which direction therover should go, after it studiesitsimme-
diate surroundings. Thefirst order of businessisto provide a
map of the diversity of the site. Their job isto usetherover's
suite of spectrographic instruments, which will provide the
compositional data on the rocks, to do a thorough character-
ization of the neighborhood.

By Jan. 13, the scientists had assembled the entire 360°
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The Spirit rover took this photograph in the early morning of Jan. 15th, after it had rolled off
itslander, to start its exploration of Mars. Scientistswill be studying the tracks of therover’'s
wheels, seen here, to help characterize the Martian soil.

color 3-D panorama of photographs from the rover, seeing
detailsthat wereinvisiblein thefirst, black-and-white, lower-
resolution navigation images. On the horizon, in an easterly
direction from Spirit, is a cluster of eight rolling hills. The
nearest, however, is almost two miles from the landing spot,
or about five times the distance the rover was designed to
travel. Dr. Squyres stressed that even if the rover could not
make the traverse all the way to the hills, the view and detail
of the hills will “get better and better,” as the rover is sent
closer and closer.

One “extremely attractive target,” according to Dr.
Squyres, isasmall crater only about 800 feet in the distance.
It appearsto beanimpact crater that hasexcavated subsurface
material. Once the rover is on the move, scientists and engi-
neers will decide if it should drive over and peek over the
ridge of the crater’srim.

Meet the Field Geologists

The Mars Exploration Rovers are the most complex ro-
botic devices for planetary study ever deployed. Each is de-
signed to wander the red planet for at least 90 Mars days, or
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sols(equivalent to 92 Earth days), and cover adistanceof upto
300 feet per day. Unlike the diminutive 22-pound Sojour ner
rover, which depended upon a lander for communications,
the 384-pound, golf cart-sized Spirit and Opportunity rovers
communicate directly with the two overhead Mars orbiters,
and with the Earth. Thus, they have no limit on distance they
cantravel fromthelandingsite. Theamount of data, including
images, that Spirit can send back in a day, using al three
communication links, is more than ten times what was re-
trieved from Sojourner in 1997.

How far each rover will travel will depend upon how long
it is operational. As Mars goes from Summer to Fall in its
northern hemisphere over the next three months, and the days
shorten and temperatures decline, the roverswill haveto use
more energy to keep their instruments and el ectronics warm.
At the sametime, there will beless solar energy availablefor
their panels to convert into electricity. So for this mission,
timeisof the essence.

During the time they are functioning on the surface of
Mars, therovershavetheir prime objectives. Thesewere cho-
sen to carry out the studies that would indicate whether or
not water was persistent on Mars. For Spirit, this means a
thorough characterization of the diversity of the rocks and
soil; the search for minerals that could have been deposited
by water flow or precipitation; the search for mineralscreated
in the presence of water; and the extraction of clues from its
geologicinvestigation that rel ate to the environmental condi-
tions when liquid water was present on the surface, such as
erosion, or rock fracturing.

To meet these objectives, Spirit has a scientific payload,
called Athena. It includes two instruments that survey the
general site. Thefirst isapair of high-resolution color stereo
cameras, whose photographs have aready produced images
with a clarity never before seen. The second is a miniature
Thermal Emission Spectrometer, or Mini-TES, which sees
objectsin the infrared. From afar, Mini-TES is determining
the mineral composition of Martian features, peering through
the dust that coats some of the rocks, to see their spectral
signature. It hasalready identified higher-than-expected con-
centrationsof carbonates, whichforminthepresenceof water
on Earth.

Mini-TES also measures the gross heat emitted by ob-
jects, and will help characterize the texture of the soil (fluffy
or compacted), by obtaining a profile of its absorption of heat
during the day, and itsrelease at night.

Therover has an arm (and hand, and fingers), which can
reach out and deploy three instruments for in situ measure-
ments. These are the Microscopic |mager—a combined mi-
croscope and camera, which will produce extremely closeup
view of rocksand soils; the M ossbauer Spectrometer, todeter-
mine the compaosition and abundance of iron-bearing miner-
als, and magnetic properties of surface materials; and the
AlphaParticleX-Ray Spectrometer, to determinetheindivid-
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ual elementsthat make up the rocks and soil.

To clear the way for looking behind the surface and into
the interior, the Rock Abrasion Tool will grind away the top
layer of rocks, and expose fresh material underneath for the
arm’ sinstruments to investigate up close.

By the end of its mission, scientists hope that Spirit will
provide them with the quantity and quality of datato cometo
adefinitive answer to the question of whether therewasalake
of some sort at Gusev Crater, and, if so, how long the water
persisted there.

Next Rover About ToArrive

Opportunity is scheduled to land on the opposite side of
Mars, a Meridiani Planum, on Jan. 25, Eastern Standard
Time; late night the previous day, at the Jet Propulsion Labo-
ratory in California.

LikeGusev Crater, Meridiani isnear the Martian equator,
but halfway around the planet. The site is one of the smooth-
edt, flattest plainson Mars, and is of particular interest dueto
its mineral composition. From orbit, the Mars Global Sur-
veyor Thermal Emission Spectrometer hasobserved that Me-
ridiani Planum is rich in an iron oxide mineral called gray
hematite, which on Earthisusually formed in the presence of
water. Opportunity will take a closer |ook.

These two complementary rover missions are taking im-
portant stepsin NASA’ seffort to “follow thewater” on Mars.
Throughout therest of thisdecade, futuremissionswill extend
the scope and depth of thisintensive exploration of Mars, and
put in place the infrastructure for the decade to follow.

In 2005, NASA plansto launch the Mars Reconnai ssance
Orbiter, to carry our a remote sensing study of the planet,
comparable to what is carried out continuously to study the
Earth. It is designed to combine the big-picture perspective
of an orbiter with the level of local detail previously only
obtainable from landing a spacecraft on the surface.

The Phoenix Mars Scout, scheduled for the next launch
opportunity in 2007, will send a spacecraft, for the first time,
to a non-equatorial landing spot, at the icy northern, arctic
part of the planet.

After the Mars Reconnai ssance Orbiter conductsitshigh-
resolution examination of thousands of Marslocales, the nu-
clear-powered, precision-landed Mars Science Laboratory
will be deployed in 2009, to intensively study the surface for
afull Martianyear or longer; it will beableto cover adistance
on the ground an order of magnitude larger than the current
set of rovers.

During thesame 2009 launch window, theMars Telecom-
munications Orbiter will be sent to Mars. It will be the first
interplanetary spacecraft whose primary mission will be to
provide a communications link for other missions. Its first
task will beto providethe capability to dramatically increase
the amount of datathat the Science L aboratory can send back
to Earth.
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Bush’s Moon-Mars FFT EHRI(

Mission: Will It Fly? ORIAL

by Marsha Freeman

President George W. Bush followed in his father’s footsteps
and announced on Jan. 15 a vision for NASA to return me
to the Moon and build a base there, enabling a later mann
mission to Mars. -
Unquestionably, the agency has long been without a vi L
sionary plan for space exploration. Not only have space advaan idea whose timeis overdue: In June 1985, Lyndon LaRouche
cates and Congressmen pointed this out, but the Columbist presented a comprehensive 40-year space exploration
Accident Investigation Board concluded that NASA's lack of Mission, in which re-exploration and industrialization of the

along-term plan contributed to the policies that led to the '°S¥:\?£’t§$§r?r£?fg?:2rS;gotlégsrs]p%i%u&aet:gr\lv?tfhhfﬂaélzgrgéz?d

of the Shuttle one year ago. ~ LaRouche) at amemorial conference for space pioneer Krafft
On Jan. 14, President Bush stated four goals and obje&hricke, whose ideas fertilized the vision LaRouche presented.

tives for his space exploration plan:

« to return the Space Shuttle fleet to flight as soon as
possible, in orderto complete construction of the International projected. This is about a 1% increase! Rather than increas
Space Station; the space budget, he suggests that $11 billion of that projected

+ todevelop and test, by 2008, a new manned vehicle,to  $86 billion should be “reprogrammed” from existing pro-
conduct its first mission of taking astronauts to the station bygrams that are not part of the new “exploration” effort. This
2014; this Crew Exploration Vehicle would then evolve into  will require terminating some science and other programs, as
the transportation for astronauts to the Moon; well as some research aboard the International Space Station,

« tobegin, nolaterthan 2008, a series of robotic missions ~ and who knows what else. On Feb. 2, the Administration’s
tothe lunar surface, with the start of extended human presendey 05 budget request for NASA will spell out the details.
on the Moon as early as 2015; To provide the bulk of the funding that would be required

* to use the experience and knowledge gained on th&o actually carry out this programafter this first five years
Moon, to “take the next steps of space exploration: human (and after George Bush is out of the White House, even shoulc
missions to Mars, and to worlds beyond.” he win a second term)—the plan is to “save money” by retir-

The progression is right, to spread human civilization ing the Shuttle and “backing away” from the space station.
throughout the Solar System. The multi-decade plans formuFhisis the antithesis of whatit should be. These transportation
lated as early as the 1950s, and most eloquently described by ~ and laboratory capabilities are the very foundation that will
Lyndon LaRouche beginning 1985, rested on a foundation oénable us to go back to the Moon. Although the Space Shuttle
Earth-orbital infrastructure for transportation, research, and should be replaced by a more modern crew-transportation
logistics; and the progression of manned missions from theystem, its function as cargo carrier is critical to take the
nearby Moon, to distant Mars. The problem with the Presi-  freight needed on the Moon, to Earth orbit first.
dent’s approach is that he is trying to fit a Solar System-sized Nor canthe space station be seen as an expensive albatross
vision for NASA, into a budget that does not even adequately =~ around NASA’s neck, and “backed away” from, butexpanded
support the infrastructure we already have in Earth orbit. Neito serve the multiplicity of purposes forwhich itwas intended.
ther Bush, nor the people who advise himon economicpolicy, = Among these, it is a fuel and cargo depot, to service craft on
have the slightest idea of the seriousness of the current ectheir way elsewhere; an assembly and check-out facility for

KRAFFT EHRICK]D
SAEMIUTELAE “FHRD

nomic crisis, nor how to solve it. Their approach, if well- interplanetary spacecraft; a basic research facility to study the
intentioned, is the wrong one. effects of weightlessness on physiology; and, a test bed for
new technologies needed in the partial-gravity environments
‘Retire’ thelnfrastructure? on the Moon and Mars.
The President has proposed that over the next five years, There is no way to have a Moon/Mars mission “on the

$1 billion be added to NASA'’s budget, above the $86 billion cheap.” Space infrastructure is the key.
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‘The Woman on Mars’

This dramatic presentation was Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche’s
1987 bold proposal of a mission to colonize Mars, and to envision how such a
40-year mission would transform the United States.!

What | amabout to present to you arethehighlightsof present
U.S plans for establishing a permanent colony on Mars by
approximately the year 2027 A.D. The plans to be outlined
here are based on the two somewhat similar, but slightly
differing versions of the plan as developed by various U.S.
specialists. One plan is that first presented at a June 1985
conferencein honor of the space pioneer, Krafft Ehricke, who
died at the end of 1984. The second plan, is one drafted by
the National Commission on Space, and presented approxi-
mately a year after the Krafft Ehricke conference. This pre-
sentation will emphasi ze the approach laid out at the Krafft
Ehricke memorial conference, but it will also make use of
important features of the proposals by the Commission on
Soace.

For this purpose, | ask you to come with me, in your
imagination, to a Wednesday in September, in the year 2036
A.D., nine years after the Mars colony has been founded.
Sarting from an imaginary television broadcast to Earth at
1800 hours London time, that day, let us look from that day
and year, back to the time of the United States’ adoption of
the Mars colonization project, and trace each major step of
the project from the year 1989, up to the year 2027, the year
the first permanent colony on Marsisfinally established.

Thosewho havewor ked to prepar ethispresentation, have
thought that we must use our powers of imagination in this
way. Itisthought, that we must focus attention on our destina-
tion as we outline each step of a journey. It seemsto us, that
that is the only way this project, and its importance for all
mankind, can be properly under stood.

Topresenttheprojectinthisway, itisnecessarytoinclude
some imaginary political figuresand political events, so that
we might present thisas a story. However, the technical facts
we use here represent the scientific and related facts of the
Mars colonization plan as those facts exist today.

in London, on Wednesday, September 3, 2036 A.D. From 55
million miles away, on Mars, a televised image travels nearly
5 minutes across space, to be picked up by the giant geosta-
tionary receiver hovering over the South Atlantic, from where
the signal is relayed to other satellites, reaching waiting disk-
antennas around the world. A woman'’s face appears on the
BBC screen.

The woman on the screen is in her late thirties. The sight
of herfamiliar features brings expressions of admiration to the
viewing audiences now receiving this live broadcast around
most of the world. She is Dr. Ellen Jones, chief executive of
the Mars colony, and the daughter of the famous space pio-
neer, Dr. Walter Jones, who headed the U.S.A.’s Mars-coloni-
zation program from 2008 until his retirement in 2027.

“I bring you greetings from your 683,648 relatives and
friends living here on Mars, and some very good news,” she
begins. “Our astrophysicists agree, that with our latest series
of observations at our Cyclops Ill radiotelescope, we have
solved at least a good part of the mystery of what you know
as black holes. We are convinced that we are at the verge of
fundamentally new ideas about how our universe works.”

The TV audience followed her 5-minute televised report
with a scientific interest which would have been unimaginable
when the Mars-colonization mission was first launched by
the U.S., back in March 1989.

The 1990s flights of transatmospheric craft up to stations
in low-Earth orbit, had revived the spirit of the popularity
of space-exploration from the Apollo-project period of the
1960s. After Earth’s first geostationary space-terminal had
been completed near the end of the 1990s, manned flights to
the Moon had soon become routine. Over the 1990s, the point
was reached that every schoolchild, not only in the U.S., Eu-
rope, and Japan, but throughout the world, demanded to know
everything possible about space.

Beginning the 1990s, fewer and fewer university students

The BBC television studio’s clock says that it is 1800 hoursattended courses in the social sciences, as the physical sci-

ences, including space biology, took over the classrooms al-
most completely. Even at preschool ages, more and more

1. LaRouche’s script was intended for film and slide-show presentation. 'Ehildren asked what gift they wished for Christmas, would

was the basis for a still-remembered half-hour television broadcast of that nswer
name, during LaRouche’s 1988 campaign for the Democratic Presidentia";r1 Wer,

“a telescope.” As the industrialization of the Moon

nomination. lllustrations here were originally published in 21st Century Sci-0€gan near the end of the 21st century’s first decade, to look

ence and TechnologyVinter 1996-97.
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up was to express optimism about the human race’s future.
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Space and the spirit of adventure became one and the same.

There had been a deeper quality of changes in attitudes.
What had beenthe most popul ar competitive sportsof the20th
century becameless popular, and achievement in swimming,
track and field, and mountain-climbing, the most popul ar fea-
tures of physical education programs. “Keeping in shape for
space travel,” was the value which more and more attached
to physical education.

Twentieth-century man would be astonished to know the
new way inwhich “spirit of adventure” wastranslated during
the early decades of the 21st. Some things 20th-century man
would have recognized. Being the first to set foot on some
planetary body, was of course acommonplacefantasy among
children and youth. The difference was, most teenagers, and
some much younger, already knew the real purpose of space
exploration. That purpose was, to acquire knowledge which
the human race needed, and could not gain without scientific
exploration of our universein away which could not be done
without traveling far beyond Earth’ sorbit. Theideaof adven-
ture, was not amatter of simply getting to some strange place
out there. Exciting adventure, was to participate in making
someexciting new discovery in space, which would be useful
to the majority of the human race remaining back here on
Earth.

So, those children and youth gobbled up every bit of infor-
mation they could, with the purpose being to understand what
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Everyonetunedin
tothescience
update broadcast
live fromMars.

kind of knowledge mankind was seeking out there.

Thelast two years, 2025-2026, just before the building of
the first permanent colony on Mars, had seen the most rapid
transformation in popular values here on Earth.

TheTV screenshad been filled often withimages of those
giant spacecraft, each much larger than a 20th century ocean
liner, taking off from the vicinity of Earth’s geostationary
space-terminal, in flotillas of five or more, each seeming to
thunder silently inthe near-vacuum under 1-gravity accelera-
tion. By then, a permanent space-terminal was being con-
stantly manned in Mars orbit. The televised broadcasts from
that terminal showed the monstrous spacecraft arriving.
Earth’s television screens showed the gradual accumulation
of that vast amount of material in Mars orbit, waiting for the
day it would descend to Mars' ssurface. TV viewerson Earth
saw the first craft, designed to descend and rise through the
thin atmosphere of Mars, and saw views of the approaching
Mars surface from the cockpit, through the eyes of the
cameras.

A great anticipation built up throughout Earth’ s popula-
tion during thoselast two preparatory years. Then, Earthwent
through what was afterward described asthe“ dleeplessyear,”
as the first city was assembled on Mars, during 2027. Audi-
enceson Earth demanded to seeevery step of theconstruction
relayed back here. Nearly everyone on Earth became thus a
“sidewalk superintendent” for asmany available hoursashis
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Over the 1990s, every school child demanded to know everything
possible about space. Children tracked the positions of the space
flotillas and reconstructed the spacecraft and Mars colony.

N

School children in Tampa, Fla. outfitted for a mission on their
“ Space Shuttle” bus, which isdesigned inside like a Shuttle
orbiter.
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or her deep-starved eyes could be kept open. On waking, it
was the same. The daily successes reported from Mars were
discussed as widely and in as much detail as 20th century
sports fans debated the details of aweekend’ sfootball play.

By then, hol ographic projectionshad becomeaseconomi-
cal and commonplace as personal computers had been during
the 1980s. Building asynthetic hol ographic model of thesolar
system, and constructing a powered-flight trajectory, such as
one between Earth and Mars, became quite literally child’s
play. A child s parent could purchase a packaged program at
alocal store, and the child often insisted that this be done.
Turning on one's system, and updating the positions of the
planets and the course of a space-flotilla flight in progress,
became a habit with many. The same was done with various
stagesof the construction of thefirst permanent colony. What-
ever was seen on the TV screen, was something one wished
to reconstruct. The passive TV watching of the 20th century
had cometo an end.

The first large-aperture radiotelescopes had been con-
structed a million or so miles from Mars, as soon as the
manned orbiting space-terminal had been completed. The
system of observatories and space-laboratories associated
with them, was expanded rapidly, once thefirst 100,000 per-
manent colonists had begun to settle in. Popular fascination
here on Earth, shifted its focus somewhat from the Mars col-
ony itself, to these new projects.

It was such a worldwide audience which sat or stood,
absorbed with every sentence of Dr. Jones' s 5-minute report,
either as it was being broadcast, or when morning reached
them a few hours later. Throughout the planet, over the
course of that Wednesday and Thursday, there wasthe eerily
joyful sense that humanity had reached a major milestone
in the existence of our species. It would be said, in later
decades, that on that day in 2036, the Age of Reason had
truly begun.

At the beginning of the 1950s, space pioneers such as
Wernher von Braun had begun working out the specifications
for manned flightsto Mars. Oneleading Peenemiinde veteran,
Krafft Ehricke, had been certain that the U.S. could have sent
a manned exploratory flight to Mars as early as the 1980s.
Unfortunately, near the end of 1966, the United States had
cut back massively on its aerospace programs. Presidents
Johnson and Nixon did not eliminate President Kennedy’s
popular commitment to amanned landing on the Moon from
the NASA program, but most of the other aerospace projects,
such as nuclear-powered propulsion development, were cut
back, and cut back savagely as soon asthe program of initial
Moon landingshad been completed. Krafft Ehricke continued
toward his completion of the design for industrialization of
the Moon, but he died in 1984, hiswork nearly completed on
paper, with no visible prospect that the U.S. would resume
such acommitment during the foreseeabl e future.

It was not until shortly after Ehricke's death that a re-
newed U.S. commitment to colonization of Mars appeared.
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The proposa for a permanent colony on Mars as early as
the middle 2020s, was a featured presentation at a Virginia
conference held in honor of Krafft's memory, in June 1985.
Nearly ayear after that, the National Commission on Space
adopted the same target date, and its proposal was endorsed,
athough without significant funding, by President Ronald
Reagan. However, the Mars colonization project was a fea-
tured part of the January 1989 State of the Union address of
the new President. During March of 1989 aU.S. Moon-Mars
Colonization Commission was established. During that
month, the Congressrushed through approval of treaty agree-
mentswhich the President negotiated with Japan and Western
European governments, establishing these allies as partners
in the U.S.-sponsored Moon-Mars Col onization Project, fol-
lowing on similar international agreements which had led to
the construction of the space stations of the 1990s.

Popular enthusiasm for the project was so great, that the
President was able to secure a $5 billion initial budgetary
allotment for the new project. Japan matched thiswith asiz-
ably increased allotment to itsown aerospace program shortly
after that. Confident that changesin U.S. policieswere going
to bring the world out of what threatened to become a major
depression, Western European governments came close, in
total, to matching Japan’s budgetary allotment.

The successive phases of the Moon-Mars colonization
project were agreed upon that same year.

It was quickly understood, that planting a permanent col-
ony onMarsisafar different sort of undertaking than sending
a manned exploratory vessel to visit Mars. Leaders recog-
nized, that to establish acolony of even afew hundred mem-
bers of scientific parties on Mars would require avery large
complex of productionworkers, agriculturalists, and soforth.

Back at the end of the 1980s, most citizensand politicians
did not yet understand the significance of the fact that Mars
isan average 55 million miles distance from Earth during the
period one might ordinarily think of making such aflight. To
sustain just a few hundreds persons there, required, by late
20th century standards, a tremendous number of ton-miles
of freight to be shipped from Earth annually. The scientists
understood this immediately, of course, but it required a lot
of effort to make this clear to most of the paliticians, and to
popular opinion.

The scientists realized very soon, that we should plan to
put not just hundreds of scientists, engineers, and technicians,
on Mars. The purpose for going to Marsin thefirst place was
scientific investigations. The main purpose was to build a
system of enormous radio telescopes in the region of space
near Mars, and to conduct the construction, maintenance, and
improvementsof these observatoriesfrom basesbothin Mars
orbitand onthesurfaceof theplanet. UsingU.S. experiencein
demonstration tests of trained human individuals' efficiency
working in low-gravity Earth-orbit gained from the 1980s
Space Shuttle and the 1990s space stations, it was estimated,
that to construct as many observatories as Earth would need
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Inthe“ sleeplessyear,” 2027, Earth audiences watched every step
of the construction of the first Mars city.

to explorethe universein asfine detail as must be done from
Mars orbit, would require hundreds of thousands of man-
hourseach year. Thisfigureincluded estimates onthe number
of daysayear ahuman being could safely work in avery low-
gravity field.

The scientists estimated, that the cost of keeping a re-
search worker alive on Mars adds up to a total amount of
equipment morethan 10timesthat required to sustain ascien-
tist in the middle of the Sahara or Antarctica. This did not
include the estimated costs of transporting all that tonnage
fromEarthto Mars. Thescientistsexplainedtothepoliticians,
“Marsisavery cold placeby Earth standards, withavery thin
atmosphere, ashortage of known water-supplies, and alower
gravity than Earth. People living on Mars must live in man-
made environments under protective domes. The costs of
maintaining those domes, of maintaining water supplies, of
maintaining the atmosphere, and maintaining an acceptable
temperature within the artificial climate, are enormous by
Earth standards.” The biggest factor of cost those scientists
had to consider was the cost of energy; they estimated that
more than 10 times the amount of energy must be available,
per person, on Mars, than the energy directly consumed by
research teamsin the Sahara or Antartica.

They decided that the basic sourceof energy usedonMars
would have to be thermonuclear fusion, asit already was on
theMoon. They pointed out, that the Mars colony would need
very concentrated sources of industrial energy, to enable the
colony to produce food and to sustain itself with the largest
part of its requirementsin materials.

So, it was agreed that the way to sustain our teams of
research workers on Mars, was to build a local supporting
economy on Mars. They estimated that between aquarter and
ahalf milliontotal population would bethe minimum sizefor
asuccessful colony. They thought that thismight besufficient,
if we gave Marsthe new generation of industrial technologies
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which were in the initial development stages on Earth back
during the 1980s.

They saw, that to get that humber of people to Mars,
together with al that was needed to start up a colony of this
size, was plainly impossible using the methods worked out
for sending a manned exploratory flight to Mars. To lift that
amount of weight from Earth’s surface, up into high-Earth-

Astronauts are collecting Mars samples and conducting scientific observations, while
a dust stormis approaching the cratered area near the landing site. Inthe

backgroundis Olympus Mons.

orbit, by conventional rocket methods in use in the 1980s,
was beyond possible limits of cost. Even if the cost were
greatly reduced by improved methods of liftoff, the amount
of weight whichwould haveto belifted to deliver therequire-
mentsof aquarter to half amillion Marscolonistsfrom Earth,
was till so costly asto be out of the question.

Thepoliticianshad imagined, wrongly, that starting acol-
ony on Mars was like establishing a re-
search base-station in the Antarctic. The
politiciansimagined, that the technologies
developed for sending a manned team of
explorers could be expanded to transport a
much larger number of colonists. The sci-
entists had to make clear why thisideawas
badly mistaken.

First of all, human bodies are designed
to function under one Earth gravity, or at
least something near to that. The human
body might be able to adapt to gravities a
large fraction of those on Earth, but long
flightsat nearly zero-gravity arevery risky,
and were thought to be quite possibly fatal .
So, the idea of sending people to Marsin
the way we sent astronauts to the Moon,
was ruled out. The best way they knew to
create the effect of one Earth gravity in
spacecraft wasto have that spacecraft con-
stantly powered by one Earth gravity's
worth of acceleration, or at least a large
fraction of one Earth gravity, creating an
effect very much like the way a person’s
weight increases when being accelerated
upward in a20th century elevator. The sci-
entists pointed out, that powered flight at
one-Earth-gravity acceleration, made pos-
sible new kinds of trajectory-paths be-

Children spent their time building models of everything to do with space—from spacecraft to fusion power plants.
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tween Mars and Earth, and reduced the
travel time enormously.

Some pointed out that this might be
possible with ion engines powered by fis-
sion reactors. It was agreed that thermonu-
clear fusionwouldbefar superiorinseveral
ways. They explained that fusion energy
was the form of energy production which
would be needed on Mars, in any case, and
that fission-powered ion engines would
still take too long to make the trip to Mars.
The problem they tackled was convincing
thepoliticiansthat the needed devel opment
of fusion energy had to be completed be-
forethe Marstrips began.

It was decided, at the beginning, that
themain part of solving the problem of lift-
ing weight into geostationary Earth orbit
from Earth’s surface, would be industrial-
izing the Moon. Provided fusion power
could be established on the Moon, they
guessed that more than 90 percent of the
total weight of large space-vessels, could
be produced on the Moon, and lifted into
Moon orbit at a small fraction of the cost
of producing these materials on Earth. The
same thing would apply to most of the ma-
terials sent to Mars to construct the first
stages of a permanent colony. Space ves-
selsto Mars, could be assembled in either
Moon-orbit or Earth-orbit, and launched
from either place.

The scientists decided, that using a rocket to get beyond
the Earth’s atmosphere is like designing an aircraft to fly
under water. The idea of using a transatmospheric aircraft
to get above the atmosphere, had been under discussion for
decades, and preliminary designs were fairly well advanced
during the course of the 1980s. It was decided to push the
development of transatmospheric craft, to build up anetwork
of low-orbiting space-terminals. This would provide the
cheapest possible way of moving large numbers of people,
and large amounts of freight, up beyond the atmosphere. It
would also be the cheapest and safest way to bring people
down from orbit to airports on the Earth.

By that time, there were already designs for what were
then called * spaceferries.” These" spaceferries” would carry
people and materials over the distance from the low-orbiting
terminals, to the locations of the main space terminals, in
Earth’ sgeostationary orbit. These geostationary terminal sbe-
came the locations at which technicians assembled the craft
used for regular travel between Earth and Moon.

So, on August 30, 2000, the first routine travel between
Earth and the M oon was begun. Some of the astronauts grum-
bled, complaining that they had become high-paid airline pi-
lots. It was pretty much routine. It was policy, that the pilot
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It was decided that only thermonuclear fusion could provide enough energy to
economically power industry and maintain the necessary artificial climate for large
colonies. Here, fusion tokamak plants are lined up on the Moon, as conceived by space
scientist Krafft Ehricke. A lunar monorail transportation system can be seen above the
lunar city that he named Selenopolis.

made only a few round-trips between the Moon and Earth-
orbit, before being sent back to Earth for rest and rehabilita-
tion, although the main Earth space terminals already had a
one-Earth-gravity artificial environment at that time. After a
few trips, the space-pilots would board a regular bus-run of
the space ferry at the space-station, get off at a low-orbiting
terminal, and catch the next transatmospheric flight back to
Earth.

Few people living in 2036 remember this obscure event,
but back in 1986, the United States sent two pilots to prove
that a propeller aircraft could make a nonstop trip around the
world. Most scientiststhought thetripwasasilly way towaste
money for no useful purpose. The only reason one would
mention that obscure flight in 2036, would be to show the
kinds of problems the scientists faced in explaining space-
colonization to the politicians and voters.

Imagine a propeller aircraft, the combined weight of
whose engines, fuselage, and pilots are nearly zero. In other
words, how far can a pound of gasoline fly itself, given the
efficiencies of propeller aircraft? So, this obscure flight was
designed, making thewei ghtsof engines, fuselage, and pilots,
as small a percentage of the weight of the plane’s maximum
fuel load as possible. What did the flight prove? Nothing that
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One early design for a space nuclear power system that would provide sufficient power
for Earth-orbiting spacecraft, alunar colony, or a piloted Mars mission.

was the broadest strip of the pyramid. The
space ferries, moving back and forth be-
tween the low-orbiting terminals and the
geostationary terminal, were the middle
section of the pyramid.

One of the biggest obstacles the space
program had to overcome, wasthe massive
prejudice most of the politiciansand public
had built up against nuclear fission over
nearly 20years, between 1970 and thetime
the project began, in 1989. The poalitical
factor, of fear of nuclear radiation, wasfar
more important than the engineering prob-
lems involved in using nuclear fission
safely as a power source for aircraft and
space vehicles. Thisprejudice wasamajor
engineering difficulty, sincenuclear fission
gives much more power per unit of weight
than chemical fuels. In all travel, the ratio
of total weight to weight of the maximum
fuel load, isthe most important of the eco-
nomic limitsto be faced.

Lunar industrialization was necessary to produce and send materialsto Mars, for its
first permanent colony. Here, a lunar resource processing plant, with two space
nuclear power unitsin the background.

aqualified aeronautics engineer could not have proven with
an electronic hand calculator.

The problem, back in 1989, was to explain to the politi-
cians and public how this same problem, of total weight to
fuel weight, limited the possibilities for getting into space,
and affected the costs of getting apound of weight into space.
As everyone knows today, the farther avessel movesfrom a
planet’s strongest gravitational pull, the less fuel it costs to
accelerate a pound of weight.

The paliticians got the point. The system of getting into
space, from the Earth’s surface to the geostationary space
terminal, and to the Moon’ sorbit, wasakind of pyramid. The
distance from Earth’s geostationary terminal to Moon-orhit,
was the tip of the pyramid. The transatmosopheric system,
between the Earth’s surface and the low-orbiting terminals,
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However, by that time, thermonuclear
fusion asapower sourcewas nearly areal-
ity. Fusionisvastly more efficient asafuel
user, than nuclear fission. So, nuclear fis-
sion was the power source for regular
flightsbetween Earth-orbit and Moon-orbit
during those early years after 2000, but its
usesfor other modes of flight was avoided.

To get from Earth-Moon to Mars, re-
quired usto devel op another pyramid, with
the base of the pyramid running from
Earth’s geostationary orbit to the Moon’s
production facilities, thetip of the pyramid
reaching Marssurface, and the distance be-
tween the base-line and Mars-orbit the
lower portion of the pyramid’ svolume.

A third pyramid was designed. The
base of this pyramid was on Mars s surface. Just ason Earth,
we must move passengers and some freight from Mars' s sur-
face into Mars-orbit. From there, in Mars-orhit, the pyramid
branchesin two directions. Onedirection |eads back to Earth-
orbit. The other direction was powered travel, asfrom Earth-
orbit to Moon-orbit, to and from the radio telescopes and
spacelaboratories constructedinthegeneral vicinity of Mars.

Those three pyramids became the fundamental design of
the system of transportation asawhole.

Once the first of the two pyramids had been designed,
the key bottleneck next to be mastered, was production on
the Moon.

Quite clearly, the scientists could not think of building a
19th-century-stylemetal sindustry ontheMoon. Thecombus-
tion of oxygen, which had been the basis for metalworking
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on Earth deepinto the 20th century, wasnot aworkable propo-
sitionontheMoon, evenif acombustiblefuel could befound.
Only three sources of industrial energy could be found. Elec-
tricity could be generated in various ways, or nuclear fission
or thermonuclear fusion could be used. Just past the turn of
thecentury, thefusionableisotope, helium-3wasbeing mined
on the Moon.

Krafft Ehricke had worked out anuclear-fission economy
for the Moon, but it was realized that athermonuclear-fusion
economy would befar better. For the rest, the standard hand-
books of physicsand chemistry already existing in the 1980s
were most helpful.

The policy decided upon was this. As every schoolchild
knows his ABCs in 2036, production of inorganic materials
is a matter of what most back in the 1980s still referred to
as the available temperatures of production processes. If the
highest industrial temperatures then in general use, could be
increased by an absolute factor of slightly lessthan 10 times
existing modes, there was no material in the solar system
which cannot be reduced to a plasmaform under such condi-
tions. Back in the 1980s, we had only two ways in sight for
doing this efficiently, thermonuclear fusion and coherent
€electromagnetic pulses of high frequency, and very high en-
ergy-density cross-section of impact upon targeted materials.

The problem which the project’ s leaders faced then, was
that if we reduce materia to its plasma state, how do we
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One of the new plasma
applicationsis
magnetopl asmadynamic
thrustersfor usein
cargo vehicle
propulsion. Thisartist's
drawing shows a high
performance electric
propulsion cargo vehicle
approaching Mars.

handleit? Theanswer isfamiliar to every school childin 2036,
but it was a major problem for the scientists back in 1989.
The key to the solution was obviously lessons learned in ex-
perimental efforts to develop thermonuclear fusion as a

There are about 1 million tons of helium-3—a rare isotope of
helium, which can be used as fusion fuel —trapped on and near the
surface of the Moon. This Lunar Mark-11 isa mobile robotic miner
designed to process the soil, extract the helium, redeposit the
processed soil, and move on. The University of Wisconsin device
has a soil processing rate of 556 tons per hour.
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The process of lunar industrialization prepared the way for
colonizing Mars. Here, alunar resource processing pilot plant,
designed to devel op the technol ogies used for collection, analysis,
and both mechanical and electrochemical separation of lunar
surface resources. It produces materials needed for life support
and propulsion (such as oxygen); and fabrication and construction
of structural elements.

Christmas 2031 in Selenopolis—the Moon city envisioned by
space scientist Krafft Ehricke. At leftisthe “ Hall of the
Astronauts.” At right, an elevated monorail train. Behind the
transparent insulation is a nodal dome with suppliesand life
support and climatizing equipment. At the rear isa domed tropical
habitat sector.

source of power.

If was clear from the beginning of the project, that if the
schedules set for Mars colonization wereto berealized, it was
indispensable to accelerate thermonuclear fusion develop-
ment and development of techniques associated with high-
frequency lasers and particle beams. The development of the
gamma-ray laser was given much higher priority through
thesedecisions. Thedecisionwasmade, to achievewhat were
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called then “second generation” thermonuclear fusion tech-
nologies by the middle of the 21st century’ sfirst decade, and
to put accelerated efforts behind mastery of techniques for
production of materials using electromagnetically confined
plasmas.

The fact that we were obliged to force the devel opment
of advanced technologies then on the horizon, in order that
we might solve the materials-production problems we faced
on the Moon, greatly accelerated our civilization’s develop-
ment of newer typesof ceramics. Wedid not havethedevel op-
ment of ceramic materialsof anomalouscrystallinestructures
on the list of project requirements at the start, but once we
recognized the advantages of materials so novel to us at that
time, we added the forced devel opment of thesetechnol ogies
to our project.

In the same way, we were forced to develop the early
varieties of laser machine-toolsin general usein 2036, to be
able to machine these new material's. Our project brought the
techniques of electromagneticisotopeseparationuptoalevel
of refinement still considered modern today.

It wasthe successof these breakthroughsinfusion, lasers,
and very high energy-density production processes, which
made the industrialization of the Moon such a brilliant suc-
cess. It wasby perfecting these methods and processesfor the
industrialization of the Moon that we solved in advance the
major problems we would have otherwise faced during the
initial colonization of Mars. The building up of the Moon’'s
industrialization was the major factor forcing usto delay the
beginning of Marscolonization until 2027. Had we not devel -
oped the technologies needed for industrialization of the
Moon, aswe did, the colonization of Mars would have been
delayed by a decade or more.

Some of the 1985-1986 plansincluded aheavy emphasis
on new directionsin biology, but without the desperate fight
Earth had to mobilize against the AIDS pandemic, it isdoubt-
ful that many supporters of our Mars colonization project
would have been won over to supporting thisline of research
to the degree which later proved necessary, once the Mars
colonization had begun. So, today, we are ableto incorporate
the benefits of this research into designs of systems for
manned deep-space explorations, and have overcome most
of the fears of possible strange diseases which might be en-
countered, or might develop, in our further explorations and
colonizations of space.

It was not until the late 1990s, that the last significant
political oppositionto the costliness of the Mars-col onization
project was overcome.

We began the project in 1989, under what might seem to
have been the worst economic conditions for such an under-
taking. Over the preceding 25 years, most of the world had
been caught in along process of economic decline, which we
described then as a drift into a “postindustrial society.” In
many of the then-industrialized nations, the average income
of households had fallen to about 70 percent of the real
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next were Argentina and Brazil.
The project’s leaders and spon-
sorsshowed wisdomin encourag-
ing participationintheir own pro-
grams by young scientists from
many nations. The fact that we
may be so confident that general
war has disappeared from Earth
in 2036, can be credited to the
Mars colonization project to a
large degree. The rate of techno-
logical advancement and in-
crease of wedth in the nations
which undertook the project from
the start, has been such that no
potential adversary would think

Kepleropoalis, the first Mars colony, is depicted here in the construction phase. Its main dome, 1
milein diameter, isbuilt in a crater. Surrounding the main dome are 10 smaller domes, each

able to support neighborhoods of 50,000 individuals. The ecliptic of the domeisat ground level.
On the surface level isalarge educational and recreational park. Immediately below are
administrative offices, and on levels below that are transporation and storage facilitiesand a
central fusion power plant. An astronomical observatory and communications station is on top of

the main dome.

purchasing power of 1966 and 1967. Entire industries which
had existed during the 1960s, had either been wiped out, or
nearly so, inmany of these nations. Thebasic economicinfra
structure, such things as water management and sanitation
systems, general transportation of freight, energy systems,
and educational and health care systems, were in a state of
advanced decay. To cover over the collapse of incomes, a
massive spiral of borrowing had occurred in all sectors of
government, production, and households; aterrible financial
crisishad built up.

Thosewho pushed theMarscol onization project themost,
including the President of the United States, did not view the
project as a way of spending a large surplus of wealth. It
was seen by them as a way of helping to revive a decaying
economy, and also a way of showing all mankind that our
species has meaningful opportunities for present and future
generations, opportunities as limitless asthe universe itself.

At first, many grumbled political objections against the
largesumsof money spent. Asthecitizenssaw new industries
and employment opportunities opening up as a result of the
Mars project, the political support for the project grew. Over
the course of thefirst 10 years, the project grew inimportance
as a technological stimulant to the growth of economies.
Then, the first decade of the 21st century, there were waves
of revolutionary improvements in methods of production;
many of these benefitswerethe direct result of using the new
space technologies in everyday production back on Earth.
The palitical opposition to the project’s cost vanished.

One of the first of the developing nations to join Japan,
the U.S,, and Western Europe, in the project, was India. The
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of attacking them.

Asit becameclearer to every-
one that there were going to be
large permanent coloniesin Mars
during the middle of the 21st cen-
tury, the general idea of develop-
ing the worst deserts of Earth
worked its way into policies of
governments. Africa, whose population-level collapsed by
more than 100 million during the course of the AIDS pan-
demic, is growing again, and not only the Sahel region, but
large stretches of the Sahara are blooming areas with new,
modern cities.

No one talks of overpopulation any more. The idea of
transforming the Earth-sized moon of Saturn, Titan, into a
new colony, beginning 40 to 50 years from now, is already
more popular than the col onization of Marswas, back during
the late 1980s. Titan’s atmosphere is poisonous, but we can
foresee oursel ves gaining the kinds of technol ogies needed to
Earth-form a planetary body of that sort. The strongest voice
for thisis coming from the Mars colonists, who now say that
they find everything delightful on Marsbut itsuncomfortably
low gravity. There is also big pressure for such new major
spaceprojectsfromcirclestied closely totheMoonindustrial -
ization program; they say that Moon industries are ripe for a
major new challenge.

The Mars colony will be almost self-sustaining within
another 10 years. No one on Earth worries any more about
Earth’s continued subsidy of the colony; who doubts today,
that the economic benefits are already vastly greater than the
amounts we have spent. There are now over 200 spacecraft
traveling back and forth between the orbits of Earthand Mars,
and with each journey, more going to Mars than returning.
We expect the population to reach over amillion within afew
years. We wonder if more than a handful living back in the
late 1980s dreamed how much their decisions would change
not only theworld, but the solar system, for the better, within
two generations.
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1T IR Feature

The Crisis in
The Democratic
National Committee

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche gave this webcast
speech in Washington, D.C. on Jan. 10, 2004.

What | shall address today, before you get at me, which will come in due course,
and also people out there, through the media, who will be calling in, as usual—
including my wife, who will bewatching very closely, and supervising meimplic-
itly, from adistance: three themes.

First of al, the crisis, in the forma sense, which the Democratic National
Committee leadership is facing. And also the nine others—I wouldn’t call them
“candidates’; I'll call them “the others.”

And secondly, the nature of the crisis, which isgoing to be acrisisfor them, all
of them, including “the others.”

Andthen, to get also to atougher point, for the audience: I's, what iswrong with
the people of the United States, and al so the people of Europe, particularly Western
Europe, that this that has happened to us, could have happened? What must they
do, not merely to change their preference in voting, but to change their way of
thinking? Because, despite the fact, that most of our political leaders, in Europe
and in the United States, have been incompetent over the past 40 years, havefailed
miserably; yet, those were the people who were chosen to be leaders, implicitly,
by thevoters, either by voting or by not voting. So therefore, the American people,
inparticular, havetolook insidethemselves. It wastheir negligence, which created
the monster which | shall describe to you today. And, unless the American people
are willing to change the way they think, the United States is not going to survive.
Makethat clear.

Terry McAuliffeand ‘the Others

All right, now, what we have s, to start with, we have the case of a gentleman
whom I'll cometo in amoment: Terry McAuliffe, the Democratic National mis-
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leader—official misleader. McAuliffe typifies a problem of
both himself, the Democratic National leadership at present,
and “the others.” Common problem.

First of al, Terry McAuliffe knows he's a liar. He sent
out letters all over the place, messages al over the place,
saying I'm an anti-Semite and aracist. He'saliar. The man
ismorally unfit to hold any public officein the United States.
He sapublicliar, on anissue asimportant as the sel ection of
the President. He is not fit to be seen in public. He should
wear amask, from henceforth.

Now, all of those “others,” who have consented to go
along with him, also know that he's a liar. And yet, their
behavior toward me and toward my campaign, is based on
what they know to bealie! They are unfit to be candidatesfor
the President of the United States. We can’'t have a man,
who' s soft on lying, as aPresident of the United States; nor a
candidate of the Democratic Party. They should resign in
shame, and purge themselves of this guilt. Because none of
them are morally fit, to be President of the United States at
thistime. Particularly onthe question of their behavior toward
me. That is, they have adopted a lie, as a basis for their
behavior.

The whole campaign, as run by “the others,” is one vast
lie. They have said absolutely nothing, of any substantive
relevance, to the issues that face the nation now. And they
have talked at some length, in many fora, and over many
media—and they have said | essthan nothing, about thereality
of the situation.
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Lyndon LaRouche told
his Washington, D.C.
audience, “We're
marching to createa
forceto deal with this
crisis, which the
Democratic National
Committee leader ship,
and the ‘others,” pretend
not to exist. Every word
coming out of the
mouths of these ‘ others,’
isan exercisein
futility!”

So, that’ sthe creature.

Now, there' sastory, which my wifelikesvery much. It's
a story which is written out, by one of the greatest poets
and playwrights of human existence: Friedrich Schiller. It's
apoem, which has been referenced often by us, at her instiga-
tion, in organizational forums: Ibykus. Now, Ibykus was a
real-life character of ancient Greece. He was a famous poet.
He was not a great poet, but he was a famous and popular
poet. And the story about him goes essentially as follows, as
it' srelevant tothe case of the Degenerating National Commit-
tee, asit’scalled today.

He was on the way to participate in a conference at Cor-
inth, wherehewasto befeatured asapoet. And ontheway, he
wasovertaken by tworobbers, who robbed him, and murdered
him. And, dying of the wounds inflicted upon him, in his
death agony, he looked up, and there were two cranes flying
overhead. And he cried out, “ L et these two cranes be witness
to the murder which is being done to me here!” And he died.

And then events proceeded, including thetwo murderers,
who went to Corinth, and sat in the crowd. In the course of
thisevent, the Erinyes—the monsterswho take vengeanceon
thewrongdoers, sort of aspiritual forcewho suddenly appear,
as apparitions, and destroy and tear apart those who have
beenthewrongdoers—appeared. Andthe appearanceof these
monsters was so frightening to the guilt-ridden criminals, the
murderers, that they revealed their identity—and were so
judged, because they exposed themselves for the murderers,
the criminals, they were.
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And that isthis—we have apicture of him: Terry McAu-
liffe [displayed on video screen]. He sees them coming!
They’re coming to get him! He' s about to confess!

In any case. So, what is going to happen is this, in the
election campaign: Right now, the important thing for me,
and for my campaign, isto get as many votes as possible, as
many delegates as possible, as much impact as possible, and
to build a larger and larger movement, centered on a youth
movement. That's the mission-orientation of the moment.
Because we' re marching toward a point of crisis, which will
settleaccountswiththe“ murderers,” in asense—the* others’
and Terry McAuliffe—and their crimes will be called to ac-
count rather soon. The date on which thiswill occur isnot yet
certain. But the arrival of that date, isinevitable.

Whatever happens, in terms of scores and reports, about
progressin the election, during theinterval until this moment
arrives, is essentially irrelevant, except as we do our job.
Except as | do my job, except as we build the movement,
except as we win delegates wherever possible, get as much
of the vote as possible. And mobilize especially among the
“forgotten men and women” of the nation. Because those are
the ones, who can be called upon to make the change. That
when they stand up on their hind legs and say, “We're no
longer going to be treated the way we' re being treated, we're
going to demand our rights,” that’s going to be the crucial
thing that decides the future of this nation. As it did in the
time that the Democratic National Committee, in 1931 and
1932, did everything possible, to prevent the winning candi-
date, Franklin Roosevelt, from winning. Just as Beast-Man
McAuliffeistrying to stop me from winning. Thereis going
to come atime, soon, in which al the good that we do in the
meantime, is going to cometo apoint of crisis, for thosewho
are committing the abuse.

CreateaForceto Deal With theCrisis

What isin process now, which is merely typified by the
collapse of the value of the dollar, relative to the euro—I
guess, thelast | heard, the euro was worth $1.28; not so long
ago, a euro was worth 83 to 84 cents. What thisrepresentsis
acollapse of the U.S. dollar. It sacollapse, relative, now, by
one-third. Y ou measureit the other way, interms of the 83to
84 cents, it' sacollapse by one-half since that time.

If you look at the prices of groceriesin the store over the
past six months or so, you see a similar thing. The United
States is going through a vast, accelerating rate of inflation.
The inflation is being driven, partly by the collapse of the
value of the dollar. It's being driven by the fact that a great
amount of money, isbeing poured in, to keep the Wall Street
figures up—the official ones. The ones that don’t look so
good, they don’t report. In other words, the figures that get
into the averages, which are reported on the day’ s results, on
betting on the Wall Street lottery, only the good cases are
reported. The majority of cases, that are moribund and are
dying firms, are not reported.
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They don't report unemployment! They only report em-
ployment, while the unemployment increases more rapidly
than the gains of employment. And they cal it “a growth
of employment.”

These are the things that are happening!

Now, in the meantime, the current account deficit of the
United States is piling up. The United States as a nation is
bankrupt. Ah! But that's not the story. The world output is
now estimated at $40-plustrillion ayear, of which the United
States' output has been reported in the range of $11 trillion a
year. But, the medium- to short-term debt of the world is
measured in hundreds of trillions of dollars. Now, how do
you pay those figures off? You don’t. Y ou don't.

So therefore, what happens at the point that the breaking
point, in the U.S. dollar, means a general collapse of the
system? This genera collapse can come from any number of
sources: It can come from a collapse of the mortgage-based
securities bubble, the favorite bubble of “Bubbles’ Alan
Greenspan. The man who could never become clean, no mat-
ter how many years he sat in his bathtub. But he should try:
He should get out of palitics, and get into his bathtub. And
hope that grace will strike him, and get him clean again.

So, we' reon theverge of something. And thissomething,
whatever it is, is going to happen soon. It's going to happen
this year. So, soon, you're going to see a crisis hitting the
United States and the world, much bigger than anything from
the 1928-1933 interval. It's going to be an existential crisis.
Not acrisisof, “I’'m poor,” or “I’velost my job.” An existen-
tial crisis. That’ sthetimethat the Erinyesappear inthe arena.
That' sthetime, that every del egate, and every vote, and every
word of praisethat one of the “others’ has accrued, becomes
worthless currency, becomes trash.

So therefore, you're in a period of crisis. A period in
which—it is in the short term ahead—this system is dead,
without any way of escaping in its own terms.

So therefore, we're marching to create a force to deal
with this crisis, which the Democratic National Committee
leadership, and the“ others,” pretend not to exist. Every word
coming out of the mouths of these “others,” is an exercise
in futility!

The Candidates Are Babbling

What arethey talking about? They’ retalking about essen-
tially nothing. One says, “| am going to have a plan—." Let
me giveyou one of theworst ones; | heard it about three days
ago. Gen. “Screwup” Wedley Clark: He was being inter-
viewed—I don't know what day the interview was; it ap-
peared on the television set, about three days ago (four days
ago, perhaps, now—yes). And he was asked how he stands
on thisand that. And, he said, “Well,” he said, “we've got to
get more money to the lower income brackets.” Fine. Noble
sentiment?Not at al! Hear thewordsthat followed! Y ou see,
hisargument was as follows: That people spend money; they
have to have it to spend it. Now, the reason we've got to
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Dr. Alim Muhammad
Endorses LaRouche

Dr. Abdul Alim Muham-
mad, a well-known Wash-
ington, D.C. palitical
leader, issued this state-
ment on Jan. 9, endorsing
Lyndon LaRouchefor Pres-
ident. Dr. Alim has served
as the national spokesman
of National of Islam leader
Louis Farrakhan; was a
leader in the fight to save
D.C. General Hospital;
andisthedirector and founder of the Abundant Life Clinic
inthe city’s Anacostiadistrict.

Dr. Abdul Alim Muhammad

Whileit is always important to have a good President for
the United States of America, there have been timeswhen
we've had one that wasn't al that good. But, there have
been other times in the past, when the soundness of the
individual whoisthe President hasbeen absolutely crucial .
The American republic either would have not existed at
al, or would have been destroyed, had it not been for the
extraordinary leadership of Abraham Lincoln, during the
time of the War Between the States. Or Franklin Delano
Roosevelt, at the time of the Great Depression and the
great war against fascism.

Inboththoseinstances, thelight of the American Revo-
[ution, and its bright promise for humanity, might have
been extinguished by itstraditional enemies, who are till
its enemies at present.

Today, even fools recognize that we have entered into
aperiod of great global and national crisis, whichthreatens
not only the survival of thisnation, but even the concept of
the sovereign nation-state itself, and all of the constituent
governing structures that serve the essential social, eco-
nomic, political, and cultural needs of Americans, and hu-
manity in general, and that protect the inalienable rights
of man.

AsLincolnconceptualized that no nation could survive
half-free and half-slave, so too today, the world cannot
survive, with adivided humanity, one part devel oped and
seemingly prosperous, another underdeveloped and im-
poverished. The solution to this great problem for the na-
tion, is the same solution for the whole world. Only a
man of great vision and morality, firmly rooted in the best
civilized traditions of mankind, is capable of formulating
the kind of far-reaching and sufficient programs needed,
for the renewal of America, and humanity asawhole.

For these reasons, and others not mentioned here, |
offer my endorsement for President of the United States
of Americato Democratic candidate Lyndon LaRouche,
asthe only candidate available to us, who has the experi-
ence, the knowledge, and the moral courage to do what
must be done from the Office of President, that will meet
the challenge of this crucia moment, in which the fate
of all human civilization as we have known it, is to be
determined.

increase their income, is because our economy needs people
to spend more money! For, the strength of our economy de-
pendsupontheir ability tobuy! Not ontheir ability to consume
what they need—but their ability to spend money, to buy!
That’ sthe strength of our economy.

| mean, the man is ablasted fool! No wonder they didn’t
give him that other star. They should have deducted about
three or four! On the basis of his performancein the Balkans.

Now, Kerry—Kucinich does say a few things once in
awhile which are right. But that’s—he doesn’t have much
impact. Kerry, who is probably the only one of the “others’
who has much substance to him, asacandidate, has carefully
conceal ed that substance, asmuch aspossible. | passed apiece
of property in Boston just theother day, on BeaconHill, where
he has a house, which | understand has been mortgaged out
for about $7 million. | mean, that probably putshimin alower
income bracket up there.

But, in any case, he' s said nothing, about anything of any
importance. He said a little bit about this; a little bit about
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this. He refuses to get off the edge, on the question of his
being sucked in, to support the Iraqg War! He duckstheissue!
He'snow got questions about it. He did say something, once,
in the Congress about this thing. He knows that this was a
fraud! Heknowshewastakenin! Heisnot man enough to say
hewastaken in, even though the evidence hasbeen presented.

Corruptionin America:
‘GoAlong To Get Along’

Thisisthe case, with all of them! They double-talk. They
havea“plan” for this, a“plan” for that, a“plan” for this. All
these “plans’ mean nothing! The question is, where's the
money going to come from? There isno source of money for
thisthing.

Now, thisis typical—and thisis where | get to the hard
part: It'stypical of Americans, and not only Americans, but
also Europeans. Very few people have much acquaintance
with reality. Very few people know the difference between
man and a monkey: That's why we vote for some of the
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candidates wevote for.

Now, what doesit mean? Concentrate—some of you have
been concentrating on this subject, some not—but, concen-
trate: What's wrong? We in the post-war period came out,
under Roosevelt, and despite that fascist Truman—and | say
that advisedly, | can prove it if contested—despite that, we
still represented, into the middle of the 1960s, a producer
society, which is the world’s leading productive economy.
Then that changed, about 40 years ago. It changed after the
Missile Crisis. It changed after the assassination of Kennedy.
It changed as we entered the Indo-ChinaWar.

People went crazy. The Baby Boomerswent crazy. They
werethenintheir lateteens, or entering university. They went
crazy. They were frightened. They were frightened because
they’d been raised by their parents, of my generation, who
had become cowards when the right-wing turn came under
Truman; who raised their children not to tell the truth, but to
be careful about what they said, where they might be over-
heard by the FBI, or something like that. So, the parents of
the Baby Boomers taught their children, the Baby Boomers,
tolie. “Don’t get caught looking asif you might be FBI bait.”
The great right-wing turn, which later became known asMc-
Carthyism.

So then, when these children had been told never to quite
tell the truth, because it might get their parentsinto trouble,
withthe FBI—hmm?—wewerefaced withacrisis. Thecrisis
was, no longer [was there] the charm—it was no longer Dr.
Spock, and | don’t mean that creep in outer space. | mean the
one who was in the nursery, back here on Earth. No longer
this Howdy Doody culture! Now things began to get nasty.

Eisenhower, who had been their blessing and protector
from the evil worms of Trumanism—and he did, he did a
good job of that. But he brought in Arthur Burns, and that
was bad. But then, when he left and Kennedy was elected,
Kennedy was not yet prepared, intellectually or otherwise, to
deal with what was hitting him. Nor did he have theinfluence
and understanding of the U.S. military which he needed to
have, in that situation.

And so therefore, the funny-funny people, whom Truman
had brought into power—the fascists, the nuclear war freaks,
“preventive nuclear war,” that Truman represented—these
freaks came out of the woodwork, and they launched the Bay
of Pigs; and they and their typesinternationally launched the
1962 Missile Crisis, where everyone was running into a bar,
calling for God. They were scared for several days.

Then Kennedy was shot. And other things like that hap-
pened. They were terrified. And they said, “I’m getting off
this planet, now! I've got aticket. It'scalled LSD.”

So, the world shifted, with orchestration, into a counter-
culture, the rock-drug-sex counterculture; which became the
keystone for the culture as a whole of the Baby Boomers.
Now, some people said, “WEell, | never took LSD.” What's
thematter—you couldn’tfindit? But, whether they took L SD,
whether they had sex with five rabbits or not—to the degree
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they were gregarious, they learned to fit in with their genera-
tion. Which, for some people, was called, their degeneration.
And therefore, they became responsive to what their neigh-
bors thought. And the standard of culture, within the entire
generation, the standard of being accepted, if youwere apply-
ing for promation in afirm: Y ou had to say the right things,
or you didn’t get there. So, evenif youweren't an LSD freak,
you had to be careful about the sensitivity of the LSD freak
next to you.

So, thewhol e generation became, inthe main, corrupted.
Running from reality, into learning “to go along, to get
along.” Andthiswasasmuchtruein Europe, asinthe United
States. So we have a generation, now in their fifties and in
their sixties, who culturally, asageneration, were sucked into
“goingalongtogetalong.” If youwant tosurvive, if youdon't
want your relative to send poison to you, or something. “Go
aong to get along.” Listen to what the press says, what the
news mediatells you, what the mass mediatells you. These
are the things—"“If you're not accepted by the mass media,
nobody is going to accept you!” Whether you like it or not,
you haveto learn “to go along and get along and adapt to the
mass media.” That’s the culture! So, everybody is corrupt!
Or, nearly everybody, inthat generation, in Europeand in the
United States. They are equally corrupt, in that way.

Because, a society is not just a collection of individuals.
It's a social process. If you don't resist the social process
which is corrupt, you become part of the corruption. If you
areatypical citizen, who lookslike atypical citizenin every-
thing you do, you are as corrupt as the rest—because you
went along with the operation.

Just like these nine “others,” who went along, with what
the DNC said. They didn't care if it was alie! They went
along with economic policieswhich arealie. “To go along,
to get dlong.” The motto hanging over the U.S. Congressis:
“Go aong, to get along.” The first thing they tell you, when
you go into the Congress, you're newly elected: You learn
“to go along, to get along”! When you go into a corporation,
for employment: “Go aong, to get along’! When you're
walking downthestreet, “ Go along to get al ong—who knows
what else will happen to you? Be careful how you look.”
“You're walking in that neighborhood! Go along, to get
along!” Don't tell me you were individually different, when
you “go aong to get along.” You're not different—you’re
just as corrupt as the guy waking down there, wandering
through Never-Neverland on LSD, because you decided “to
go aong, to get along.”

Goldfish in a Bowl
Now, what happens? It means that what you do, strictly
for your own self-defense, you don'’t raise certain questions.
Y ou don’t posecertain doubts. Y oudon'’t resist certainthings.
Givean example: When | was 12 yearsold, | wasexposed
to ahigh school course in mathematics. And in this period, |
made aremark about geometry. And | wastold thiswassilly.
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But | happened to be right. Because what they were teaching,
they were teaching a geometry, with these so-called basic
definitions, axioms, and postulates, which is based on arbi-
trary assumptions, called a priori assumptions. And, in this,
they try to fit everything, and explain everything, that is de-
ductively consistent with this geometry. And say, “That is
reality. That isgeometry.”

Now, you have, particularly since the introduction of the
New Math, especially in every mathematics course, andin all
teaching—about economics, about statistics, and so forth—
the same nonsense is there! You're told that if you believe
this, if you believeinthesedefinitions, axioms, and postul ates,
you can prove something is true or not, by using that kind of
mathematics—if it' s deductively consistent!

But it'salwayswrong.

The same thing has happened in society. Y ou’'retold that
freetradeisgood. Y ou' retold that this practiceis good. That
we're moving away from industry, into post-industrial soci-
ety. “We're into the information agel” You're told these
things! And someone givesyou amathematical proof, or sta-
tistics to prove that that’s the way things are going. But, it
is that which is destroying this country, its economy. The
submission to arbitrary doctrine, arbitrary definitions,
axioms, and postulates of behavior. And | described this the
other day in Germany, at acadre school.

The result is, mentally, because the population accepts
ideas like this elementary notion of geometry—definitions,
axioms, and postulates, based on pure deduction—that the
population becomes like a bunch of goldfish in abowl. And
the bowl is the axioms, definitions, and postulates. And, the
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“ Right now, the
important thing for me,
and for my campaign, is
to get as many votes as
possible, as many
delegates as possible, as
much impact as possible,
and to build alarger and
larger movement,
centered on a youth
movement. That’sthe

mi ssion-orientation of
the moment.”

bowl is being carried to dump the fish in the toilet. But the
fish, swimming in the bowl, decide that the future of their
civilization, depends upon staying in the bowl. That’ swhat’s
happened to this society: We have accepted assumptions
about economy, about behavior, about policy, which are as-
sumptions like those made by a goldfish, being carried to the
toilet where he' s about to be dumped.

That’ swhat the situation of humanity is: We assume that
certainthing work. They don’t work. But time catchesupwith
us. We' ve reached the point that they cease to work, asthey
awayswill.

Now, youlook at thisprocess, inthehistory of mankind—
we' ve referred to things like the Peloponnesian War. We've
referred to other crisesof that type, where societieshave gone
along for an extended period—multiple generations. And a
once-successful society adopts certain policies, and, two or
three generations later, it’s collapsed—as ancient Greece.

Ancient Greek society, which was a product largely of
Egypt—in point of fact, the best features of it came in the
shadows of the Great Pyramids of Egypt. And thisisthebirth
of modern European civilization, or European civilization
in general. So, this civilization rose, as the most successful
civilization of itstime, from that timeto the present—modern
European civilization. But then, with the Pel oponnesian War,
it destroyed itself.

Then, after that, came alower form of society than Classi-
cal Greek culture, called Roman society, Italian society—
which was inferior to Greek, morally and otherwise. And
mankind did not recover, from the effect of the degeneration
that Roman imperial culture represented, until the 15th-Cen-

Feature 39



tury Renaissance, when, for thefirst time, Europe returned to
Classical Greek culture, and created the modern nation-state.
All during this period, the assumptions of law, the assump-
tionsof behavior, of al of humanity up to the present, up until
the 15th Century, was that some people—who are beasts—
treat the rest of the people as beasts. Beasts that rule, rule by
subjecting other beasts to the status of hunted, or herded
beasts. Most of humanity is treated, most of the time, like
animals, like cattle, like human cattle!

This is what we mean, in the United States today, when
we talk about the lower 80% of the family-income brackets.
In an earlier time, prior to the change, especially prior to the
changethat occurred from the middl e of the 1960son, westill
believed in the notion that the devel opment of theindividual,
to their fuller potential as a thinking human being, was a
goal, eveniif it weren't reached in practice. That that was the
obligation, to get to the point that all human beings were
treated as truly human beings, not as cattle. That they devel-
oped around ideas—discoveries of principle; science was an
idea; Classical culturewasanidea, becauseit represented the
achievement of therecognition of thedifference between man
and a beast, in the development of theindividual.

They stopped that.

What hashappened is, wearebeasts, ruled over by people
who have becomebeasts. The people who runthe society, run
itinabeastly way.

Look at HMO, for example—1973: The Nixon Adminis-
tration destroyed the Hill-Burton policy, which was the
health-care policy of the nation; and the security policy, the
health security policy of the nation. What have we done?
We've said, “Well, some lives are not worthy to be lived.”
Just like slaughtering the old cow! And wedo that, by pulling
the plug, inahospital. Wedo that, by denying care that would
keep people alive, because we say, “Their livesare not really
that worth living. They’ ve had their run. It'stime for themto
go.” “Look, they're too sick. They're suffering. We should
relieve their suffering. Let them go!” “ Deprive them of care.
They’ renot worth it any more. It’ snot economically sound!”

“Don’'t educate people above their class!” For example,
go back in the history of the United States, in terms of the
post-Civil War period, in Reconstruction. Prior to the end of
the Civil War, theleading edge of U.S. policy against lavery,
wasthat thefirst step toward freedom wasto el evatethe mind.
The policy of Frederick Douglass—whose homestead is not
far from here. That a person who is free in their mind, who
knows the culture of the human race, who knows the best—
the best in music, the best in that—that this personisfree, in
their own mind. And peoplewho arefree, in their own mind,
in that sense, can be made free, as people.

The first step to freedom is knowledge, the power of
knowledge. And knowing what the difference is, between a
human being, and a beast.

We took that away! We took it away, right after, even
under the period of Reconstruction. We said, of the slaves,
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“Are we going to educate these slaves in schools, with our
knowledge?No!! Weare not going to make them dissatisfied,
by educating them to the point, that they will be dissatisfied
with livesof menial labor. Therefore, wewill createan educa-
tional system, which will keep them in their place. We will
tell them it’stheir culture, that it’s good for them.” Telling a
person, that it's good to be acow. To be milked asacow.

Thesamething happenedin health policy, under theHMO
system. We no longer have a health policy based on the as-
sumption that a human being is a human being, and that that
lifeis sacred and important. We now say, “Well, the private
corporations, that invested, yesterday, in taking over ahealth
plan, have aright to their share of profit. And, if they’re not
getting enough profit, then they’ re going to have to cut down
on the care given to the patients, the recipients.” Which is
what they do! Look at theincrease in the cost of health care,
under all kinds of plans, now. Look at the cutsin health care.
Look at the number of hospitals that are closed. Look at all
these things that we go through here.

Human beings are being treated as human cattle. And
they’retold, that that’ s the best they can get, if they'reinthe
lower 80% of the family-income brackets. They vote that
way! Citizensdon'’t votefor what’ sgood for the nation. They
vote, for alittlething they think they can get. They say, “Well,
thiscandidate’ sgoing to give usthis. And we think we ought
to unite, and get it.” They don't say, “What's good for the
country?’ They say, “Well, maybe, thisguy will giveusthis.”
So, they sell themselves; they sell their birthright for apieceof
pottage. And turn themselves, thus, into virtual slaves again.

This is what has happened to us, this kind of thing. We
have peoplewho think of themselvesas peoplein power. And
we think of ourselves as people who are under the thumb of
those in power. We think of ourselves as predatory animals,
who are the guys on top, and the victims, the animals on the
bottom. And we begintothink likeanimals. Webegintoreact
like animals. And, out of that, you get some fascists, and
thingslike that.

So, what' s happened is this, is, when you discuss issues
in campaigns, what do you get?L ook at what “the others” are
doing? Arethey talking about thegreat crisis, theworst crisis,
inmodernhistory, coming down, now?Arethey talking about
the changes in policy needed? The changes in axioms and
definitions and postulates, needed to get this nation through
thecrisis?No. They'retalkinga“plan,” withintheframework
of existing policies, and doctrines, to makeasdlight adjustment
in the coefficients. A little more for this bracket of income.
A little less for this one. You'll have to sacrifice for this.
Fiscal austerity.

The Challenge of Space Exploration

Now, let’ slook at the economics of this, just to makethis
clear: There is a Washington Post. And if there’s one this
worse than the Democratic National Committeein Washing-
ton, D.C., it' sthe Washington Post. Their capacity for telling
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thetruth isat aminimum. Today, they demonstrated how bad
they are, by an attack on the President, of all people: You
would think he' s bad enough, that they would approve him.
But they attacked him on his proposal to do something about
space exploration. Hmm?

Now, theargument, of course, isthefollowing. Let’ slook
at the history of the space program; this gives you a typical
idea, of what the Post thinksthey can sell, demonstrates what
they think the state of mind of the population of their readers
is. And the state of mind of their readers, if it’ swhat the Post
estimates, isvery, very low. I'll explain to you.

What about the space program? What about Bush’ s—he
sayswe' re going to have a space program. Well, Bush, in his
own stumbling way, has done one thing right. It must come
asasweet relief to all of us, that this President, so ill-chosen,
could do one thing right. Maybe he might even be ableto do
two thingsright! Like walking the dog, or something.

All right, what's the point? We had a space program,
which was announced by President Kennedy, who was not
exactly adummy. Now, what did this space program do? This
space program unleashed a technologica revolution in the
United States, such that for every penny we spent onthe space
program, we got at least a dime back, in terms of benefits.
Benefits, which were produced by scientific discoveries and
technological progress, generated within the space program,
which then spilled over into other parts of the economy, to
increase the quality of life and the productive power of our
people.
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LaRouche Youth Movement
members confront DNC
Chairman Terry McAuliffe,
Nov. 4, 2003. Like the
murderers of the poet Ibykusin
Schiller’ s poem, McAuliffe will
be subject to the judgment of
the Erinyes. “ He seesthem
coming! They're coming to get
him! He' s about to confess!”

So, the space program was not money thrown into outer
space. The space program was money invested, in increasing
the productive powers of the American people by a factor of
up to 10! For every hit spent on it. The same thing would be
true now.

Now, here’ swhere Bush, of coursg, fails. I’ ve been at the
spaceprogram, and I’ vebeen attacked for it over along period
of time. What's the point of the space program? We go into
outer space, because we're in search of something called
“power.” We on Earth, are searching for power on Earth,
through space exploration! Why? This comesto the hard part
| promised you.

In ancient Greece, and before ancient Greece, a concept
existed, called” spherics.” Now, sphericsisrather elementary.
If you don’t have any definitions, axioms, and postul ates, or
other such trash hanging around, and you look up to try to
understand what’ s going in the nighttime sky, or by special
methods, by looking at the nighttime sky in daylight, then
you readlize that you' re looking out, and you' re seeing these
objects, theseilluminated objectsin space—starsand planets.
Andthere’ saprocessof motiongoing on, inthewholesystem,
and there's motion within the system of motion. Now, you
don’t know how far these objects are away from Earth. You
just know the angular distance between them, asyou observe
them; and the changes in angular distance. This was called
spherics.

And al mathematics, and all mathematical physics, of
the early Greeks, was based on the Egyptian conception of
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spherics, which you can find expressed in the Pyramids of
Giza, about 2700 B.C. The Pyramids contain exhibitions of
elementary principles of spherics. This was the work of
Thales of lonia. Thiswasthework of the Pythagoreans. This
was the basis for the mathematics of people such as Plato.

So therefore, looking up, you find these anomalies. And
you could come up with adefinition, when you discover cer-
tain physical principles by making these kinds of observa-
tions. First of al, you say, “How is the universe run?’ The
universe. We are here in the universe; how is this universe
run, from the standpoint of spherics? Thereare certain princi-
pleswe call “universal physical principles.”

Fromthat beginninginancient Egypt and Greece, through
the Platonic process, the pathway charted by Plato, we came
toamoregeneral understanding, of universal physical princi-
ples, including microphysics—nuclear physics, and below.
So, we discovered these universal physical principles. What
are we looking for? We're always going back to this stand-
point of spherics, of looking at the universe, in which we're
located, and trying to discover what principlesare universal,
inall partsof theuniverse.

How do wedothat?Wedo that by astronomy. We do that
theway Kepler discovered the principle of gravity, uniquely.
We do it by taking the same approach to microphysics. We
find a relationship between the microphysical and the astro-
physical—these kinds of things: universal physica princi-
ples. What happens in space exploration? We are looking
out to the universe! To do what? To discover new physical
principles. Universal physical principles, which, oncediscov-
ered, will beapplicableto our lifeon Earth. And that’ sexactly
what the Kennedy space program demonstrated.

If youlook out at the challenge of exploring space, you're
forcing yourself to see problems and opportunities, which
show you principles you otherwise would not discover.

Now, let's take where Bush missed the point; where the
space program now misses the point. Mars-Moon explora-
tion: Von Braun earlier, back in the 1950s, said that if we're
going to send someoneto Marsin thefuture, we would never
send one ship. And he used as his example, the fact that Co-
lumbus had three ships, when he crossed the Atlantic. Why?
Because you' re going into the unknown. And you can never
build into an exploration of the unknown, a pre-certainty of
what you're going to find. Therefore, when you go to the
unknown, you are going into the area of the unexpected. And
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what isgoing to happen, if it’ simportant, is going to be unex-
pected. You're not going to prove something you already
know. Y ou’ re going to find something you didn’t know! And
you're going to run into an encounter with it. And your life
may depend upon your ability to deal with that encounter. So,
you don’'t send one lonely ship out there.

Y ou don't take amodel of the shuttle, and sendit onatrip
to Mars! That would be idiocy! You wouldn’t even send a
shuttle-type model to the Moon, regularly. We did it once.
We did it to demonstrate a point. But there is a larger risk
involved. Goingto Marsisatremendousrisk. Now, travelling
that distance asahuman being, over the monthsit would take
over agravity inertial flight, or alow-powered flight, isalso
a high risk. You're going out, and subjecting human bodies
into conditions which are unknown. Y ou don’t know what
the effect of thiskind of environment is on the human body.
You're taking a very long trip, if you're using an inertial
flight, or alow-power flight. When you get there, you don’t
know what you'’ re going to berunninginto, for human beings.

Therefore, what you do, is you haveto carry alogistical
capability, for adapting to problems—first beforehand: We
need amore powerful form of flight. We need ahigher order
of power. We need at least huclear propulsion. You would
never send anybody to Mars, that’s a human being, with any
less capabl e system, than nuclear propulsion. What isrecom-
mended, is thermonuclear fusion propulsion. Which has a-
ready been worked on, that problem. Becauseif you had alg
rate of acceleration, by propulsion, guess how long it would
take you to get to Mars? Y ou go up to mid-point at a certain
speed; then you decelerate down into Mars. How about a
weekend flight? Or, how about a few days' flight, or aweek
flight?

Sotherefore, what yourequire, then, isal ogistical system,
extending from Earth, by way of the Moon, into space, to
make these kinds of explorations, into the known, into the
unexpected! What's the result? What do we discover? We
discover new things about the Solar System we didn’t know.
And these things will reflect our understanding of what is
going on on the planet Earth itself.

Thiswill give us new technologies, for example, for de-
vel oping the Sahara Desert, for managing thisplanet. So, this
is not some kind of ajoy-ride. It is not aweekend excursion,
to an entertainment park. Thisis very serious business. And,
it's from this sort of thing, that we get the scientific technol-
ogy, which enables man to increase the productive power
of mankind on this planet; to find better ways of managing
relatively scarce natural resources, and things of that sort.

So, what Kennedy had in mind, or what he proposed, was
not some joy-ride into space. What he proposed was a thrust
into the unknown, which would open up to usnew knowledge
of what goes on in the universe, including what goes on on
Earthitself. And what we can do on Earth.

So, just asinthefirst phase of the K ennedy spaceprogram,
crash program, so now a space program would function as
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a science-driver, to give us the new technologies, the new
principles, toincreasethe productive powersof manon Earth.

A Mission for Global Development

Look at what we have in China, for example: We have a
country of over 1.3 billion people. It scrowded largely into a
coastal region, andthey’ revery poor people, for themost part.
Somearefairly rich, but most arevery, very poor. Theinland
regions are poorly developed. Therefore, for the future of a
Chinese population, which isgrowing, you need to build vast
infrastructural systemsin China: water systems, of the type
that are being developed; power systems, especialy nuclear
power, absolutely indispensable; large-scalemasstransit sys-
tems, like rail systems and magnetic levitation; new urban
centers; the transformation of land, of relatively arid, poor
land, into richer land, by these kinds of processes. These
things are all necessary for humanity.

But we havelimited resourceson thisplanet. Tothenorth
of China, in Central Asiaand North Asia, you have vast re-
sources under desert and under tundra. But these minerals
themselves, which were deposited largely by living pro-
cesses, hillions of yearsago—achalk cliff: how many trillion
dead bodies of animalsarein achalk cliff? Wefind minerals.
We find them, how? They’re deposited by the bodies of ani-
mals, or plants, in the Earth, in the fossil areas of the Earth.
Wego down there; wedig them out. How dowereplacethem,
if we usethem up? These are the kinds of questionsthat have
tobefaced, if we'relooking at two or three generationsahead.

WEe retrying to give an orientation to the meaning of life,
if we care, not about just going along to get along, in our
generation, but we think about the future of humanity. These
are also morally important. Because we're all going to die.
But, what assures us of immortality? Certainly not Tom De-
Lay. Certainly not John Ashcroft. What assures us of asense
of immortality, is ademonstration that we, as human beings,
do havein practice an immortality, which we express by sci-
entific and other progress. When we transmit cultural knowl-
edge and so forth, and scientific knowledge, from thework of
our generation into future generations, we are expressing the
immortality of human beings. An immortality which does
not exist in animals. The immortality of those ideas, which
represent these discoveries.

So, when you look back, today, toward Archimedes, or
Eratosthenes, or other great names known to usfrom science,
we are reliving what went on in their minds, to make these
original discoveries, on which we continue to depend today.
Weseethat kind of connection of ourselvesto thosewho went
before us. And we wish that we would be that kind of people,
who had a similar relationship to those who come after us.
Theideathat our dying isnot for nothing. That our dyingisa
point at which we ceaseto beliving people, but what we have
represented lives on, after us, as a benefit and improvement
for coming generations. That is our sense of immortality, in
our practiceinlife.
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When we gointo space, to explore space, to make discov-
eries, whichwill improvethe condition of lifeof future gener-
ations of humanity, we know that our coming and going,
between birth and death, is not a mere existentialist exercise
of being thrown on a mud-heap. That life means something.
That lifeisamission. And for people to sense themselves as
human, and to treat others among them as human, they must
have some sense of mission in life. Y ou must have amission
inlife, apurposefor living! Something that iscounterposed to
therate of adolescent and ol der generations' suicides, whichis
increasing in the world today.

What will save this planet, what gives you the courageto
face whatever you have to face, for humanity, is a sense of
mission: That your lifeisapenny, and that you' re spending it
wisely. Andthat expenditureof your penny, meanssomething
which honors your ancestors and is a benefit to those who
come after you.

This senseislost in the population today. It's lost, espe-
cialy with the Baby-Boomer generation. And you have this
conflict, between the youth generation, the young people, the
18 to 25 group; and their parents' generation. The parents
generationhaveno senseof immortality. They seek itinplaces
like Tom Del ay’ sbarroom (or whatever else he hasthere, in
place of the barroom he used to attend). They don’t seek it
withinthemeaning and practiceof their ownlives. They don’t
see society as having a mission. They think of what they're
getting out of life. They’'re like Hamlets, who was willing to
goout anddie, and bekilled; but helacked the courageto save
hisnation, becausehehad nofaithintherebeingameaningfor
hishaving lived, after he’' s dead.

And that’ sthetypical problem of politicianstoday. What
you're looking at with this group, of “others,” at their very
best, they are Hamlets. They are futile existence, with no
senseof thefuture, with no mission, no purpose. And, because
they have no sense of mission themselves, when anation like
our own needs a mission—it isnot fromthem, you’ Il get one!

My jobistogivethe peopleof the United States, in partic-
ular, asense of mission, our mission, asanation in theworld.
What we have to do, among nations, to lead other nations—
by leadership, not by rule; not by domination; not by giving
orders. But by being a factor of leadership on this planet,
which gets this planet out of this horrible danger before us
now.

And those who don't have that, shouldn’t be President.
Roosevelt had something of that. Lincoln certainly did.
Franklin certainly did. All of our best national leaders had a
sense of mission, of their life, asapenny spent for the advan-
tage of coming humanity, and for honor of previous genera-
tions. That islacking in our politics today.

And my job, above all else, above what | must do as
President: My job isto bring that sense of mission, and that
sense of immortality, of each individual back into our poli-
ticsagain.

Thank you.
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Dialogue with LaRouche

Hereisasmall selection of the open discussion, which lasted
nearly three hours. The full transcript and webcast are ar-
chived at www.larouchein2004.net. Debra Freeman,
LaRouche' s national spokeswoman, was the moderator.

Congressand Overtime Pay

Freeman: I' dliketo goto someof the questionsthat have
been submitted viathe Internet, and also to entertain acouple
of questions that came in from ingtitutional representatives.
We have one question from asitting member of Congress. He
said: “Mr. LaRouche, there’s been very heavy criticism of
the U.S. Congress for not standing up to Bush, when he has
pursued variousbad policies. But during thelast session, Con-
gress enacted what was much-needed legidation, to ensure
that some 18 million lower-income workers in the United
States would be entitled to overtime pay. Last week, the De-
partment of Labor—I assume under the instruction of the
President—put out guidelines instructing employers how to
legally avoid paying those 18 million, that overtime.

“My question to you, iswhat do you do, in asituation like
that, if you' re amember of Congress?’

LaRouche:: Thisiswherethe party system breaksdown.
Thefunction of apolitical party, particularly the members of
the party in the Congress, is to deal precisely with an issue
like this. Thisis alegitimate campaign issue, as opposed to
the garbage you’ ve been getting from some of these“ others,”
in the campaign so far.

Thisisascandal! It'sascanddl. It’ safraud. It’ sanobvious
attempt to defeat alaw, which has been enacted by Congress,
aresolution. And, it's animmoral decision that was made to
try to defeat that. They’ retrying to cheat people, at atimethat
peopl e are getting poorer—and cheating poorer people. They
canspend $87 billiononafundfor Irag, tobail out Halliburton
and Bechtel, and they can’t spend for people.

The other side of the thing, is the whole character of this
kind of legislation, and thiskind of behavior fromtheadminis-
tration, istotally immoral and incompetent. Y ou do not use—
everyoneshould know: Y ou don’ t use Schwarzenegger meth-
ods! Y oudon’tterminatethepopulation! Todea withacrisis.

What you do, is the opposite of fiscal austerity. Under
depression, the way to deal with adepression, isto put people
towork! By putting people to useful work, you increase the
total product. Y ou increase the income, of a state, of the na-
tion. Y ouincreasetheincomeand theproduct, you' reincreas-
ing the national output, and you're increasing the national
income, you' re increasing the national tax-revenue base. So,
cuts, particularly cuts in productive employment, are the
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worst thing you can do.

Now, the overtime thing is typical of this. We're laying
people off, and now people are demanding that those who
remain employed increase their hours of work! In the case of
Wal-Mart, you don't get paid for the extra hours you work—
at al! And, if you need the job, you stay and you eat it—eat
theloss; it'srea davery.

Theproblemis, here sthefailure of the Democratic Party,
in particular. The Democratic Party is supposed to be the
champion of the people. It’ s supposed to deal with theforgot-
ten man and woman. It’ s supposed to help take care of those,
who can not take care of themselves. To represent them—this
isacitizen! A citizen has rights. We are here to protect the
rights of the citizen, when the citizen, as an individual, can’t
doit, or asmall group. We areto give justice to the people.

And when these fools, these “others,” get up there and
babble about their plansthat don’t mean anything, and don’t
take on the issues of that type, the so-called “ bread and butter
issues,” which are routine, you clamor! A real party, would
create a clamor—Bush would stop that in the morning! Y ou
build up several issues like that—Bush would lose the elec-
tion, in advance! You build up a number of scandals about
what they’re doing to people, and make it clear. He's lost!
Right then and there.

But, this bunch of guys are going to throw the election to
him, given achance. A re-electionto him. And hewon’t even
know he's President.

So, that’ sthe probleminthisthing. When the party system
faillsasaparty, to takethison, then theindividual member of
the legislature realizes, that he needs, or she needs, a party.
Because, as an individual, he does not have the clout, unless
he’ savery exceptional person, to havethat kind of influence.
But, asignificant number of membersof the Congress, united,
can changethe situation, in acaselikethis.

The problem is, the Democratic National Committee
doesn’t want it to happen. This happened with Schwarzeneg-
ger in California: The reason the Democratic Party lost the
state of California to a Beast-Man, to a Schwarzenegger, a
son of a Hitler-lover—huh?—who doesn’t seem to lack any
of those parental qualities himself: Because the Democratic
National Committee put the lid on the Democratic Party’s
fight against Schwarzenegger. And Lieberman led thecharge,
one of the candidates.

Andthat’ swhy the Democratic Party lost California. And
that’s why people in California are going to suffer now, be-
cause the Democratic Party told the governor not to fight; not
tofight serioudly. If hehad fought seriously, we' d havewon—
as we proved with the youth movement in Los Angeles
County, and we proved in the Bay Area. That what we were
doing as the youth movement there, could win. And would
win. But, in the rest of the state, we lost, because the ever-
loving Democratic Party, and astrain of candidates, including
Wesley “No-Good” Clark, came out there, to put the lid on
theissue.
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So therefore, the importance of having a fighting party,
whichwill deal with thesethings, whenthereisnoother forum
to deal with them, is the difference. And that’s what we've
got to create. We've got to get rid of this DNC crowd now.
We' ve got to shake thething up. And | think nothing isgoing
to work, until we do shake them up.

Or, until the Erinyes come, and scare the pants off them.

Behind the Dollar Collapse

Freeman: The next question comesfrom somebody who
sat on the Council of Economic Advisors, during the first
Clinton Administration. He says. “Mr. LaRouche, on ques-
tions of economicsand global finance, I'm sureyou’re aware
of thefact that sometimesyou arecriticized asbeinganalarm-
ist. But, last week, | wasvery surprised to hear to aspeech by
Robert Rubin, in which he clearly echoed what you’ ve been
saying. One of the points that Robert Rubin made, isthat the
current policy of driving down the dollar, and of supporting
thelow dollar, which is clearly the policy of thisadministra-
tion, would be incompetent, and a bad policy under any cir-
cumstances. But, he said that in adollarized world, it is cata-
strophic. | don't think that people understand exactly what he
meant, and | think it would be useful, if you would please ex-
plain.”

LaRouche:: In a certain way, a certain sense, the state-
ment istruethat theadministrationisdriving down thedollar.
But, it’ sdriving down the dollar, by existing. And then, after
discovering that it’ sdriving down thedollar, it comesup with
an explanation, and gives an excuse, saying it'sagood thing
todrivedownthedoallar. It'slikeafellow, you know, driving
acar down the street, and he hasn't repaired it very well. And
onewheel after another isfalling off the automobile. He says,
“Look, that's the way to drive an automaobile.” The car was
coming apart, and now he' stried to make avirtue out of it—
“without whedls, it's cheaper.”

The point here, is, that people believe in money!

Money hasnointrinsicvalue. Money isapromissory note,
by somebody, sometimes a government, which is worth
something, if the government’s any good and controls its
money. Value does not lie in money! Value lies in physical
production, physical effects; such as, food, clothing, shelter,
basiceconomicinfrastructure, masstransit. Technol ogiesthat
improve the productive powers of mankind. The education
that enlivensthe productive powers of the individual mind of
the student, and so forth. Cultural activities, which give peo-
ple the insight into the forms of cooperation which increase
man’ swelfarein society. These are economic values.

When you start to measure things in money terms, it's
fraud.

The thing that has to be pointed out on this, and I’ m sure
the questioner would understand this: Look, take one set of
figures. What is the magnitude, or the estimable magnitude,
of the outstanding short-term claims, in financial derivatives,
sitting on top—in terms of hundreds of trillions of dollars—
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sitting ontop of aworld which haslittle morethan $40trillion
of annual output? What is the value of adoallar, in which the
current account deficit isover $1 trillion? Where the national
debt issoaring to $1 trillion? Where the amount of debt inthe
system isbeyond the actual value of the whole system?

So, the point is, that what is wrong, is that 40 years of
policy has been wrong, especially since the 1971-72 period.
We are now at a point that there is no solution, except to put
the whole international monetary system through financial
bankruptcy reorganization.

We must, now, put every central banking system—and
the Federal Reserve System—of the world, into bankruptcy,
into receivership, for bankruptcy reorganization. Thegovern-
ment of the United States, as part of this, must put the Federal
Reserve System into receivership, for bankruptcy reorgani-
zation.

The receivership operation will wipe out much of the pa-
per, but the receivership will actually function, as a national
bank, in Alexander Hamilton’ ssense of national banking. We
will then freeze what we have to freeze. We will ensure that
essentially production and services continue, that pensions
are paid, that banks keep their doors open, and things of that
sort. And wewill launch growth on alarge scale: We'retalk-
ing about tens of millions of people being put back to work.
It means large-scale infrastructure; it means large projects,
power projects, power distribution and production; it means
water management projects; it means mass-transit projects; it
means rebuilding our school system; it means rebuilding our
health-care system.

We put peopl e back to work, in useful work, and increase
the amount of wealth, and we can manage our way through.
It will take us a quarter of a century, to work our way out of
this bankruptcy. But, we will be working our way out, suc-
cessfully.

So therefore, all these discussions break down, precisely
at that point, when you consider the magnitude of what's
out there.

Let’ stake, for example, the case of Parmalat. Now, Par-
malatisnot anItalian problem, asl think thequestioner under-
stands. Parmalat is an example of the way an international
parasite, including leading U.S. banking institutions, have
groped around theworld, like Super-Schwarzeneggers, grop-
ing here, groping there, groping here, groping there—to try
to find operations from which they can steal; or which they
can leverage a process of theft. Enron-style, or worse.

Now, some new form, different than what happened in
1998, has emerged. This form reached out to entities like
Parmalat, and said, “Hey! Here's a nice juicy thing. This
processesfood! I’ sahighly successful, most successful food
processor in Europe. Let’s move in on it! Let’s show them
how to make more money—~by going into the market, into
the financial market!” So, who stole the money? Parmalat?
No—it was not Parmalat that stole the money: It was their
bankers! Including certain well-known U.S. bankers—
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largely through operations run through, not Italy—but the
Cayman Islands. Paradise! The Cayman Islands.

So therefore, the problem lies in not facing the fact, that
the dominant U.S. bankers—or alarge part of them—are the
thieves who caused the problem, who are depreciating the
dollar. The dollar has been sucking on the rest of the world.
Japan has reached the limit on bailing out the dollar. Europe
is not going to bail out the dollar any more. So therefore,
the dollar is bankrupt. It has no adeguate flow of funds from
outside the United States, to continue to pump up the Wall
Street bubble.

Therefore, the whole thing has reached the point, the as-
ymptotic point, at which the whole thing is coming down.
And all discussion isunclear, until you raise thisissue. And
what people don’t understand; the reason they don’t under-
stand the gobbledygook, isbecause people don’t take them to
thereal issue. And so, very simply, look: Here' s the debt out
there. Here' sthe world’ s debt, short-term debt—hundreds of
trillions, against aworld whose annual output is estimated at
$40-odd trillion. Now, how are you going to manage that
debt?Y oucan't! Theworldisbankrupt! It’ sfinancially bank-
rupt! And you' re going to have to wipe out most of that debt,
through a financial reorganization, through receivership in
bankruptcy, conducted by governments, aconcert of govern-
ments. There is no other solution.

Onceyou say that, then peoplewill be able to understand
what we' re talking about, about this dollar depreciation. But,
unless you're willing to explain to people that we have to
bankrupt the system, in order to save the economy, until you
tell them that, they don’'t understand what you're talking
about. That’ sthe problem.

‘Lift Every Voiceand Sing. . .’

Freeman: Next question comes from someone in Ala
bama, who is a fairly well-known former civil rights leader
in that area. He says, “Mr. LaRouche, | was just a boy in
Birmingham, Alabama, when | got involved in Dr. King's
movement. | did it because | wanted to be part of what he
was doing, and | did it against my parents wishes at the
time. And | can tell you | was scared. | was so scared, that
| can still remember the taste of that fear when we were
loaded into the wagons, to be carted off to Governor Wal-
lace' s jalls.

“Ontheway, | have avery distinct memory of one of the
older boys, who | believe had been trained by SNCC, who
started to sing. He had a good voice, but not a remarkable
voice. But beforelong, wewere all singing, too. And we kept
singing thewholetime we werethere. The more we sang, the
more we annoyed the guyswho were running the prison. And
that was certainly good. But, it's also the case that the more
we sang, the less scared | felt, and to this day, | don't really
know why that was.

“But oneof your organizerstold methat your youth move-
ment in Washington, D.C., has been marching through the
ghetto singing. Isit to aleviate people's fear because of the
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crisis? Or is there something more involved? I'd redly be
interested to hear what you say about this. And | hope to see
you in Alabamasoon.”

LaRouche:: No, it's the positive thing that’ s important.
It does have this ameliorative effect, but the positive thing is
what’ simportant. It’ swhy I’ ve emphasized this business, in
our organization al along. I’ve been hammering people, on
the issue of the Florentine bel canto model of the human
singing voice, and of Classical composition.

For example, let’s take one background, in general his-
tory. Let’ stake something like Sanskrit, and the V edic before
it. Now, what we have, as was emphasized by Tilak in his
Orionand later Arctic Home, isthat, Vedic transcripts, Vedic
poems, which by internal evidence refer to astronomical cit-
ings, positions, dating from between 400 and 600 B.C., show
acertain level of culture at that time, and so forth. But they
also show something el se: that during thisperiod, thisinterval
of approximately 6,000 to 8,000 years ago, during thisinter-
val, or the greater part of it, the transmission of these poems
which contain thisastronomical data, so to speak, were trans-
mitted by word of mouth, by chanters; chanters, who, to this
day, as Sanskrit chanters, often did not know the language
they’resinging in!

But nonetheless, as a study at Poona was done, by the
experts there, which showed that the degree of variation, of
disagreement, among thechanters, isminimal. That thechant-
ing form, the poetic form, preservestheintention, astheloose
spoken word does not, or written word does not. Thus, it
shows that the quality of musicality, which is biologically
built into the design of the human being, isadevice by which
we are able to maintain memory, and to reconstruct memory.
And therefore, the singing of certain types, which conforms
to these principles, becomesaway of sharing thecommunica-
tion of ideas, among people, and effects a sense of unity
among people who participate in it, which is not otherwise
achievable.

This is demonstrated by good choral training, and bel
canto voice training, and so forth. These qualities which are
shown by more and more sophisticated types of song, that
these qualities actually bring to the surface effective use of
powersof themind, which are otherwiselacking. To giveyou
anexample, you often seeontelevision, for example, or radio,
announcers who speak, and they speak like ticker-tape. And
you find it extremely difficult to find out what the meaning is
of what they were saying, if there was any meaning, indeed,
therel Y oufind that, actualy, cultivated speechisareflection
of the same principles as singing, as Classical singing. That
the mind respondsto this. Y ou can not expressirony or meta-
phor effectively in ticker-tape speech. You can not do just
run-on words. Y ou can not level out. Y ou have to have musi-
cality, you have to have articulation, you have to pause. All
of these kinds of characteristics, which are in poetry. You
must have them.

And so, therefore, when people are sharing—disunited,
a bunch of people, on the streets—a common purpose, but
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disunited—how do you have them come to the point, that
they’re ableto speak asif with one voice, with one purpose?
To not only express that outwardly, but to know they’re ex-
pressing a common intention outwardly, to an audience, but
also to themselves? So, therefore, you bring about a sense of
unity, coherence, and mission orientation, whichisotherwise
lacking. Y outakean amorphousmassof people, and suddenly
they become a force. And when you sense you are a force,
you feel much more powerful.

| cantell you, and | guarantee that our youth will tell you
this about Washington, D.C. too, that the singing givesyou a
sense of yourself asaforce. And it creates asense of response
in the people you' re singing to, who sense that you represent
aforce. And they want to be part of that force. They want to
participate in that force. And therefore, thisis a positive fea-
ture, essentially. Eventhough it doestend to ameliorate nega-
tiveeffects, itisnot primarily negative, itisnot afear reaction.
It'ssaying, in an emergency, make yourself aforce.

DNC Committing a Crimevs. the Constitution

Q: Hi there, Lyn. We' ve had alot of fun thisweek, meet-
ing with our chairman of the Utah Democratic Party, Mr.
Donad Dunn. We talked to Dunn, and one of the ideas we
wanted to get across, was the sacredness of theinstitution of
the Presidency. And why is it, that the Democratic Party is
shutting you out of this process. And Dunn’s response was,
“WEell, Mr. LaRouche can run as an independent. That’ sfine.
But, thisisaprivate party.”

What’ s your response to that?
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With Classical bel canto
singing, LaRouche said, “ you
bring about a sense of unity,
coherence, and mission
orientation, which is otherwise
lacking. You take an

amor phous mass of people, and
suddenly they become a force.
And when you sense you are a
force, you feel much more
powerful.” Here, LaRouche
campaign organizersin
Washington, D.C. in
December.

LaRouche:: Ha-ha. Okay. Well, let’sput it in acage and
lock thedoors. Let’scall it a“ private party.” And you can go
there on weekends to get drunk all you want to.

But—you're not going to do that, to run this nation.
Y ou’ re not going to exclude, do anything which isexclusion-
ary, whichinjurestheright of any other part of the population.
Thisisatotally voluntary procedure.

Besides, on top of this, the more important thing is, that
theaccusationsagainst LaRouche arealie. They’ reknown to
be alie to the Demacratic Party leadership. Anybody who
condones a crime like that, of lying to defraud the people of
access to a candidate, is criminal. If you support them, you
are committing a crime: that you are giving to McAuliffe,
who isaperson of doubtful morals himself, an authority over
you, which you shouldn’t accept. By accepting that, you de-
gradeyourself, and betray your nation, and betray the Consti-
tution.

This thing was put into effect through the influence of a
section of the Justice Department, which is the most corrupt
and evil right-wing bunch of bastards, the Justice Department
has; that it was the son of that bastard, who did this with the
Democratic Party. It was a violation of the Constitution, in
support of a doctrine espoused by a fascist member of the
Supreme Court, Antonin Scalia. That’ sthefact of the matter.

Therefore, thisisacrime. It’ sacrimeagainst the Constitu-
tion. | don’t care what the judge says: It' sa crime against the
Congtitution. And if you support it, you are an accomplice to
that crime. You've got to decide whether you're a man, or
amouse.
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Bremer’s Transition’: Shotgun
Wedding Will Not Work In Iraq

by Muriel Mirak-Weissbach

The American plan to effect a “transition” to a new Quisling Following extensive discussions, al-Hakim appealed to

government in Irag, reminds one of the attempt to organize &N Secretary General Kofi Annan at the end of the year,

shotgun wedding at which the bridegroom does not appear. asking that the UN intervene, in order to introduce legitimacy

U.S. proconsul Paul Bremer finds himselfin the embarrassininto the drafting of a constitution and holding of elections.

role of the father of the bride. If Ayatollah Ali al-Husseini al- International law gives the UN this authority. Annan replied

Sistani. the highest authority of the Shi’ites, does not agree ton Jan. 8, according to a UN spokesman, but no details were

the plan, what Bremer wishes to impose, will not happen. And released. Annan’s overall position has been that, if one wants

this is exactly the way events are unfolding. to meet the June 30 deadline for transfer of power, there is
The plan revolves around an agreement struck on Nov. not adequate time to organize elections, which would require

15 between Bremer’s Coalition Provisional Authority (CPA) a census and the issuance of voter registration or other identi-

and the Iragi Governing Council (IGC), arsatzgovernment  fication documents. This is the U.S. position as well, and

made up of Iraqis handpicked by the CPA. According to theWashington has been putting pressure on the Secretary Gen-

deal, an interim government is to be selected by regional eral to stand firm. Accordihg/atan in Saudi Arabia on

caucuses, and to take power on July 1. Elections are promiseldn. 10, Annan planned to send a special delegate to al-Sistani,

for next year, 2005. to explain that elections would take too much time, and that
Al-Sistani, who is based in Najaf, has repeatedly madeherefore, the Bremer plan should be accepted. An AP wire

clear that he will not accept such a procedure, as it violates  at the time quoted a “senior British official” who “said on

international law; and demands that orderly elections be heldondition of anonymity that Annan could play a key role in

both for a parliament, and for a constituent assembly towrite  convincing al-Sistani that holding direct elections so soon is

a constitution. What al-Sistani says, goes, for the majoritimpossible. That could lead to a greater acceptance within

Shi’ite population in Irag (and elsewhere). On Jan. 15, thirty-  Iraq for the transition process formulated by the United

five thousand people demonstrated in Basra in favor of alStates.”

Sistani, demanding elections. Abdel Aziz al-Hakim, leader

of the Supreme Council for the Islamic Revolution in Iraq ‘Halfway to the Resistance’

(SCIRI), and a member of the Iragi Governing Council, has  That proved an illusion. The Shi'ite leader maintained his

been in constant contact with al-Sistani, whose outlook he  principled stand. Bremer metwith IGC officials—whointurn

shares. According to high-level Iranian sources in discussiomwere meeting al-Sistani—in early January. The cited Iranian

with EIR, al-Hakim supports al-Sistani unconditionally. source IR on Jan. 8, that al-Sistani would not capitulate.

“There is no way that a foreign occupying force will be able to A statement from his office said the U.S. plan for atransitional

elect (evendirectly) agovernment,” the source said. “Political governmentin June, and elections next year, “does not ensure

and religious leaders do not accept any ‘American’ gov-in any way the fair representation of the Iragi people.” Sistani

ernment.” insisted that elections be held before June, and, if that is not
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feasible, that there must be “ another solution that is honest to
thelragi peopl€e’sdemands.”

On January 11, Adnan Pachachi, a leading figure of the
IGC and former diplomat in Irag, met with al-Sistani, in an
effort to break the deadlock. In a declaration issued through
a spokesman, al-Sistani reiterated his demand that elections
be held. His spokesman said, that any constitution or govern-
ment put together by persons not elected by the Iragi popula-
tion, would not belegitimate. Al-Sistani’ sofficereported that
he had told the IGC the following: “Theideal mechanism for
this[transfer of power] iselections, whichanumber of experts
confirm can be held within coming monthswith an acceptable
degree of credibility and transparency. If the transitional as-
sembly isformed by amechanismthat doesn’t havetheneces-
sary legitimacy, then it wouldn’t be possible for the govern-
ment to perform a useful function. ... New problems will
arise as aresult of this that will only worsen the tensionsin
the political and security situation.”

At the sametime, an advertisement had been placed in an
Iragi newspaper, al-Zaman, quoting al-Sistani as telling a
delegation of tribal leaders that power must rest with Iragis
and “not outsiders’ (Bremer and Co.). The ad had reportedly
been placed by tribal leaders.

The new statement proved to be embarrassing to Wash-
ington. Asan AP wire put it: “ Drafting a new plan to accom-
modate al-Sistani’ s views would make Washington look like
itisallowingitslrag policiesto be held hostage to the wishes
of one man.”

Most important in this recent statement by the Shi’ite
leader, is hishint that “new problemswill arise,” if there are
noelections, and“ will only worsenthetensionsinthepolitical
and security situaiton.” As one Lebanese strategist put it in
discussionwith EIR, thecurrent situationin Iraqbearsaneerie
resemblance to that which obtained in the 1920s resistance
against the British: At that time, the Shi’ites also adopted a
negotiating posture; but, when it failed, they shifted to join
the resistance. Today, a-Sistani is “halfway to joining the
resistance. Heand therest of thelragiswill not accept Ameri-
canruleof Irag. Thereisnoroomfor any compromisewhatso-
ever,” hesaid.

Bremer et a. find themselvesrunning into astonewall, a
fact they appear to have grasped; yet, they have no compre-
hension of the underlying reasons why they cannot simply
dictate their solution. What they must have figured out by
now, isthat if they do not satisfy al-Sistani’ s requirements,
the Shi’ ites could be mobilized into the resistance. Onefatwa
would do it.

A meeting among Annan, three |GC leaders, and repre-
sentatives of the British and U.S. occupying forcesin Irag, is
scheduled for Jan. 19. Following preparatory talks between
Annan, U.S. Ambassador to the UN John Negroponte, and
British Ambassador Emyr Jones-Parry on Jan. 9, UN spokes-
man Fred Eckard told the press. “Everyone wants to see a
successful transition to sovereignty in Irag, and everyone has
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their thinking caps on as to the best way to do that. We are
maintaining an open mind while we listen to whatever the
Britsand Americans put forward to us. and we're also listen-
ing to what the Iragis are saying.”

Separatismin theNorth

On the northern front, the United Statesisfinding that its
Kurdish “partners’ are driving ahard bargain. The two lead-
ing Kurdish parties—the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK)
and the Kurdistan Democratic Party (K DP)—who supported
the U.S.-led invasion, are demanding that the autonomy they
had enjoyed under Saddam Hussein, including a hefty share
of the il revenues, be maintained. Not only that: They have
presented, through their five |IGC members, aresolution call-
ing for the city of Kirkuk to be included in a “historic
Kurdistan” autonomous region of afederated Iraq. Both the
Turkmen organizations inside and outside Irag, as well as
the Turkish government, have adamantly refused any such
arrangement, threatening that, were a Kurdish entity to be
proclaimed, a“ Turkmen” entity would then emerge.

Syriaalsorejectsany step towardsK urdishindependence;
this topic was high on the agenda of the talks which Syrian
President Bashar al-Assad held with Turkish government
leaders during his visit in early January. Referring to those
talks, Assad told CNN-Turk on Jan. 5, “We are opposed, not
only to a Kurdish state, but also to any action against the
territorial integrity of Irag. Iraq’ sfutureisbound to the future
of all of us. For that reason, the break-up of Irag would be a
red line, not only as far as Syria and Turkey are concerned,
but for al the countriesin the region.” He could have added,
“emphatically Iran.”

That any concession to Kurdish ambitions will unleash
ethnic strife, even civil war, isimplied in the bloody clashes
that have occurred in Kirkuk, between Arabs and Turkmen
onthe one side, and Kurds on the other. On New Y ear’ sEve,
Kurdish militiamen from the peshmergas opened fire on a
crowd of 3,000 demonstratorsin Kirkuk, who wereprotesting
the Kurdish parties’ resolution to take over the city, whose
population is divided mainly between Arabs and Turkmen.
On Jan. 2, Arab gunmen killed one Kurd and wounded an-
other, after which there was a shoot-out with police, who
killed two and wounded three. A statement from the Iragi
Turkmen Front denounced Kurdish ambitions, while a Eur-
asian Turkmen party threatened to proclaim an autonomous
Turkmen entity.

| GC rotating chairman Pachachi advised theK urdsto cool
down the situation, to prevent chaos. “We have accepted fed-
eralismin principle,” he said on Iraqi television Jan. 5, “but
there are different forms of federalism in the world, and |
cannot tell you for the moment what the final form will bein
Iraq.” Pachachi’s legal advisor, Feisal Istrabadi, was more
specific: “ Thereisasubstantial agreement that the status quo
in the Kurdish region would be maintained during the transi-
tion period,” but “no one is conceding any ethnic or confes-
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sional grounds asthe basisfor any futurefedera state.” Istra-
badi explained theinsanity of any such approach, by showing
that ethnic and religious communities are not separated in
Irag. “Y ou know what thelargest Kurdish city inlragis?,” he
asked provocatively. “1t's Baghdad. It isn't like you could
draw alineinlragand say theKurdslivehereor the Assyrians,
the Chaldeans, or the Turkomans or the Shi’ ites or the Sunnis
livethere. In the supposedly Shi’ite south, there areamillion
Sunnisin Basra,” he said.

The ambitions of the PUK and KDP do not rest on any
historical or ethnic fact; they are merely the expression of raw
political-economic interests that the two parties’ |eaderships,
not known for their moral integrity, are pursuing. While some
inthe United Statesbelieved they could usethe Kurdsastheir
pawnsinthewar, then put themintheir placein an American-
controlled Irag, the PUK and KDP |leaders are threatening to
turninto Frankenstein monsters, not only eluding the control
of their creators, but turning against them.

Cheney’sNew ‘Oper ation Phoenix’

The problems encountered with both the Shi’ites and the
Kurds may help explain why Bremer shifted his position re-
garding the militias of the two groups. Whereashe had earlier
cultivated theideaof merging thearmed groupsinto an “ anti-
terrorist” force, in early January he reversed himself, and
called for their disarmament. “In a unified Iraq there is no
placefor political parties having armed groups,” Bremer told
reportersonJan. 11. “Wehavenever announced that the coali-
tion was in favor of militia. We believe it is important for
those militiasthat exist to be phased out asraq movestoward
sovereignty,” Bremer said.

Instead of merging the militias, a new plan—this time
concocted by Vice President Dick Cheney—was floated on
Jan. 4, for an Iraqi secret policeforce. According to the Lon-
don Daily Telegraph, the force would cost up to $3 billion
over the next three years, in money allocated from the same
part of the Federal budget that financesthe CIA. For recruits,
it isto draw on elementsin Iragi exile groups, Kurdish and
Shi’ iteforces—in addition to former Mukhabarat agentswho
are now working for the Americans. The Mukhabarat wasthe
notorious secret police organization under Saddam Hussein.
CIA officers in Baghdad are expected to play aleading role
in directing their operations.

A former United Statesintelligence officer familiar with
the plantold the Telegraph, “ If successfully set up, the group
would work in tandem with American forces but would have
its own structure and relative independence. It could be ex-
pected to be fairly ruthless in dealing with the remnants of
Saddam.” The single force would be made up of 10,000
agents; its salaries would be paid by the CIA, which has 275
officerson the ground in Irag. Vincent Cannistraro, aformer
chief of CIA counterterrorism, commented that the program
looked like anew version of Operation Phoenix in Vietnam.
“They’'re clearly cooking up joint teams to do Phoenix-like
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things, likethey did in Vietnam.” Cannistraro said thiswould
involve joint units of Iragis and U.S. special forces, in co-
vert operations.

John Pike, an anti-war critic associated with networks of
the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, added, “ The presence of
a powerful secret police, loyal to the Americans, will mean
that the new Iragi political regime will not stray outside the
parameters that the U.S. wantsto set. To begin with, the new
Iragi government will reign but not rule.”

That sums up quite accurately the overall aim of thosein
Americaand Britain who are struggling to appear to have an
“exit strategy.” As British Defense Secretary Geoff Hoon
made clear on Jan. 2, theplanisthat thetroopswill stay. Hoon
refused to “speculate about numbers,” and said he expected
to see“therole of British forces change, subtly perhaps.” The
British would, he went on, continue to provide security, but
“instead of, in asense, being legally an occupying power, we
will betherein support of atransitional government, assisting
that government on the way, we hope, towards democracy.”
Foreign Secretary Jack Straw, whilein Ammanon Jan. 5, was
more blunt, saying he“could not give an exact timetable” for
troop withdrawal; “I can’t say whether it’s going to be 2006-
2007,” Straw said, and suggested that a“ statusof forcesagree-
ment” would comeinto being withthelragis. Itis“afact,” he
acknowledged, that the troops would stay, not for months,
but “years.”

The same has been stated repeatedly by U.S. figures, who
say that, following the elections projected for 2005, the new
Iragi “sovereign” government will “invite” the occupying
forces to ater their status and name, but stay on to ensure
security. Plans announced to build the biggest U.S. embassy
in the world, a monstrous edifice in Baghdad to house 3,000
employees, speaks volumes. As Pike aptly put it, the Iragis
will “reign but not rule.”

No matter what new |abels one tries to stick onto it, the
Iragi mess remains, and is getting messier, with casualties
mounting asthe resistance growsin size and capabilities. But
were there any serious intention of a stable Irag having a
sovereign and legitimate government, the blueprint for doing
so exists, and hasbeenin discussion among Iragis, and others,
over the past months.

U.S. Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche's Nov.
28, 2003 outline for an effective exit strategy, calls for the
United States to announce its intention to withdraw and
bring in the United Nations, asthe only legitimate mediating
agency by international law. He proposed that the 1958
republican Constitution of Irag be restored, as the basis for
a new Constitution, to be amended as required by a duly
elected congtituent assembly. Significantly, that historic doc-
ument was based on the commitment to an independent
sovereign nation, unifying all components. It stated: “Arabs
and Kurds are considered partners in this Nation, and their
nationa rights within the unity of Iraq are recognized by
this Constitution.”
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The Bank of England, the institution that is the bedrock
of the Venice-modelled Anglo-Dutch central banking system
that has prevailed in Britain since the days of the 1688
’ ol e “Glorious Revolution,” is also being shaken. For the first
NeW Yea_r S P()htlcal time in its history, the Bank is the defendant in a legal case,
. . . accused of lying for nearly 20 years about its regulation of
ShOCkS Str]ke Bntam the notorious Bank of Credit and Commerce International
(BCCI). The case, which began on Jan. 13, is being held in
the same Court 73 which housed the Hutton inquiry into the
death of David Kelly. Itis brought by depositors, who accuse
the Bank of England of misrepresenting the state of BCCI,
An expression of the international political volatility ofatime ~ which collapsed in 1991. The failure was the largest in
of fast-growing financial-economic crisis, is the turbulenceBritish history, leaving 80,000 depositors, most in Britain,
in the British Establishment as the new year begins. The first ~ owed more than £5 billion. The charge now being levelled
days of 2004 have seen elements of the British monarchys “public misfeasance”—that the Bank of England acted
Prime Minister Tony Blair, and the Bank of England facing  dishonestly and recklessly. Evidence includes an internal
dramatic challenges. This reflects intra-Establishment warBank memo from 1982, labelling the hapless BCCI tB8 “
fare, on a scale perhaps unprecedented, at a time when wellitanic.” Three former Governors of the Bank will have
connected British figures have tdidR that they concur with  to testify.
LaRouche, that the global financial system is unsustainable, The case may move into uncomfortable domains. BCCI
and faces upheavals in the period ahead. had been involved in all sorts of illicit activities, including
The first two weeks of January have seen major tremors. being a central funder of the “Afghansi” terrorist operations
First, Michael Burgess, Coroner of the Queen’s Householdin Afghanistan, and being a key player in the Iran-Contra
announced on Jan. 4 that he would be conducting a new  complex. BCCI was nicknamed the Bank of Corruption and
inquest into the death of Princess Diana on the night of AugCriminal Incompetence.
31-Sept. 1, 1997. This was soon followed by leaks from
British police sources, that the official French magistrate’sT he Case of Diana: ‘ Sinister Questions
investigation into the case had been fatally flawed. Prince The 1997 death of Diana is a highly emotive issue in
Charles, the heir to the throne, is being most immediately  Britain: It triggered unprecedented public memorials and pro-
damaged by this unexpected development, although th&ests against the House of Windsor at the time, and millions
shock effects of the new investigation may not be containable  of Britons today—nearly half the population, according to
to him alone. most recent polls—don’t believe that the car crash was an
At the same time, Prime Minister Tony Blair was being accident. For y&aRshas compiled investigative leads to
hit on three flanks simultaneously. First, Lord Hutton, whobuttress that view (see article following).

by Mark Burdman

conducted the official inquiry into the July 17 apparent sui- Coroner Michael Burgess announced thatthe newinvesti-
cide death of British weapons expert David Kelly, announcedjation would be conducted by Sir John Stevens, Britain’s top
he was delaying release of his final report—originally antici-  police officer, as head of the London Metropolitan Police. One

pated in November-December of last year—in response tof Sir John’s recent activities was to investigate the murky ties

a panicked new submission from Blair's 10 Downing Street. of the British secret services, and the Royal Ulster Constabu-

Second, and linked to this, Blair is facing a growing backlashary, to Protestant-“Loyalist” paramilitary organizations in

over his lies and distortions about alleged Iragi weapons of ~ Northern Ireland.

mass destruction (WMD) in the period leading up to the  According to the LondorTimes on Jan. 10, the heads

Iraq war. Third, he is facing an inner-Labour Party revolt ~ of MI5 and MI6 (and the Secret Intelligence Service, SIS),

over his Higher Education bill, which would impose draco-as well as Prince Charles, may be interrogated in the re-

nian tuition fees on university students. The Parliamentvote  opened Diana inquiry. Charles’ name has come to the fore

on this is scheduled for Jan. 27; as of mid-month, over 10ecause, on Jan. 6, tiily Mirror tabloid published the

Labour Party rebels were in opposition. text of what purported to be a 1996 letter by Diana, warning
The three threats in combination could spell Blair's that “my husband” planned to arrange her death in a car

downfall. One London insider affirmed that there is “a battle ~ accident. Informed sources in London and Washington stress

at the highest levels here in Britain” over Blair’'s fate. Harold that the key consequence of the renewed Diana focus, is

Brooks-Baker, publishing director of tHaurke's Peerage  a concerted campaign to prevent Charles from assuming

publication that profiles the British “upper crust,” tokflR  the succession.

on Jan. 12 that a parliamentary vote of no-confidence in One source sees the move against Charles as of a piec

Blair is likely “within three months.” with the thrust to dump Blair, with the aim being to set up a
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new |eadership arrangement that can protect Britain from the
worsening global monetary instability. Interesting in this
light, is that Blair held a private meeting with Charles on
Christmas Eve, and Blair's main political “attack dog,”
Health Secretary John Reid, on Jan. 9 called on Britons to
rally behind the beleaguered Charles.

But even bigger matters may be at stake, affecting the
wider monarchical structure, and linked elementsin France.
The Jan. 10 London Timesrevealed, in afront-page lead arti-
cle which cited British police sources, that they doubt the
authenticity of the French investigation’s blood sample of
Henri Paul, the driver of the car on the night that Princess
Diana died. The French investigators reportedly failed to
carry out the required DNA test, on the blood sample. This
casts doubt on French magistrate's Serge Stephan’s claim,
that thedeath wastheresult of Paul being drunk. The“drunken
driver” angle has been the centerpiece of the cover-up of what
happened that night.

Paul’s family told the paper that it is gratified that the
truth about their son is coming to the surface, and that an
“Establishment cover-up” has prevailed until now. Theirony
now, though, is that the impetus for the new investigation is
coming from certain Establishment circles. Royal biographer
Anthony Holden was quoted: “There is no doubt that the
French inquiry was in many ways unsatisfactory. There are
several legitimate, not to say sinister, questions that need to
be answered.”

‘He Ought To Stand Aside

On Jan. 4, Blair had tried to outflank his domestic prob-
lemswith awell-publicized “surprise” visit to Basrain south-
ernlrag, toboost troop morale. Back home, however, thiswas
being lampooned in leading British pressasacheap publicity
stunt and adiversionary move.

Blair's 10 Downing Street’ sfirst movein the New Y ear,
wasto dispatch alegal brief to Lord Hutton, trying to counter
claims made back in mid-October 2003, on the last day of the
inquiry. The claims were made by Sir Kevin Tebbit, Perma-
nent Undersecretary of theMinistry of Defence, whorevea ed
that he had attended the crucia July 8, 2003 meeting, chaired
by Blair, where the government decided to make Kelly’'s
name public. Thisis of vital importance: first, because the
public naming of Kelly triggered the circumstances leading
to his death; and second, because his naming was central to
the Blair apparatus’ fanatical intent to discredit critics of its
lying claims about Iragi weapons of mass destruction. Back
on July 22, 2003, Blair had stated that he “emphatically”
had nothing to do with Kelly’s being named. But now, an
estimated one-half of the British population believes Blair
islying.

When vigorously challenged on the Tebbit matter, during
the first House of Commons session this year, by Conserva-
tive Party leader Michael Howard, Blair proclaimed that “of
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course” he would have to resign, should it be shown that he
misled the Parliamentarians (MPs). His aim in saying this,
wasto “prove” he could not have deceived M Ps, because had
he done so, he would have resigned!

Certain MPs believe otherwise, especialy as the closely
interlinked issue, Iragi WMD, is proving to be Blair’ s Achil-
les Heel. Whatever the final verdict of Lord Hutton, the
whole edifice of propaganda that brought Britain into the
war, “the imminent Iragi threat,” is dissolving, a process
greatly abetted by the rapidly growing, LaRouche-instigated
anti-Dick Cheney revelations in the United States, such as
the Paul O'Neill book (see article in National). Harold
Brooks-Baker called the O’ Neill dismissal of the Iragi WMD
“the last straw for Tony Blair.” On BBC's “Breakfast with
David Frost” interview show, Blair admitted that “1 do not
know” whether or not there are WMDs in Irag. In response,
Tam Dalydl, longest-serving member (“Father”) of the
House of Commons, proclaimed: “My view is that Parlia-
ment has been deceived’— implicitly taking Blair at hisword
on resigning.

No-Confidence Vote Coming

David Clark, a former Labour government advisor, has
asserted, inaJan. 9 London Guardian featurereprinted in the
July 11 Sunday Telegraph, that Blair is “unfit to govern”
whatever thefinal conclusions of the Hutton inquiry, because
thetestimony, includingfromBlair’ sown Chief of Staff Jona-
than Powell, hasreveal ed “ a pattern of misrepresentation and
selective disclosure” by the government about Iragi WMD.
“The plain truth is that had we known then what we know
now (and, moreto the point, what the government has known
all along), the [ September 2002 Blair dossier on Iragi WMD]
would have been laughed out of town.”

Onthethirdfront, Blair isrunninginto seriousinner-Party
oppositiontohistuition (“top-up”) feespoalicy, apolicy that—
modelled on the “free market” methods of his predecessor
Margaret Thatcher, and onthe morenefariousaspectsderegu-
lation economicsin the United States—seeksto shift the bur-
den for funding higher education away from government
grants, and on to families and individual s, who thereby incur
big debts. Should Blair be defeated on thiswhen it comes up
for avote on Jan. 27, it would be tantamount to a Parliamen-
tary declaration of no-confidence.

While Blair has tried to cajole opponents with various
concessions, he has aso dienated many by charging
them with “betrayal,” as he stated to the BBC's Frost. This
brought some most frosty reactions from his Labour oppo-
nents, most vocally from MP Eric lllsley, who exclaimed
Jan. 12: “Who the hell is he to tell me | am betraying the
country? It's crap.” He attacked the top-up fees measure
as “elitist,” charged that Blair himself “has betrayed the
country,” and advised, “He ought to stand aside, and let
somebody else have a go.”
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An Official Inquest Has
British Royals Frantic

by Jeffrey Steinberg

After adelay of morethansix years, theBritish Royal Coroner
hasinitiated aformal inquest intothedeathsof PrincessDiana
and Dodi Fayed, in an Aug. 31, 1997 Paris car crash. The
mere launching of the probe could spell political disaster for
Prince Charles and also for Prime Minister Tony Blair.

On Jan. 5, Royal Coroner Michael Burgess briefly con-
vened and adjourned theinquest, to allow investigators from
Scotland Y ard to launch thefirst British probe of the Paris car
crash. By law, that probe should have been launched within
days of the burial of the Princess of Wales and Dodi Fayed,
the son of billionaire Mohamed al-Fayed, back in September
1997. But theBritish authoritieschoseto wait until the French
investigation was completed, and all appeals exhausted. For
the British Royal Family, the hope was that, with time, the
issuewould quietly disappear and the* official” inquest would
be an after-thought, grabbing little public attention.

Instead, Royal Coroner Burgess sent shockwavesthrough
Buckingham Palace when he asked L ondon Metropolitan Po-
lice Commissioner Sir John Stevens to oversee the probe.
Stevens has a reputation as a top-notch serious, professional
investigator, who does not shy away from controversy. He
led the 14-year probe into the role of the Royal Ulster Con-
stabulary, the British Army, MI5, and M6 in the assassina-
tions of republican activistsin Northern Ireland, resulting in
thearrestsof 144 people and the prosecutionsand convictions
of 94 people, as of April 2003.

A Jan. 7, 2004 London Timesarticlereported that Stevens
would model his Diana probe on the Ulster investigation:
“Last night police sources said that Sir John had decided the
casewas so important and sensitive that the police operations
should be modelled on investigationshe carried out in North-
ern Ireland into links between the security forces and loyalist
terrorists. Sir John oversaw the lengthy investigations and
appointed asenior officer to runtheinquiry day today in Bel-
fast.”

Indeed, assoon as he was appointed to head up the Diana-
Dodi probe, Stevens named Deputy Assistant Commissioner
Alan Brown to take charge of the investigation. Scotland
Yard Commander David Armond, a leading member of its
anti-terrorism branch, is also going to play a working role
in the probe, which is expected to last 12-15 months. A
senior British law enforcement source close to the Diana
Dodi case confirmed that the investigative team is of the
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highest caliber, and the appointment clearly reflects aBritish
institutional move that is not under the control of the House
of Windsor.

A senior American intelligence source, with long-stand-
ing ties into the City of London, described the Diana-Dodi
probe as a move “to settle the Royal succession once and
for all—and Prince Charlesislikely to be dumped, in favor
of his son, Prince William.” He added, “This is a strategic
move of the highest order, on the part of the Club of the
Isles. It has more to do with the globa policy conflicts
and crises. The British ingtitutions are giving themselves
maximum maneuvering room between continental Europe
and the United States.”

Royals‘Devastated’

The Times also reported on Jan. 7 that “senior members
of the Royal Family reacted with incredulity” to the an-
nouncement of the probe by the Royal Coroner. Prince
Charles has become a central figure in the probe, following
the release of a 1996 letter written by Princess Diana to her
butler Paul Burrell, charging that her ex-husband was schem-
ing to kill or severely injure her in a car crash. Charles “was
devastated” by the probe announcement, a friend told the
Times.

Threedayslater, the Times, infront-page stories, reveaed
that Diana’ sletter “claiming that her husband planned to kill
herinacar crashislikely toleave detectiveswith little choice
but to interview the Prince of Wales, too. . . . Police sources
say that theletter hasacl ear all egation, no matter how extraor-
dinary, that therewas aplan to harm” Diana.

Even more aarming, from the Royals standpoint, the
Timesreported, “Inthe political establishment, therearethose
who believe that we don’t know the whole truth about how
that crash happened. People want to know why it has taken
six-and-one-half years and why the Coroner has chosen this
precise moment to open the inquest. There must be some
compelling reason we don’t know about.”

Anthony Holden, a Royals biographer, told the Times,
“Thereisno doubt that the French inquiry wasin many ways
unsatisfactory. There are severa legitimate, not to say sinis-
ter, questions that need to be answered.” Times reporter Ben
Maclntyre added his own, blunter comment: “The French
investigators stonewalled, hiding behind the rules and creat-
ing an atmospherein which errors or omissions begin to look
like something more sinister. . .. The Diana stonewall has
becomeagrassy knall,” areferenceto the 1963 assassination
of President John F. Kennedy, which was also the subject a
malicious cover-up, the Warren Commission report.

Of course the Warren Commission publicly released a
final report, with a 26-volume appendix, containing many of
the “raw” investigative reports and evidence. At the close of
the two-year probe into the deaths of Princess Diana, Dodi
Fayed, and driver Henri Paul, investigative magistrate Hervée
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The new, official British investigation into the death of Diana
Princess of Walesin 1997, could have greater political impact
even than the demonstrations against the Royals just after her
death.

Stephan issued a terse, one-page statement, concluding that
the Pariscrash had been agardenvariety caseof drunk driving
on the part of Henri Paul. Judge Stephan refused to even
indict any of the paparazzi for violating France’ sstrict “good
samaritan” law, which demands that passersby stop and aid
accident victims.

Henri Paul’ s Blood

Indeed, one of the most controversial features of the
French cover-up has aready exploded in the British press.
The Jan. 10 Times revealed that British investigators are al-
ready convinced that the French bungled the probeinto chauf-
feur Henri Paul’ s allegedly drunken condition at the time of
the crash. Theonly “evidence” pointing to alcohol asafactor
inthecrashwasthepurported Paul blood sample. However, as
the Times noted, British police are concerned that the French
authorities never conducted a DNA test on the blood, to con-
firm it actually came from Henri Paul!

Thisissueis of vital importance because the same blood
sample showed near-fatal levels of carbon monoxide. Henri
Paul would have been incapable of driving a car with such
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high levels of carbon monoxide in his bloodstream. Further
challenging the blood sample evidence, video footage from
the security cameras at the Ritz Hotel, where Paul, Princess
Diana, and Dodi Fayed were, just prior to the fatal car ride,
showed no evidence that Paul was suffering either drunken-
nessor carbon monoxide poisoning. Someone suffering from
acute carbon monoxide poisoning would be in excruciating
pain, and would be suffering from loss of balance. Paul, in
contrast, was seen in the security videos, just moments before
he took the wheel of the Mercedes, fully in control, and ap-
pearing as sober as a church mouse.

Other Pointsof Inquiry

A London source closeto theinquest reportsthat Sir Ste-
vensand his Scotland Y ard team will disect the entire French
probe, reviewing the morethan 6,000 pages of evidence gath-
ered by the French police. Among the other anomalies that
are certain to come up in the British probe:

» Thenearly two-hour lag, from when French emergency
medical teams arrived on the scene of the crash in the Place
d’ AlmaTunnel, and when Princess Dianawasfinally brought
into a hospital emergency room. In the intervening time, the
Princess bled to death. A leading French doctor, who hel ped
establish the Paris emergency response procedures, told EIR
shortly after the crash that Princess Dianawas showing obvi-
ous signs of internal bleeding, and needed to be rushed into
surgery. Under the French emergency response procedures,
which are run by the Army, this doctor reported that Princess
Diana should have been in surgery in less than 30 minutes
from the time the rescue team arrived—and she would have
survived.

» ThemissingwhiteFiat Uno. A number of eyewitnesses,
including an off-duty senior French police official, al saw a
white Fiat Uno collide with the Mercedes carrying Dianaand
Dodi at thetunnel entrance. The car fled the sceneand, despite
anationwide hunt, was never found by the French authorities.
Oneyear after the crash, Judge Stephan had written aninterim
report, in which he declared that the probe could not be con-
cluded without solving the mystery of who was behind the
whesl of the Fiat. One suspect, James Andanson, a paparazzi
who owned a white Fiat Uno (which he repaired and sold
months after the Paris crash), died inamysteriousfire several
years after the August 1997 crash, in what French authorities
arbitrarily caled “asuicide.”

These are but the most egregious of the unanswered
guestions surrounding the deaths of Princess Dianaand Dodi
Fayed. The key question goes back to Princess Diana s own
words to Paul Burrell: Did the British Royal Family and
elements of British and/or French intelligence assassinate
the “Peopl€'s Princess’? Whether the Stevens team ever
gets around to that question or not, the next 12 or so months
promise to be another “Annus Horibilus’ for the House
of Windsor.

EIR January 23, 2004



India’s BJP Can’t Wait,
Wants Elections Now

by Ramtanu Maitra

At the National Executive meeting of the ruling Bharatiya
Janata Party (BJP) on Jan. 12, India's Prime Minister Atal
Behari Vajpayee called for early parliamentary elections, ex-
pressing hope that the resulting government will be in place
before the end of April. The scheduled five-year tenure of
Vajpayee's codlition government, the National Democratic
Alliance (NDA)—which consists of more than 20 parties but
is dominated by the BJP—is scheduled to expire next Sep-
tember.

Analysts point out that the call for early elections was
based on some recent successes enjoyed by the government.
The BJP, and Prime Minister Vajpayeein particular, believe
that these successes can be translated into votes, and that this
should be done before the electorate forgets. The rush also
betrays a certain uneasiness about the future.

But beyond that, as the leading English-language news
daily the Hindu pointed out in an editorial on Jan. 14, the
unmistakable refrain at the Hyderabad party conclave was
that under Vajpayee, India has come close to achieving its
national dreams of glory and prosperity, and that voters
should allow him to continue the good work. In other words,
the BJP will market itself asVajpayee’ s political instrument,
rather than the other way round.

Recent Successes

The most prominent achievement being cited is the spurt
of growth exhibited by the economy during the last two
quarters. India, Asia's third-largest economy, achieved 9%
growth in the second quarter of Fiscal 2003—a significant
jump from the 7.4% in the first quarter. The economists
contend that overall growth for the current fiscal year, which
ends on March 31, will be as high as 8.2%—a little more
than what the Prime Minister had been demanding from
his colleagues.

In addition, V ajpayee’ s government has donewell infor-
mulating and directing foreign policy during the past few
years. His crowning achievement was his highly successful
visit to Chinalast June. Subseguently, both India and China
have deployed high-level special representativesto work out
a framework for talks to resolve the non-demarcated Sino-
Indian borders along the Himalayas. This border of almost
4,000 kilometers was left non-demarcated, despite some ef-
forts by the British Raj during its occupation of India (1857-
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1947). In 1962, India and Chinawere involved in amilitary
conflict over theissue.

It is to the credit of two earlier Indian Prime Ministers,
the late Rajiv Gandhi and P.V. Narasimha Rao, that Sino-
Indian relations have shown significant improvement. The
1998 nuclear explosive tests by India under the premiership
of Vapayee, had suddenly soured relations between New
Delhi and Beijing; but that situation began to change around
2000. Constructive efforts by the Chinese leadership and
Prime Minister Vg payee have now created afavorable envi-
ronment, in which the two countries are expected to be able
to work out a solution in the near future. There are many
signalsin that direction, including Beijing’ s virtual recogni-
tion of the former Himalayan Kingdom of Sikkim as part of
India. Sikkim joined the Republic of Indiain 1975, but China
did not recognize this development. Another indication is
Prime Minister Vajpaye€’ s categorical acceptance that Tibet
is a part of China, while he was visiting Beijing last June.
These movesindicate that thetwo are getting ready to resolve
the border dispute.

India-Pakistan Talks

Vajpayee, during his recent Jan. 4-6 trip to Pakistan,
achieved broad agreements with Pakistani President Pervez
Musharraf. Both |eaders have shown eagernessto resolvethe
five-decades-old enmities and start anew. Both sides seem
agreeable to address not only various economic and trade
issues, but also the vexatious question of the state of Jammu
and Kashmir. Both India and Pakistan continue to lay terri-
torial claim to the state, and they have fought two wars over
it. In 2002, the two countries assembled close to 1 million
soldiers along the borders, armed to the teeth.

Itisexpectedthat V ajpayee, inorder towootheel ectorate,
will also cite his government’s initiatives to expedite trade
and economicintegrationin Southeast and Central Asia. India
is seeking to become an economic partner of the Association
of Southeast Asian Nations(ASEAN)—apowerful ten-mem-
ber economic grouping. In Central Asia, Indiaislooking for
energy cooperation with Kazakstan, and opened an air base
recently in Tgjikistan, to ensure protection of Indian interests
inthe region.

In Afghanistan, following theouster of the Taliban militia
by the U.S. specia forces and the pro-India, pro-Russia
Northern Alliance, India has found apolitical (but not yet an
economic) foothold in that country. According to available
reports, | ndianinitiativesin Afghani stan have beenwel comed
by the U.S.-backed interim government led by President
Hamid Karzai.

Itisalsotothecredit of the BJP-led government that India
has succeeded in maintaining a balanced relationship with
Russig, the European Union, and the United States. When the
improved Sino-Indian relationship starts to bear fruit, it is
expected that Indiawill grow faster economically. While In-
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dian-U.S. relations have flourished in almost every sphere,
New Delhi had no problem in turning down the U.S. request
to send troops to Irag. At the same time, India has further
strengthened its economic and strategic relationswith Iran, a
nation considered by the neo-conservatives in the Bush Ad-
ministration as akey part of the “axis of evil.”

Why the Rush?

While it seems that these achievements of the BJP-led
government will not vanish even if the elections are held in
September, one may question: Why the rush?

One possible explanation is that the BJP fears the fickle
Indian economy, particularly therural sector. Dueto plentiful
rainfall last year, the agricultura sector, which had shown
very slow growth over the last five years or so, got a boost
this fiscal year. It is the agricultural sector’s success that
would help Indiato attain the unexpected 8.2% growth. New
Delhi does not want to tie up its el ectoral future with another
monsoon season (June-August) which may turn out to be un-
satisfactory.

In fact, the BJP has done little for rural India during its
tenure. Rural voters are finicky and they have developed a
habit of remaining focussed on economic issues pertaining to
them. Despite regular efforts of India’s poll anaysts, who
pull out briefsfull of caste, religious, and ethnic equationsto
summarize the outcome of electoral results, New Delhi at the
bottom of itsheart knowsthat unlessrural India, wherealmost
70% of the hillion-plus population lives, is convinced that
the government cares about them, votes will evaporate like
camphor from an uncorked bottle.

Thisisaso why the main political opposition to the BJP,
theIndian National Congressparty, lost three of thefour state
assembly elections last November. The Congress party was
ruling these states, and if one believed what party members
were saying before the election results came out, it would
have seemed that the party would win all the contests. The
Congress party partisanswere busy telling each other that the
secular politics of their party is loved by a vast majority of
the electorate, and the “ Hindu fanaticism” of the BJPis hated
by one and all. What they hid, or never wanted to believe, is
that amajority of the rural population did not like the policy
of spreading poverty around, implemented by some of the
Congress chief ministers under the pretext of achieving so-
cia equality.

Now that the BJP has scored unexpected successesin the
statelevel pollsin November, itsleadersdo not want to allow
the Congressto regroup. It isevident that the Congress party,
whichisindisarray at theleadership level, will not be ableto
mobilize itself to take on the BJP if the elections are held
earlier.

From the look of things, then, it seems that the BJP will
be able to remain the single largest party (it had won 182 of
the 540 parliamentary seats) in the coming elections. A few
months ago, very few analystsin Indiawould have projected
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more than 110 seats for the BJP. But most of the analysts,
who come from the middle or upper-middle class, havelittle
contact with the rural poor. To these analysts, the Vajpayee
administration’s recent successes with Pakistan, China,
Southeast Asia, and Central Asia, and India srefusal to send
troopsto Iraqg, are valid enough reasonsfor the BJP to get re-
elected. However, while the BJP will not lose votes because
of itsforeign policy, it may not gain any because of its suc-
cesseither.

Short-Term Economic Gains

Economic palicy is yet another matter. Most of India's
growth and employment, prior to the boost in the agricultural
sector dueto good rains, remained centered around outsourc-
ing of jobs by other countries to India, and the phenomenal
success of India’s IT sector. Most, if not al, of these jobs
helped the educated urban population, and did little for the
rural poor. A few months ago, when Indian analysts were
predicting a poor showing of the BJP in the coming parlia-
mentary elections, they were eager to point out that the BJP' s
failure was its inability to create employment for the rural
people.

On that score, beside the effect of the good monsoon,
the BJP has little to show. There is no doubt that the Prime
Minister’s persond initiative to connect India s four corners
with four-lane highways has generated some direct, as well
asindirect jobs. According to industry estimates, of the 5,800
kilometer project, half had been compl eted by theend of 2003,
and the project is slated for completion by December 2004.
Despite delays, market players are hopeful the project will
provide a big boost to companies in the steel, cement, and
construction businesses, whileindirect demand will help au-
tomobile sales, housing, retailing, and tourism.

Some of these effects were also visible in the economic
growth reportsfor thefirst two quartersof thisfiscal year. The
Center for Monitoring Indian Economy (CMIE), aMumbai-
based independent economic think-tank, pointed out in its
recent report that theindustrial sector would expand at afaster
rate than previously estimated, boosted by healthy demand
for automobiles and steel, on the back of a consumer-driven
recovery after the farm-dependent economy’ s best monsoon
in a decade. The CMIE expects industry to expand at 6.5%,
higher than the5.5% forecast earlier. Services, mostly located
in the urban areas, are seen growing at 8.3%, compared with
the previous estimate of 7.3%.

It is evident that the BJP will project this very short-
term economic success to gather people around. However,
the hollowness of their economic policy was its failure to
make serious efforts to improve India’s physical infrastruc-
ture and in the areas of education and health care. Growth
based on overloaded, weak infrastructure peters out in no
time. (One may cite the problems China's rapid growth is
facing now, because of its massive power shortages.) The
BJP just cannot wait.
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IMF’s Paul Martin Now
Canada’s Prime Minister

by Gilles Gervais

Upon Prime Minister Jean Chrétien’s pre-scheduled retire-
ment on Dec. 12 of last year, Paul Martin became Canada's
21st Prime Minister. Under his leadership, the Liberal Party
is expected to be re-elected with a majority in late Spring
2004, during the course of ageneral electionin Canada. How
will a changing of the guard in Canada affect the United
States’ relation with itsmost important trading partner and its
former closest aly?

During his last year in power Prime Minister Chrétien
had sided with President Jacques Chirac of France, German
Chancellor Gerhard Schroder, and Russia' s President Vladi-
mir Putininrefusingto bedrawnintothe United States' recent
neo-conservatives war against Irag. Subsequent to that sov-
ereign decision, Canada’ s relations with the Bush Adminis-
tration hit arecord low.

To forecast what Paul Martin will now do to mend this
special relation, requires that we first examine what his role
wasas Finance Minister in the Chrétien government, intrans-
forming Canada from a once-prosperous social democratic
state into an ailing victim of neo-liberal economics.

In June 1995, Chrétien hosted the Halifax G7 heads of
state summit. At that summit, President Chirac described the
world financial crisis as full-blown “financial AIDS.” Chré-
tien bitterly asked, “Who is ruling Canada? Y uppies with
red suspenders from the bond rating agencies, or the elected
government of Canada?’ The Prime Minister was referring
to awell orchestrated top-down press operation that was de-
manding his government deal urgently with thelarge* unsus-
tainable” debt of Canada—which, at the time, amounted to
70% of GDP (Gross Domestic Product)—through apolicy of
massive cutsto social programsin order to reducethe current
budget deficit, at least, to zero.

AsMurray Dobbin recountsthese eventsin his Paul Mar-
tin: CEO for Canada: “Inthe Fall of 1994, the IMF [Interna-
tional Monetary Fund] delivered its latest prescription for
‘economic efficiency’ to Paul Martin and his finance depart-
ment. Article IV in the IMF's statement advised Martin ‘to
consolidate the Federal fiscal position by cutting government
spending. Itiscritical that fiscal policy takethelead.” While
the report arrived too late to have impacted Martin's first
budget, it would end up looking like the blueprint for the
budget Martin would present in 1995.

Prime Minister Chrétien, at onepoint, cavedinand let his
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FinanceMinister proceed with thedeep cutsthat were deci ded
for the period 1995-98. Fifty thousand Federal employees
werelaid off. The|MF demandswere met, as Canadabrought
down its 1995 budget deficit of $42 billion to zero by 1997,
oneyear earlier thanit had pledged. CanadabecamethelMF' s
showcase for the industrialized countries: the first of the G7
countriesto attain azero budget deficit.

Given Prime Minister Martin’sIMF background, isthere
any hope for a renewed Canada-United States relation that
would be based on somereal physical economic growth; that
would reflect acommitment to the common good of the citi-
zens of both nations? Could anew eraof joint great projects,
similar to that historical collaboration that existed between
U.S. President Dwight Eisenhower and Prime Minister Louis
St-Laurent, be revived today?

Those Canadian critics that have had Martin under a mi-
croscope for along period of time, argue that the new Prime
Minister isnow heading in the direction of the policy that the
Canadian Council of Chief Executives (CCCE) calls “deep
integration”with the United States.

The CCCE istheorganizationthat traveled to Washington
onApril 10, with Canada’ stop 100 CEOs, totalk toHomeland
Security Czar Tom Ridge, and theinfamous neo-con Richard
Perle of the Defense Policy Board, on how best to bring Can-
ada back into sync with the Bush Administration. The CCCE
had already established a 30-member CEO Action Group on
North American Security and Prosperity back in January
2003, whose mandate was to launch “a new initiative for
action on five fronts: reinventing borders, maximizing eco-
nomic efficiencies, negotiation of a comprehensive resource
security pact, sharing the burden of defense and security, and
creating anew institutional framework.” Thisisthe organiza-
tion that Paul Martin has looked to in the past for policy
direction as Finance Minister.

According to Murray Dobbin, “ The deep integration plan
was launched in the Spring of 2002 with an article for the
C.D. Howe Institute written by economist Wendy Dobson, a
former finance department official under Paul Martin.” She
presented her blueprint as a ‘Big Idea’; but far from being
something new, imaginative, or visionary, it was designed,
said Dobson, to get the attention of the Americans, whowould
otherwise continue to ignore us. She wrote, ‘ Canada should
anticipate change and initiate aBig I deathat servesthe magjor
interests of its partner, while channeling action in ways that
best serve its own interests.” Dobson claimed a key compo-
nent of the Big Idea should be the handing over of Canada's
energy resourcesasasort of initial sacrifice: ‘ Instead of wait-
ing to be told what’ s expected of us, Canadian governments
and industry should preparefor this possibility in a proactive
way. The plan to ensure American energy security could also
provide amodel for dealing with demand pressures on other
natural resources such as water.” Other sacrifices would in-
cludejoint continental defence, aligned immigration policies,
and border security.”
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glikInvestigation

LaRouche Blast Exposes
Synarchist Pro-Terrorist Operation

by Dennis Small

In the Vol. I, No. 1 issue oMSa Pagina Iberoamericana  real reasons for the split? Who or what is trying to conceal
(MSlalbero-American Page), dated November 2003 and nova behind-the-scenes role in this operation? And, given the
being circulated in Mexico, a smallgroup of formerassociates ~ documented terrorist connections of the Synarchist networks
of U.S. Presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche have rein question, and the fact that terrorism is being cranked up
peated their earlier lies regarding the nature of their August  internationally, what is the game being played here?
2003 break with LaRouche. Their new publication insiststhat  EIRis now investigating the answers to these and related
their splitwith LaRouche “was notthe resultof disagreements  questions, for which the following update is urgently relevant.
regarding international Synarchism,” and that they “still to-
day support the ideas of Lyndon H. LaRouche on matters” oSmoking Out the Enemy
the International Monetary Fund, free trade, and so on. On Aug. 22, 2003EIR published a feature headlined
They are lying on both points. “LaRouche Warns: Cheney Gang Needs Another 9/11." In
As the Editors oEIR stated at the time, in an Aug. 5 note, his introductory piece for that package, LaRouche stated:
Marivilia Carrasco and Angel Palacios in Mexico, Lorenzo  “Think of the effect of aterroristattack onthe U.S.A., compa-
Carrasco and Silvia Palacios in Brazil, and Gerardo erarable in psychological effect to 9/11, but blamed this time on
and Diana Olaya de Teman Argentina broke with LaRouche  Hispanic, rather than Arab populations!” Another article in
“politically and philosophically over the substantive issue ofthat package documented that a revamped fascist interna-
LaRouche’s continuing public exposure, since 19849ef  tional apparatus in continental Europe—uwith prominent ex-
narchism, the formal name for universal fascism.” tensions into Argentina, Mexico, and Venezuela, as beach-
Their continuing cover-up of the true nature of those dis- heads for the Americas—had been set into motion at a Nov.
agreements—and the fact that they have associated therh6-17, 2002 meeting in Madrid. That meeting was hosted
selves with the views expressed by a Synarchist cabal gath- by Blas Bjmain’s leading fascist figure today, and also
ered around the person of the Spanish fascist BlégrRind  prominently featured the Italian neo-Fascist Roberto Fiore,
an Argentine Carlist magazine callbtaritornes—pointsto  of Forza Nuova.
an issue which may be a significant international security And a third article reported that the Argentine magazine
problem within the Americas. Maritornes had been founded in November 2001 as an ideo-
Normally, when groups or factions leave an organizationjogical vehicle to promote that same fascist international ap-
they state the reasons for their departure—and often loudly ~ paratus in Spain and the Spanish-speaking Americas.
so.Butinthe case athand, the anti-LaRouche Carrasco group- The LaRouche blast worked: It forced the enemy out into

letis denying and lying about the actual reason for the split—  the open, just at the time that the politically wounded Dick
which they themselves had previously stated was their supsheney is most urgently seeking another 9/11 terror incident.
port for Synarchism. The obvious immediate questions are: In the closing weeks of 2003, the named guilty parties

Why are they running under cover? Why don’t they admit thebegan howling in protest against LaRouche and his associ-
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Doré€ sfamous cartoon, “ Sancho watches Don Quixote perform some penitential tumbles,”
might get a new caption: “ Antonio Caponnetto’s response to LaRouche.”

ates. On Dec. 10, Maritornes founding director Victor Edu-
ardo Ordofiez wrote that it was “alie and a lander” to call
him afascist, since heis a“Roman Catholic who in no way
could commune with a totalitarian philosophy such as the
system and doctrine elaborated by Mussolini.” (See EIR, Jan.
9 for thefull text of the Ordofiez letter, and LaRouche's per-
sonal response.)

But Ordoriez isafascist. Liketheindividualsof the recent
anti-LaRouche Carrasco split, he is trying to cover up what
he himself has otherwise madeevident. For example, asMan-
aging Editor of the Argentine magazine Cabildo, Ordofiez
prominently featured on the publication’ s masthead citations
from Corneliu Codreanu, the pro-Nazi founder in 1927 of
Romania snotorious|ron Guard, whichfought alongside Hit-
ler’stroopsin World War 11. Significantly, Codreanu is also
intensely worshipped by the Mexican Synarchist organiza-
tions that the Carrasco group explicitly defended against
LaRouche' s attacks. Fascism, anyone?

Then on Dec. 17, 2003, Maritornes editorial board mem-
ber Antonio Caponnetto also weighed in, with a semi-psy-
chotic, rambling diatribe against LaRouche and Gretchen
Small, the author of the Aug. 22, 2003 EIR article on Mari-
tornes that so offended him. Refusing directly to answer the
evidence presented about the November 2002 fascist interna-
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tional meeting in Madrid, Capon-
nettotriedto hidebehind sarcasm:
Theauthor of the EIR articlecalls
“al those who don’'t agree with
her ideological swindles, Nazi-
fascists. So Nazi-fascists are we
all, fromBlasPifiar and Lefebvre,
to Chesterton (‘British fascist’,
sic) and Don Sixto, without for-
getting Widow, and Wilhelm-
sen’ sdaughter—accused of bear-
ing asurname.”

Caponnetto—who is the edi-
tor of the same Cabildo magazine
which features quotes from the
Nazi Codreanu—was reduced to
spewing the following revealing
anti-American venom:; “It's piti-
ful to see her [Gretchen Small]
flap her little gringa hands trying
to harm the honor of Hispanidad;
or to babble Anglo-Saxon resent-
ments against Catholicism; or to
scrub her brain to argue mistreat-
ments against the worthy Middle
Ages; or toimmodestly assert the
‘non-existent glories of the Span-
ish Empire.” It's pitiful, but not
surprising. . . . Hereliesthegreat-
est sin of small Gretchen: her
crude, uncouth, Calvinist, grotesquely North American pro-
saism.”

Caponnetto’ srant against LaRouchewas publishedinthe
most recent edition (#76) of Arbil magazine, a Spanish publi-
cation whose ideological bent is best shown by its regular
promotion of the work of the 19th-Century Spanish Catholic
counter-revolutionary ideologue, Juan Donoso Cortés. Do-
noso Cortés, whose work was revived and used extensively
by Carl Schmitt, the Crown Jurist of the Nazi regime, argued
that “theinstitution of bloody sacrifices’ is*the most univer-
sal” of all human dogmasand institutions. The most civilized
nations and the most savage tribes, he wrote, believe in “a
purevictim offered asaperfect holocaust.” Fascism, anyone?

And in mid-December in Italy, Roberto Fiore, a promi-
nent figure in the new fascist international being organized
out of Madrid, showed histrue colors aswell. He announced
that his Forza Nuova grouping had joined two other splinter
groups to form an electoral aliance for the upcoming Euro-
pean elections, with none other than Alessandra Mussolini,
the grand-daughter of 1| Duce. Ms. Mussolini will bethelead
candidate for the slate, and the coalition’ s poster portrays her
aongside Fiore and the two other neo-Fascist leaders, under
the slogan: “Together for a Social Movement.” In Italy, the
name* Social Movement” clearly bringsto mind theold Mov-
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imento Sociale Italiano (MSI), founded by former members
of Mussolini’s separatist Salo Republic.

When Ms. Mussolini, who isamember of Parliament, ran
intointernal oppositiontothisalliancefromwithin her current
party, she reportedly was supported by Princess Pallavicini,
representating Italy’ s and Europe’ s old Black Nohility. Fas-
cism, anyone?

Mussolini, Fiore, Caponnetto, and Ordbfiez areall part of
a broader Synarchist operation now under way, and which
LaRouche has begun to smoke out. It is Spanish Carlist in
roots, fascist in outlook, and terrorist-linked in current politi-
cal strategic deployment. Itisusefully viewed by lookinginto
the case of the Argentine magazine Maritornes.

TheWhore' sLineage

The tavern wench Maritornes, from which the Argentine
magazine takesits name, is acharacter in Miguel de Cervan-
tes' great book, Don Quixotedela Mancha. But even awhore
hasalineage—and in this caseit is quite revealing.

Maritornes magazine was founded in Buenos Aires, Ar-
gentina in November 2001 as a direct project of Spanish
Carlist networks dedicated, explicitly, to reversing the inde-
pendence of the Ibero-American nations and restoring the
Spanish Empire there. It is more than likely that Spanish
money also played—and probably still plays—a central role
in this operation.

Spain’s National Monarchical Brotherhood of the Maes-
trazgo, one of that country’ s significant Carlist redoubts, be-
gat a branch in Argentina in 1996, which they called the
CharlesVII Traditionalist Brotherhood—named after theVe-
netian-based Spanish pretender to the throne who headed up
thethird Carlist war in the 1870s.

The Argentine Brotherhood's raison d'étre is to “study
and promote Carlist thought”; and their motto is that of the
Spanish Carlists that begat them: “God, Fatherland, Fueros
[feudal privileges], and King!” They frequently describe
themselves as “Catholic knights,” defending Tradition
against “ Jewish Revolutionary masonry”; they denounce the
“nefarious” American Revolution; and they hold up the
Carlist “martyrs’ of the 1800s, Mexico's Synarchist-run
Cristeros of thelate 1920s, and Franco’ sfascist “ Crusade” in
Spain, as the highpoints of defense of their “Tradition.”

Within five years of the Argentine Brotherhood' s forma-
tion, its top leaders had deployed to establish Maritornes,
which it begat in 2001:

* Rubén Calder6n Bouchet, the Honorary President of
the Brotherhood’ sboard of directors, ison the editorial board
of Maritornes.

» Elena Maria Calderon de Cuervo, the daughter of
Rubén Calderon Bouchet and member of the Brotherhood's
board of directors, isthecurrent editor-in-chief of Maritornes.

» Rafael Gambra, aSpaniard whoisintensely involved
with the Spanish branch of the Brotherhood, and who is the
personal secretary of H.R.H. Don Sixto de Borbon, thecurrent
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Carlist pretender to the Spanish throne, isal so on the editorial
board of Maritornes.

* Miguel Ayuso, also a Spaniard and one of the “great
thinkers” behind the Spanish Brotherhood, islikewise on the
editorial board of Maritornes.

e Victor Eduardo Ordofiez, the founding editor-in-
chief of Maritornes who rushed to the magazine's defense
against LaRouche, was aprominent contributor to the Argen-
tine Brotherhood' s publications.

There are, of course, other members of the Maritornes
board who may not be card-carrying membersof theaforesaid
Carlist Brotherhoods of Spain and Argentina, but who share
their fascist outlook, and bring an important international di-
mension to the operation. There is the case of the notorious
Blas Pifiar, the Franco protégé who hosted the November
2002 international fascist meeting in Madrid, mentioned
above. Also crucial isthe case of the American board member
AlexandraWilhelmsen, daughter and political heir of Fred-
erick Wilhelmsen, thefounder of Northern Virginia' s Christ-
endom College, aWilliam Buckley-linked center of Carlism
and Catholic Synarchism. And theltalian Francesco M auri-
zio Di Giovine, also on the Maritornes board, was a black-
shirt neo-fascist militant in hisyouth, and was arrested in the
1970s as part of ajudicial investigation into awave of right-
wing terror massacres. Di Giovine today is an historian and
leading promoter of a paradigmatic counter-revolutionary
event for Italy's fascist and traditionalist swamp: the
“Sanfedista’ restoration of the Bourbon monarchy in 1799
through Cardinal Fabrizio Ruffo.

Another September 117

Thebroader Synarchist terrorist potential that wasalready
represented at the Madrid gathering, comesinto sharper focus
with these new elements of EIR's ongoing investigation. In
this light, consider the significance of an article published
in the bulletin of the Argentine Charles VII Traditionalist
Brotherhood, on Oct. 26, 2001—barely six weeks after
9/11—which chillingly celebrates that terror attack.

The article, written by the Uruguayan Alvaro Pacheco
Seré, who is President of the Uruguayan branch of the Broth-
erhood and also sits on the advisory board of the Argentine
Brotherhood' s publishing house, cites Juan Donoso Cortés'
infamous 1849 speech calling for dictatorship, as a leading
example of how the Carlists have been the force which has
stood firm for centuries against “the Enemy,” and which rec-
ognizes that this is a continuous religious war, against the
“anti-natural and anti-legal world system . .. based on the
Satanic substitution of God by an unrepentant ‘Man.’ ”

He continues: “The historic 11th of September of 2001
altered the march of world events.” The United States—
which “never was a Nation in the classic sense. They were
children of an idea: Liberty, as conceived by the Revolu-
tion"—felt the blows of the revolutionary groups which it
itself had fomented against others. Citing some Spaniard's
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assertion, back in 1981, that the building of the World Trade
Center towers represented the re-establishment of the col-
umns of the Masonic temples, Pacheco proclaimed: “ Seen
from traditionalist thought, Sept. 11, 2001 appears as ‘The
Day that the ColumnsWere Brought Down.’. . . The destruc-
tion of the columns and the wounding of the . .. Pentagon
appear to mean that somehigh-level circles, secret and unrec-
ognizable, decided that, there, the Revolution would now be
disowned.”

“Anarchy reigns,” Pacheco goes on, which is a situation
positivelaw cannot resolve. “ Theanguishing generalized dis-
orientation raises the appearance and the desire for the ful-
fillment of the supranatural promises, made by Our Lady of
Fatima on the conversion of Russia, and by St. Paul in his
L etter to the Romansonthe conversion of the Jewish people,”
he feverishly continues. “The false premises of pacificism,
ecumenicism, and the civilization of love preached by the
modern masonized world, and with it, by the Church since
Vatican |, have been questioned. Of course, theol ogical stud-
iesonthe Apocaypseandthe Marian messageswill intensify.
God has His Designs. They must be adhered to, and we ask

Him humbly for Faith, Hope and Charity.”

As chilling as this “right-wing” Synarchist endorsement
of 9/11 is, its strategic significance only comes into focus
when set next to a“left-wing” Synarchist celebration of the
same, which came from Argentina s most notorious “human
rightsleader” and terrorist proponent, Hebe de Bonafini, the
head of the Mothers of Plazade Mayo. Bonafini et al. and the
Maritornes Carlist crowd each continue to promote bloody
religious warfare against the other—as they did throughout
the 1970s “Dirty War” in Argentina. And yet they couldn’t
agree more about 9/11.

Asked about 9/11 terror attacks in an Oct. 9, 2001 inter-
view with Radio 10 in Argentina, Bonafini answered: “What
should | say: that | am not going to be happy because, for
once, blood is going to be avenged? Y es, it made me happy,
and | will repeat it again. For thefirst time, the United States
was madeto pay for what it has done for all itsexistence. . . .
It made me happy that, for once, the barrier of theworld, this
filthy barrier, full of food, thisbarrier of gold, of wealth, fell
down upon them.”

Fascism, anyone?

Instruments of a Spanish
Imperial Project

Likevulturescircling to feed upon Ibero-America sdisin-
tegrating nations—even as Spanish companies and banks
seized control over vital public services and economic ac-
tivitiesin Ibero-Americain the great privatization wave of
the 1990s—the nest of South American Carlists clinging
to these Spanish oligarchic coattails launched their cam-
paign to restorethe Spanish Empire. No onelessthan Uru-
guay’sformer President Juan Maria Bordaberry (who im-
posed military rulein 1973, against terrorist rampages of
thesynarchist left), published repeated articlesinthebulle-
tinof theTraditionalist Brotherhood of CarlosV 11, lament-
ing that the Ibero-American nationshad ever becomeinde-
pendent, and calling for “the reunification, first of
awareness, and then in deeds, of Hispanic Americaand the
King, asareturntothenatural institutionsof government.”

So, too, the Argentine president of the Brotherhood,
Federico J. EzcurraOirtiz, lambaststhe” bastard, lying, and
tiresome liberal and Marxist harangues, which since the
dawn of May 1810 [when Argentina’ s independence was
proclaimed] furioudly attempt to cut the umbilical cord
whichtiesusto our truetraditions. . . . We are part of that
great Spanish empire as much as any of the regions of the
Peninsula,” he proclaims.

Alvaro Pacheco Ser€, fresh from celebrating the 9/11

attacks, cackles, “In the face of the unheard of economic,
political, social, philosophical, religious abyss which
marksthesituation asinsolublefor thefirst timein history,
the national republican States find not only their identity
questioned, but their very existence, their independence,
the legitimacy of their origin. The fracture of America
could only be overcome by the convoking voice of that
Crown which gaveit being and life.”

Isit not eerie, then, to read the laudatory profile pub-
lished in the August 2000 issue (No. 11) of the Brother-
hood’ sbulletin, of apro-monarchical 19th-Century Indian
uprising in Ayacucho, Peru—the very area in which the
Shining Path terrorists began? The piece was authored by
the Peruvian member of the Maritornes editorial board,
Fernan Altuve-Febres.

“The Republic was considered by the Andeans as an
enemy of its people and its Faith,” Altuve wrote. Ostensi-
bly writing of the past, he continued: “The monarchical
banner had been raised again in the highlands. . . . Their
planswere of the greatest moment: to take Huanta; to free
Huamangaand Huancavelica; and, at last, the‘ Restoration
of the Reign,” extirpating the republicans, proclaiming
their counter-revolutionary and anti-liberal ideas, the
which were supported by clerics such as Father Pacheco
... and the priest Navarro, who, accustomed to inflaming
spirits and convincing masses from the pulpit, changed
their clerical habitsfor the jackets of guerrillasto lead the
battles, with sablein hand and firearm in their belt.”

—Gretchen Small
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Donoso Cortes’
‘Immense Sea of Blood’
by Gretchen Small

Reprinted fromthe LaRouchein 2004 Presidential campaign
pamphlet, Children of Satan II: The Beast-Men.

Lust for the spilling of human blood is a touchstone of the
Synarchist mindset. Take the case of the 19th-Century Span-
ish Catholic counter-revolutionary ideologue, Juan Donoso
Cortes (1809-53), who argued that human sacrifice is the
most universal of all human institutions.

Whatever his importance in the leadership of the post-
1848 reaction in Europein hislifetime, Donoso Cortes post-
humously played a central role in the creation of fascismin
Europein thefirst half of the 20th Century through the work
of his admirer Carl Schmitt, the Crown Jurist of the Naz
regime. As early as 1922, at least, Schmitt set out to revive
thework of Donoso Cortes as one of three thinkersnecessary
“For a Political Philosophy of the Counter-Revolution,” as
Schmitt titled an essay published that year. Schmitt credited
Donoso with reaching conclusions more profound than his
philosophical predecessor, Synarchist ideologue Joseph de
Maistre, the other “ thinker,” along with the purported father
of traditionalism, Louis de Bonald, whom Schmitt identified
as key for the counter-revolution.

Schmitt held up Donoso Cortesastheprincipal “ theoreti-
cian of dictatorship and decisionism.” Spanish fascist legal
authorities, who collaborated with Schmitt, used Schmitt's
reworking of Donoso Cortes to give legitimacy to Francisco
Franco's regime. Indeed, speaking in Franco’'s Madrid in
May 1944, Hitler’ s Schmitt hailed Donoso Cortesasthe Cas-
sandra who had forecast that the whol e planet would be sub-
mergedinjustsucha" universal civil war” aswasthenoccur-
ring, if “ the discussing class’ were left in power. Victory in
this civil war requires that Donoso’ s importance be under-
stood, Schmitt argued.

Man, the M ost Despicable of Creatures

Donoso Cortes is most famous for his Jan. 4, 1849 speech

Juan Donoso Cortés, the 19th-Century Carlist apostle of “ bloody
violence and human sacrifice,” now much quoted by the regrouped
Synarchist fascists.

practice,” proclaimed Donoso. “So wise are the English” that
in England, “dictatorship is not an exception in law, but is
part of common law.” Dictatorship, indeed, is part of the
divine order—God reserves the right to arbitrarily break his
own laws, he asserted. Thus, folly awaits “the party which
imagines that it can govern with less means of doing so than
God, and refuses to use the means of dictatorship, which is
sometimes necessary.”

Donoso hated humanity. “The meanest reptile which |
trample under my feet would seem less despicable to me
than Man,” Donoso wrote in his philosophical pie€ssay
on Catholicism, Liberalism and Socialism. “The point of
faith which most oppresses and weighs upon my reason is
that of the nobility and dignity of the human species; a

before the Spanish parliament in which he cried: “Let usdignity and nobility which | wish to grasp and understand,

have dictatorship!”

and cannat. . Before | can believe in the nobleness of this

“l say, Gentlemen, that dictatorship, in certain circum-stupid multitude, | must receive the fact as a revelation

stances, in given circumstances, such as those in which we
find ourselves, for example, is a legitimate form of govern-
ment, as good and as profitable as any other, arational system

from God.”
A typical fundamentalist, Donoso argued that revealed
religion (in his case, the Roman Catholic Church), mus

of government which can be defended in theory as well as itmpose dictatorship, as human beings are incapable of inde-
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pendent reason. “The doctrinal intolerance of the Church
has saved the world from chaos,” he wrote, because the
moment discussion of the sacred political, domestic, social
and religious truths is permitted, “that moment the mind
becomes unsettled, being lost between truth and error, and
the clear mirror of human reason is obscured.”

“Reason has not been given to man to enable him to
discover the truth, but only that he might comprehend it
when it is explained, and perceive it when it is pointed out
to him,” he wrote. “The misery of man is so great, and
his intellectual indigence so lamentable, that he could not
understand the first thing with certainty which he ought to
comprehend, if the divine plan permitted that he should
discover anything by himself. | would ask, if there exist any
man who can exactly define what reason is; or who can tell
why he is endowed with it; or in what way it is useful to
him, and what are its limits.”

‘God Told MeToKillV’

Donoso’s view is, in fact, strictly Satanic, for he argues
that God granted Man the faculty of free will only to do evil.
Hisliberty is only “to draw evil out of good, disorder out of
order, and to disturb, even though it be accidentally, the per-
fect adjustment with which God has arranged al things. . . .
Evil exists, because without it we cannot imagine human lib-
erty. . .. Bvil comes from man, and is in man, and, coming
from and dwellingin him, thereisin it agreat agreement, and
no contradiction whatever,” Donoso argued.

The culmination of Donoso’s philosophical treatise, is
that “the ingtitution of bloody sacrifices’ is*“the most univer-
sal” of all human dogmasand institutions. The most civilized
nations and the most savage tribes believe in “a pure victim
offered as a perfect holocaust,” he wrote. Without the death
penalty, without “the purifying efficacy of blood,” all societal
bonds would collapse. He even asserted that “the dogma of
solidarity” between men is embodied in “the institution of
bloody sacrifices’!

Donoso Cortes virtually bathesin blood:

“Since the day of the first effusion of blood, it has never
ceased to flow, and it has never been shed in vain. ...
Mankind . . . has always believed these three things with an
unconguerable faith: that the effusion of blood is necessary,
that there is a manner of shedding blood which is purifying,
and another mode which is condemnatory. History clearly
attests these truths. It presents to us the narrative of cruel
acts, of bloody conquests, of the overthrow and destruction
of famous cities, of atrocious murders committed, of pure
victims offered on blood-stained altars, of brothers warring
against brothers, of the rich oppressing the poor, and of
fathers tyrannizing over their children, until the Earth ap-
pears to us like an immense sea of blood, which neither the
piercing breath of the winds can dry up, nor the scorching
rays of the sun can absorb.”
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‘Maritornes’ in Italy:
Blackshirts and Bourbons

by Claudio Celani

A blackshirt neo-fascist militant in his youth, arrested and
investigated in the context of right-wing terror activities in
1974, Francesco Maurizio Di Giovine is an Italian member
of the Maritornes editoria board. Heistoday ahistorian of a
paradigmatic counterrevolutionary event for Italy’s fascist
and traditionalist swamp: the “ Sanfedista’ restoration of the
Bourbon monarchy’s rulein Italy in 1799, through Cardinal
Fabrizio Ruffo.

Inabook publishedin 1998 (Rivol uzione Contro Napoli),
Di Giovine celebrated Ruffo’s counterrevolutionary cam-
paign, led in the name of the Holy Faith (“ Santa Fede”), and
took sides against the great Italian patriot Vincenzo Cuoco, a
historian and a supporter of the American Revolution. Di
Giovine slandered Cuoco, accusing him of misrepresenting
the 1799 events from a pro-Jacobin standpoint. In reality,
Cuoco, an eye-witness of that revolution, scientifically ex-
posed the synarchist plot led by the Hapsburg monarchs and
the British, first to ruin the Kingdom of Napleseconomically,
and then provoke arevolution and a counterrevolution in or-
der to crush the reformist party.

Hatred of American Revolution

Di Giovin€ sintent isto promote Synarchist propaganda,
aiming to conceal thetruth about akey historical period, when
the forces of the Hapsburg and British monarchies allied to
crush networks of the European “ pro-American” revolution.
Those networksin Naples had flourished under King Charles
VI, who ruled from 1735 to 1759, when he become king of
Spain under thename of Charles|||—the king who supported
the American Revolution.

Under Charles, the reformist party in Naples took over
the government and waged a successful fight against feudal
and church privileges; started aland reform; introduced pro-
tectionism; and initiated manufactures. As a tangible result
of these policies, the Kingdom of Naples experienced agreat
demographic development.

Therecognized |eader of thereform movement wasAnto-
nio Genovesi, who, in 1754, established in Naples the first
professorship of Palitical Economy in all of Europe. Gen-
ovesi, the Italian economist most praised by the famous
American System economist Friedrich List, thought that the
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real source of wealth for the nation is manufactures, and the
development of the productive powers of the labor force.
Therefore, he pushed for education reforms, centralized gov-
ernment, the rule of law against feudalism, and protectionist
measures.

Genoves saw intheyoung America, thenationthat would
overcomeold feudal Europe, and heforecast the French Rev-
olution. He was able to hold his lessons for ten years, and
he taught for the first time in Italian, as opposed to Latin
commonly used in universities at that time—thus educating
two generations of scholars.

Under Charles 111, Naples became the cultural capital of
Europe, especialy famous for its music school, which pro-
duced geniuses such as Scarlatti, Porpora, Pergolesi, Pai-
siello, and Cimarosa. It wasclear for the Britishand the Haps-
burgs—as they also decided concerning France—that those
networks had to be crushed.

They exploited the fact that Charles I11’'s son Ferdinand
was an ignorant fool, to give him Caroline, daughter of the
Austrian Empress Maria Theresa and sister of Marie Antoi-
nette, asabride. Caroline became queen of Naplesand started
to plot to exclude the reformers from the government. She
called in as prime minister, Sir John Francis Edward Acton,
thegrandfather of Lord John Emerich Edward Dalberg Acton,
the founder of modern Catholic liberalism after whom the
notoriousActon I nstituteisnamed. Acton started to dismantle
all thereforms. Heintroduced freetrade, issued debt titles, and
launched usel ess expenses. He finally bankrupted the nation.
Then, in 1799, the diabolical royal couple decided to wage
war against France, whose army had invaded Italy and occu-
pied the Papal states, but had no hostile intentions against
Naples.

Cuoco described thisaction asif Ferdinand and Caroline
wanted, from the beginning, to lose the war. They caled in
anAustriangeneral, Mack, whofoolishly conducted anumer-
ically superior army to ruinous defeat by Napoleon’s forces.
Then, Acton, Caroline, and the court, instead of organizing
the defense of Naples, abandoned it to the enemy and fled to
Sicily, under protection of Admiral Nelson’ sBritishfleet. The
French entered Naples, established a revolutionary govern-
ment, and raised taxes. The mob, the famous “Lazzaroni,”
had free hand to kill and rape, under the pretext of fighting
the monarchical party.

Cuoco, describing those events, said: 1) that rumors are
that the Queen’ s agents were inciting the L azzaroni with the
order of fomenting chaos and anarchy; and 2) that the revolu-
tion was afoolish idea, born out of Jacobin dogmas. Cuoco
compared the American Declaration of Independence to the
French Declaration of the Rights of Man, and praised the
American one against the French. In no way did Cuoco take
sides with the revolutionaries; rather, repeatedly quoting
Machiavelli, he discussed how the revolutionary govern-
ment should have proceeded in order to establish areal re-
public.
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Admiral Nelson and Clerical
Counterrevolution

One of Cuoco’s conceptsisthat arevolution, in order to
succeed, must be “active,” i.e., must reflect a real national
movement; instead, the Neapolitan revolution was a “pas-
sive” one, imposed from the outside, with foreign troops,
abstract foreign ideas, and foreign institutions.

Thisisthe point which today’ s Maritornes blackshirt Di
Giovineattacks, ostensibly because hisloyalty istowardsthe
feudalist ancienrégimewhichnotypeof revolutionisallowed
to overthrow.

In 1799, when the Bourbons betrayed their nation by
abandoning Naplesto the invading French army, Neapolitan
patriotsfelt their responsibility to help in the government, to
the extent that the French allowed it. However, Cuoco hints
that his own suggestions and proposals were rejected.

Since the new government was just a tax collector for
the French, it became immediately unpopular in the country
side, where agents of Acton and Caroline stirred rebellion.
It was easy to organize a counterrevolution. The man who
did the job was Cardina Ruffo of Calabria, who led a
growing army of peasants from the southern tip of
Calabria upwards towards Naples, under the slogan “La
SantaFede.” It wasabloody civil war, because several cities
had joined the new government and opposed fierce resis-
tance.

At the end, the Neapolitan government, abandoned by
the French army which was recalled into France, offered
capitulation. Cardinal Ruffo accepted and granted condi-
tions, such as exile for the leaders of the republican move-
ment. But Admiral Nelson, coming in from the sea with
king, queen, and Acton, after having promised he would
respect conditions, tore up the paper and executed all prison-
ers. Thisis one of the gravest pages of infamy ever written
by a military leader in history.

Cuoco was among those not executed, because he did
not participateinthe government, but wassent into exile. The
revolution was crushed, but, more importantly, the reform
movement started in Spain and Italy under Charles 111, was
extinct for many generations to come. Cuoco moved to
Milan, where he was part of the republican government,
founded a newspaper and wrote hisreport on the Repubblica
Partenopea. He met France's scientist and “organizer of
victory” Lazare Carnot, and gave him a copy. Cuoco then
wrote a two-volume book, entitled Plato in Italy, which is
a narration of a fictive travel by Plato in Southern Italy
(Magna Graecia), aimed at identifying the origin of the
Italian population with Classical Greece, as opposed to
Rome.

Vincenzo Cuoco became one of the leading figures of
the Risorgimento, the movement for Italian national libera-
tion and sovereignty, which culminated in 1860 with the
overthrow of the Bourbons and the national unification of
[taly.
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the policies of Vice President Dick Cheney’s faction in the
United States, are bludgeoning Argentina on the issue of the

SynarChiStS Target $88 billion in foreign debt on which it defaulted in December

2001. The International Monetary Fund (IMF), Wall Street

Argentina’s erhner vulture funds, and allied European oligarchical interests

threaten that unless Kirchner satisfies their demands for ex-

. panded looting rights, requiring deeper levels of austerity in
by Cynthia R. Rush this already-decimated nation, he, and Argentina, will be de-
stroyed.
In the midst of Argentina’s highly publicized brawl with the Kirchner has resisted IMF demands, thus far. But he also

International Monetary Fund, the Synarchist networks whichnvites synarchist attacks by foolishly embracing the nation-
Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche  wrecking policies of Transparency International, which seeks
has identified as part of a new fascist international, are openlio dismantle such national institutions as the Armed Forces.
calling for a coup against Presidentdtier Kirchner, onthe  Atthe same time, Kirchner flaunts his good relationship with
grounds that his alleged Godless atheism will destroy théeft-wing Synarchists Hugo Chaz and Bolivia’s Evo Mo-
country. rales. Inresponse to the Argentine President’s actions against

In an open letter entitled “In defense of God and the Fathe military, and favorable remarks toward such terrorist sup-
therland,” published in early January on the letterhead of the ~ porters as the Mothers of Plaza de Maydzd0ardo
pro-fascisiCabildo magazine, Argentine Synarchist Antonio Orddiez penned an open letter also calling for Kirchner's
Caponnetto issued a call for religious warfare against Kirch- ~ overthrow.
ner, charging that his Supreme Court nominee, Judge Carmen All of this will only fuel the left-right warfare scenario
Argibay, is a “lying Marxist” atheist. All true “Soldiers of  which Cheney’s synarchist friends envision for the entire con-
Christ” should mobilize against this “new provocation by tinent. For over a year, the neo-conservative Hudson Institute
President Kirchner,” Caponnetto said. “We repudiate the en-  in Washington has been churning out propaganda about al
tirety of this government, and its constant trampling on theemerging Ibero-American “axis of evil,” whose purported
rights of God,” he warned. There is only one way to combat ~ members include Venezuela, Cuba, and Brazil. The Center
“militant atheism,” he concluded: with “militant [i.e., vio- for Security Policy, led by Frank Gaffney, charged in a Jan.
lent] Catholicism.” 6 article that Brazilian President Lula da Silva’'s Marxist

Antonio Caponnetto is no mere religious fanatic. He is aWorkers’ Party “is moving his country toward the manufac-
leading figure in the fascidflaritornes project, coordinated  ture and export of nuclear-weapons material.” The Brazilians
with like-minded Spanish and Italian networks, whose linksobviously want to hide something, wildman Gaffney charged,
to right-wing terrorism have been the subject of a hard-hitting because they won'tlet the International Atomic Energy Com-
exposeédy LaRouche in this publication. In response, Capon-mission (IAEA) conduct unannounced spot inspections of
netto and his fellowaritornes collaborator, Vetor Eduardo its program.
Ordadiez, have each authored threatening letters to LaRouche, Now, Cheney’s alliesin and around the Bush Administra-
hysterically denying his charges that the new fascist interna-  tion are starting to include Kirchner as the latest member of
tional to which they belong—and which includes both “left” the so-called axis of evil which Hudson’s Constantine
and “right” elements—is prepared to unleash bloody warfare ~ Menges has constantly shrieked about. During a Jan. 6 pres
throughout Ibero-America, posing a grave security threat t@onference in New York, Assistant Secretary of State for
all of the Americas. Western Hemisphere Affairs Roger Noriega implied that Ar-

Yet LaRouche’s charges were almost immediately bornegentina had joined the radicals, because its foreign policy had
out by the fact that members of Venezuela's political opposi-  taken a “tilt to the left.” As evidence, he cited the fact that
tion, who share Caponnetto’sideology, promptly began circuforeign Minister Rafael Bielsa had failed to meet Cuban dissi-
lating in their country his call to arms against Kirchner. A dents when he recently visited that island. Noriega’s remarks
central figure in this opposition apparatus is AlejandrdaPen provoked a diplomatic incident, and a warning from Kirchner
Esclusa, who fled LaRouche’s political movement in the mid- that Argentina “is no longer a doormat.”
1990s to embrace Spanish fascist Bla&Pia leader of the On Jan. 13, the same day that Kirchner met with George
recently reactivated Synarchist international. For months, Bush at the Americas Summit in Monterrey, Mexico, Sun
P€era has been publicly calling for a military coup against Myung Moon’sWashington Timesescalated the rhetoric, de-

“left” Synarchist Hugo Cheez. scribing Kirchner as the most “virulent” of “left-leaning” Ib-
. _ ero-American leaders who are “challenging U.S. dominance
‘Axisof Evil? in the region.” He is the “brash new leader of what U.S. Rep.

Nor can Caponnetto’s attack be divorced from the fact  Henry J. Hyde, lllinois Republican, once dubbed an emerging
that the oligarchical banking and financial interests backind.atin American ‘axis of evil," ” claimed the Mooni&imes.
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Cheney and His Policies
Now Under Bipartisan Attack

by Edward Spannaus

Vice President Dick Cheney has made himself such aninvit-  agenda from the very beginning.

ing target, that he is now under attack from both Democrats It is also clear that O’Neill viewed Cheney as the real

and Republicans. Sen. Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) delivered an power and the key policymaker in the Administration; he

extremely thoughtful speech on Jan. 14, which avoided thélescribes the President as shallow and superficial, disengaged

usual Democratic “blame-it-all-on-Bush” rhetoric in favorof ~ and uninterested in the complexities of policy. In the book,

a precise analysis afho in the Administration actually led The Price of Loyalty, O'Neill is cited portraying Cheney as

Bush down the path to war against Iraq. Kennedy described  driving the Administration’s key domestic and foreign poli-

what he called “an extraordinary policy coup,” carried out by cies—always putting his political priorities above the national

“Cheney, Rumsfeld, and Wolfowitz, the axis of war” (see interest. Author Ron Suskind describes how O’Neillimplored

Documentation). his old friend Cheney to open up a more rigorous debate
Kennedy traced the war party’s origins back to the office  and policymaking process in the White House—and finally

Cheney held in the first Bush Administration, when he wasrealized that it is Cheney himself who is the problem.

Secretary of Defense and Paul Wolfowitz was one of his top As a columnistlintdneational Herald Tribune putiit:

advisors. Kennedy quoted from the 1997 book by GeorgéThese scenes are reminiscent of a spy thriller in which the

H.W. Bush and his national security advisor, Brent Scow- protagonist warns the head of counterintelligence that there

croft, in which they explained why they resisted pressures tés an enemy mole in their midst, only to discover that his

eliminate Saddam in the first Gulf War: “We would have  confidant is actually the mole.”

been forced to occupy Baghdad and, in effect, rule Iraq. The O’Neill is not an off-the-reservation renegade, as White

coalition would instantly have collapsed. ... The United House flacks are trying to portray him. Knowledgeable

States could conceivably still be an occupying power in asources have adviséflR that O’Neill is speaking for many

bitterly hostile land.” Kennedy also referenced two other ma- ~ mainstream Republicans who are horrified at the drift of Ad-

jor developments which are feeding the clamor against Cheministration policy and the role of Dick Cheney. Top White

ney: the publication of the new book based on the experiences ~ House advisor Karl Rove and other insiders are aware the

of former Treasury Secretary Paul O’Neill in the Bush-Che-polls show that many Republicans would be happy to see

ney Administration, and the devastatingreportonlraqgiWeap-  Cheney dumped from the ticket this year—but they still be-

ons of Mass Destruction issued on Jan. 8 by the Carnegikeve, mistakenly, that to let Cheney go would constitute an

Endowment for International Peace. admission that the President had been misled, which they are
Kennedy noted that he knows Paul O’Neill from having not yet ready to make.
worked with him onissues of job safety and health care, when Cheney was prominently featured in the presentation of

O’Neill headed Alcoa in the 1990s. Describing O’Neill as “a the new Carnegie report entitled “WMD in Iraq: Evidence
person of great integrity, and intelligence and vision,” Ken- and Implications.” The report has received extensive domes-
nedy said, “it's easy to understand why he was so concernelit and worldwide coverage. Throughout it, there are many
aboutwhat he heard aboutIraqinthe Bush Administration”—  quotations from statements by Cheney expressing certainty
namely, that overthrowing Saddam Hussein had been on thbat Saddam Hussein was on the verge of developing nuclear
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Cheney Promotes Use
Of lllegal Leak

Vice President Dick Cheney came closeto declaring him-
self an accessory to the illegal disclosure of a Defense
Department memorandum, with statements he madeto the
Jan. 9 Rocky Mountain News. When Cheney was asked
about links between Saddam Hussein and a-Qaeda, he
responded: “ Thereareseveral placesyoucango. Oneplace
you ought to look is an article that Stephen Hayes did
in the Weekly Standard here a few weeks ago, that goes
through and lays out these links in some detail, based on
an assessment that wasdone by the Department of Defense
and forwarded to the Senate I ntelligence Committee some
weeks ago. That'syour best source of information.”

What Cheney wasrecommending, wasaclassified De-
fense Department memo, “Al-Qaeda and Irag Connec-

tions’—ashoddy collection of raw “intelligence” submit-
ted by Undersecretary of Defense Doug Feith to the Senate
Intelligence Committee—which was leaked to Stephen
Hayesof Rupert Murdoch’ s Weekly Standard, which pub-
lished substantial excerpts on Nov. 15. On that same day,
in a highly unusua action, the Department of Defense
immediately posted a disavowa of the memo on its
website, which warned: “Individuals who leak or purport
to leak classified information are doing serious harm to
national security; such activity is deplorable and may be
illegal.”

Senator Pat Roberts (R-Kans.), the chairman of the
Senate Intelligence Committee, described the disclosure
of theFeithmemoas* an egregiousleak of highly classified
material.” Boththe Senate Intelligence Committee and the
CIA asked the Department of Justice to investigate the
leak. A Defense Department counterintelligence unit also
launched an investigation, which includes identifying ev-
eryone who handled the Feith memo at any point.

—FEdward Spannaus

weapons, claiming that Saddam was linked to terrorists; and
falsely asserting that he had provided training to al-Qaeda.
The Carnegie report zeroes in especialy on the shift in
official intelligence assessments which took place during
2002, and culminated in the October 2002 National Intelli-
gence Estimate (NIE). The report saysthat this shift suggests
“that the intelligence community began to be unduly influ-
enced by policymakers' views sometime in 2002.” It then
notes, “Inthis case, the pressure appears to have been unusu-
alyintense,” andit then givesasthe exampleof thispressure,
“the Vice President’ s repeated visitsto CIA headquarters.”
In presenting thereport to aWashington pressconference,
theproject director for thereport, Joseph Cirincione, focussed
almost exclusively on Cheney when demonstrating how the
Bush Administration had misrepresented the findings in the
October 2002 NIE on Irag. Cirincione quoted statements by
Cheney in August of 2002 (* * We now know that Saddam has
resumed his efforts to acquire nuclear weapons. Many of us
are convinced that Saddam will acquire nuclear weapons
fairly soon.”), toillustrate how the Administration mischarac-
terized the certainty and the immediacy of the threat.
Cirincione then quoted Cheney in September 2002 (“We
know with absol ute certainty that heisusing his procurement
system to acquire the equipment he needs in order to enrich
uranium to build a nuclear weapon.”), and cited Cheney’s
attacks on the International Atomic Energy Agency in March
2002—after the IAEA had reported that its inspectors had
found no indication of resumed nuclear activity in Irag, and
that the documents purporting to show Iragi attemptsto im-
port uranium, were forgeries. “ They [the |AEA] have consis-
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tently underestimated or missed what Saddam Hussein was
doing,” Cheney asserted. “I don’t have any reason to believe
they're any morevalid thistime.”

Adding fuel to the fire under Cheney’s pot, the Strategic
Studies Ingtitute of the U.S. Army War College has released
a report which is highly critical of both the Irag War and
the Administration’ sglobal war onterrorism (the“GWOT”").
Called “Bounding the Global War on Terrorism,” and written
by Dr. Jeffrey Record, aprofessor at the Air Force' s Air War
College, the report saysthe global war on terrorism has been
“ dangerously indiscriminate and ambitious’” and “strategi-
cally unfocussed” ; whilethe Iraq War was* unnecessary and
unrealistic.” The result is that the Army is “near the break-
ing point.”

The Record study isascathing attack on the Bush Admin-
istration for bungling the war on terrorism, with grave poten-
tial strategic consequences: “The administration has postu-
lated a multiplicity of enemies, including rogue states;
weapons of mass destruction (WMD) proliferators; terrorist
organizations of global, regional and national scope; and ter-
rorismitself. It al so seemsto have conflated themintoamono-
lithic threat, and in so doing has subordinated strategic clarity
to the moral clarity it strives for in foreign policy, and may
have set the United States on a course of open-ended and
gratuitous conflict with states and non-state entities that pose
no serious threat to the United States.”

Record also zeroes in on one of Dick Cheney’s obses-
sions, theclaimsthat Saddam Husseinwaslinked to al-Qaeda:
“Of particular concernhasbeentheconflation of al-Qaedaand
Saddam Hussein's Iraq as a single, undifferentiated terrorist
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threat. This was a strategic error of the first order because it
ignored critical differences between the two in character,
threat level and susceptibility to U.S. deterrence and military
action. Theresult has been an unnecessary preventive war of
choice against a deterred Irag, that has created anew front in
the Middle East for Islamic terrorism and diverted attention
and resources away from securing the American homeland
against further assault by an undeterrable al-Qaeda. The war
against Iraqwasnot integral tothe GWOT, but rather adetour
fromit.”

Military L awyer s Dissent

A further indication of dissatisfaction within the military
over the Administration’s policies steered by Cheney, isthe
extraordinary legal brief filed with the U.S. Supreme Court
on Jan. 14, by uniformed military lawyers who have been
assigned by the Pentagon to defend Guantanamo prisoners
before military tribunals. In their amicus curiae brief, filed in
the case of a number of Middle Eastern men being detained
at the Guantanamo military prison, the lawyers charge that
the system of military tribunals (or commissions) created by
the Defense Department after Sept. 11, 2001, has created “a
legal black hole” and a“monarchical regime.”

The military lawyers are not challenging the President’s
right, asCommander-in-Chief, towagewar and totakeenemy
combatants into custody. But they strongly challenge the
President’s right to try and punish such prisoners, and they
call this a usurpation of the power of the judiciary. “If there
isnorighttocivilianreview, thegovernmentisfreeto conduct
sham trials and condemn to death those who do nothing more
than pray to Allah,” the brief states.

Sources have told EIR that the military tribunal scheme,
initsoriginal form, did not come out of the uniformed mili-
tary, but was dreamed up by civilian lawyersin the Pentagon,
and by the Counsel to the Vice President, David Addington,
himself another veteran of the Office of Secretary of Defense
during Cheney’ stenurein the early 1990s.

Documentation

‘Cheney Axis of War
Had Prevailed’

Excerptsfromremarksby Sen. Edwar d Kennedy to the Center
for American Progressin Washington, D.C., on Jan. 14, 2004.
Subheads have been added.

The enduring accomplishments of our nation’s leaders are

those that are grounded in the fundamental values that gave
birth to this great country. As our founders so eloquently
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stated in the Preamble to our Constitution, this nation was
founded by “We, the people—in order to form amore perfect
union, establish justice, ensure domestic tranquility, provide
for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our
posterity.”. . . In these uncertain times, it is imperative that
our leaders hold true to those founding ideal s and protect the
fundamental trust betweenthegovernment andthepeople.. . .
Nowhereisthe danger to our country and to our founding
ideals more evident than in the decision to go to war in Irag.
Former Treasury Secretary Paul O’ Neill has now revealed
what many of us have long suspected: that despite protesta-
tionsto the contrary, the President and his senior aides began
themarchtowar inlraqinthe earliest days of theadministra-
tion, long before the terrorists struck this nation on 9/11.
Theexamination of thepublicrecord and of thestatements
of President Bush and his aides reveal s that the debate about
overthrowing Saddam began|ong beforethe beginning of this
administration. Its roots began 13 years ago, during the first
Gulf War, when thefirst President Bush decided not to push
on to Baghdad and oust Saddam. President Bush and his na-
tional security adviser, Brent Scowcroft, explained thereason
for that decision in their 1997 book, A World Transformed:
“Trying to eliminate Saddam, extending the ground war into
an occupation of Irag, would have violated our guideline
about not changing our objectives in midstream, and would
have incurred incalculable human and political costs. We
would have been forced to occupy Baghdad and, in effect,
rule Irag. The coalition would instantly have collapsed, the
Arabs deserting it in anger, and other allies pulling out as
well. And under those circumstances, therewasno viabl e exit
strategy we could see. . . . The United States could conceiv-
ably till be an occupying power in a bitterly hostile land.”
Those words are eerily descriptive of our current situation

inlrag.

Who Madethe Decision

During the first Gulf War Paul Wolfowitz was a top ad-
viser to then Secretary of Defense Cheney. And he disagreed
strongly with the decision by the first President Bush to stop
thewar. . . . And after that war ended, Wolfowitz convened a
Pentagon working group to make the case that regime change
in lraq could easily be achieved by military force. The
Wolfowitz group concluded that the U.S. forces could win
unilaterally, or with the aid of a small group of coalition
forces, within 54 days of mid- to very high-intensity com-
bat. . ..

Assoon asthe current President Bush took officein 2001,
he brought a group of conservatives with him, including
Wolfowitz, Rumsfeld and others, who had been outspoken
advocates for most of the previous decade for the forcible
removal of Saddam Hussein. At first, President Bush was
publicly silent on the issue. But as Paul O’ Neill has told us,
the debate was alive and well.

| happen to know Paul O’ Neill, and | have great respect

EIR January 23, 2004



for him. | worked with him on key issues of job safety and
health care when hewas at Alcoain the 1990s. He saperson
of great integrity, and intelligence and vision, and he had
impressive ideas for improving the quality of health carein
the Pittsburgh area. And it’s easy to understand why he was
so concerned by what he heard about Iraq inthe Bush Admin-
istration. . . .

But there was resistance to military intervention by those
whofelt that the existing sanctionson I ragq shoul d be strength-
ened. Saddam had been contained and hismilitary capabilities
had been degraded by the Gulf War and yearsof UN sanctions
and inspections. At apress conference amonth after theinau-
guration, Secretary of State Colin Powell said: “Wehave kept
him contained, kept him in hisbox.” The next day, Secretary
Powell very clearly stated that Saddam “has not developed
any significant capabilities with respect to weapons of mass
destruction.”

Then, on Sept. 11, 2001, terrorists attacked us, and every-
thing changed. Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld immediately
begantolink Saddam Husseinto al-Qaedaandtheattacks. . . .

The advocates of war in Iraq desperately sought to make
the case that Saddam was linked to 9/11 and al-Qaeda, and
that he was on the verge of acquiring a nuclear capability.
They created an Office of Special Projects[Plans] inthe Pen-
tagon to analyze the intelligence for war. They bypassed the
traditional screening process and put pressure on the intelli-
gence offices to produce the desired intelligence and analy-
Sis....

In the immediate aftermath of 9/11, President Bush him-
self made clear that his highest priority was finding Osama
binLaden. . ..

Soon after the war began in Afghanistan, however, the
President started laying the groundwork in public to shift
attentiontolrag. . . .

In his State of the Union address, President Bush broad-
ened his policy on Afghanistan to other terrorist regimes.
He unveiled the “axis of evil”—Irag, Iran and North Korea.
Those three words forged the lockstep linkage between the
Bush Administration’s top political advisers and the “big
three” of Cheney, Rumsfeld and Wolfowitz. Welost our pre-
vious clear focus on the most imminent threat to our national
security—Osama bin Laden and the al-Qaeda terrorist net-
work. . ..

President Bush devoted 12 paragraphs in his State of the
Unionaddressto Afghanistan, and 29 paragraphstotheglobal
war on terrorism. But he had nothing to say about bin Laden,
and only a single fleeting mention of al-Qaeda. Why not
more? Because of an extraordinary policy coup. Cheney,
Rumsfeld and Wolfowitz, the axis of war, had prevailed. The
President was changing the subject to Iraq. . . .

‘ThoseWere Cheney’sWords

It wasVice President Cheney who outlined to the country
the case against Iraq that he had undoubtedly been making to
President Bush al along. On Aug. 26, 2002 in an address
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to the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the Vice President argued
against UN inspections in Iragq and announced that Saddam
had weapons of mass destruction, meaning chemical and bio-
logical weapons. He also said: “We now know that Saddam
hasresumed hiseffortsto acquire nuclear weapons. . . . Many
of usareconvinced that Saddam will acquire nuclear weapons
fairly soon.” Those were Cheney’s words. It is how plain
what was happening. The drumbeat for war was sounding. It
drowned out those who believed that Iraq posed no imminent
threat. On Aug. 29, just two daysafter Cheney’ sspeech, Presi-
dent Bush signed off ontheplan. . ..

As 2003 began, many in the military and foreign policy
communities urged against a rush to war. United Nations
weapons inspectors were in Iraq searching for weapons of
mass destruction. Saddam appeared to be contained. There
was no evidencethat Irag had been involved in the attacks on
Sept. 11. Many insisted that bin Laden and al-Qaeda and
North Korea were greater threats. But their concerns were
dismissed out of hand. Cheney, Rumsfeld and Wolfowitz in-
sisted that Iraq was the issue, and that war against Iraq was
the only option, with or without international support. They
convinced the President that the war would be brief; that
American forceswould be welcomed asliberators, not occu-
piers; and that ampleintelligence was available to justify go-
ing towar.

The gross abuse of intelligence was on full display in the
President’s State of the Union addresslast January, when he
spoke the now infamous 16 words: “ The British government
has |earned that Saddam Hussein recently sought significant
quantums [sic] of uranium from Africa.” The President did
not say that U.S. intelligence agenciesagreed with thisassess-
ment; he simply and deviously said “ The British government
haslearned. . .” And asweall know now, that allegation was
false. It had aready been debunked ayear earlier by the U.S.
intelligencecommunity. Y etitwasincludedinthePresident’ s
State of the Union address. . . .

Theadministrationisvindictiveand mean-spirited. When
Ambassador Joe Wilson publicly challenged the administra-
tion for wrongly claiming that Irag had purchased uranium
from Niger for its nuclear weapons program, the administra-
tion retaliated against his wife, potentially endangering her
lifeand her career.

[T]he war in Iraq itself has not made America sefer. . . .
It has made the war on terrorism harder to win.
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D.C. Primary “Vote’
Was a Whiff of Hell

by Lonnie Wolfe and Nancy Spannaus

Theblatant rigging of theresultsof Washington, D.C."’sDem-
ocratic primary of Jan. 13, gives the American population a
whiff of the hell which it will face, if it continues to try to
ignore the redlities facing the United States strategically and
economically. Democratic candidate Lyndon LaRouche,
whose youth movement had the dominating presence in the
streets of Washington over the weeks going into the election,
had warned—in his webcast three days before the election
(seeFeature, p. 34)—that the D.C. votewould not bedecisive
in the Presidential election process. Rather, he emphasized,
the “Erinyes Principle” will expose those who commit great
evil, and act to bring them to justice. Thiswill come about in
the United States as new great shocks in the financial and
strategic realm hit the population—or the United States will
dieasanation.

The results in the primary confirmed LaRouche's warn-
ing. The announced outcome, of Howard Dean and Al Sharp-
ton coming out far inthe lead, with LaRouche’ s vote coming
in far below the so-called major candidates, simply defied
political reality.

Asked to comment about the primary during his Jan. 14
interview on the Jack Stockwell radio show, LaRouche put it
this way: “We had polls which were run before the day of
election, which showed both Sharpton and | running about
20%. He was suddenly getting aboost from the Moonies and

so forth, and being played up by the Washington Post. So, he
suddenly came out of nothing. He had an office there, with
just scrap paper init, and no sign of him. And then three days
before the election, and so forth, he appears with a big boost
from that crowd.

“Now, at that point, we had a 20-20% ratio between him
and me. Then comesyesterday—I’ m downto 1%! And, obvi-
ously, something happened. Now, our assessment is, thiswas
not the Democratic National Committee that did it—though
the Democratic National Committee was all over the case.
The Democratic National Committee did not do what was
done, yesterday. It camefrom adifferent source—andthere's
only one source in the nation that fits that schedule: That's
the Vice President.”

LaRouchehasreserved any further comment onwhat hap-
pened in the primary pending more extensive investigation.
We may never know what happened, the candidate said elec-
tion night. “The Erinyeswill settle this question.”

A Revolution in Process

LaRouche and his youth movement had, over the last
month, made the ouster of Cheney the central issue of the
primary campaign. It had been amajor theme of LaRouche's
two half-hour TV broadcasts, including one in prime time,
and of his hundreds of radio spots. And in the last days of
the campaign, several tens of thousands of copies of a new
campaign pamphlet targetting Cheney, The Children of Satan
I1—The Beast-Men, were distributed by LaRouche’ s mostly
young campaign organi zers.

And it was the message of the aggressive street-organiz-
ing campaign by more than four-score LaRouche Y outh,
which brought politics back to the streets of thiscity in away
no one had seen before. LaRouche’ s message on Cheney, as
well as his message on the ongoing economic collapse and
what needs to be done about it, were brought to the forgotten
men and women of the District’'s poor wards, and those

LaRouche Backs DC Vote
Investigation Call

This release was issued on Jan. 15 by the LaRouche in
2004 political campaign committee.

Democratic presidential candidate Lyndon LaRouche to-
day endorsed the callsfor aninvestigation of thevotetabu-
lation in the primary election of Jan 13. Members of the
District City Council, and Congressional Del egate Eleanor
Holmes Norton, are calling for an investigation of wide-
spread problems with the newly-introduced touch-screen

voting machines, whichreportedly resultedinasharpjump
inthetotal turnout figures early Wednesday morning, Jan.
14. LaRouche said that he is endorsing the calls for an
investigation in light of the fraudulent character of the
reported voting results, which, he stated, have no correla-
tion to polls conducted in the 24-hour period prior to the
primary, which had shown LaRouche to be running neck-
and-neck with Al Sharpton.

LaRouche noted the known pecularities of the touch-
screen voting system, reports of problemswith the vendor
who operated the machines, and irregul aritiesin the deliv-
ery of the touch-screen talliesto election headquarters.

The chairman of the D.C. Board of Elections and Eth-
ics, Benjamin F. Wilson, has said that he would welcome
an investigation of the vote tabulation.
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people responded to this organizing, in many cases, by join-
inginthecampaign’ srallies, marches, and literature distribu-
tion. More than 50 people were recruited to this effort for
primary day alone, while other people helped round up their
neighbors to bring out the LaRouche vote. No other cam-
paign had anywhere near the numbers of active supporters,
as was reported to the LYM by many envious backers of
those other campaigns; in fact, their campaigns, including
Sharpton’s, were mostly invisible save for some signs on
street lamps.

What was being organized was not merely a“vote,” but a
political revolution in Washington, whose full effects have
yet to befelt.

Fighting for Victory

During the last week before the election, the LaRouche
Y outh Movement (LY M) had travelled with aflat-bed truck,
full of organizersand signs, throughout Washington, but par-
ticularly inthe poorer neighborhoods. Ontop of theintensive
door-to-door organizing and rallying, which they had carried
out before, this deployment created tremendous excitement,
as the “forgotten men and women” of Washington saw that
there was a candidate, and a movement, which cared about
them and their future. Many commented that theyouths' con-
stant singing of spirituals and Classical music, brought back
the days of hope of the Civil Rights movement, before Dr.
Martin Luther King was assassi nated.

In a meeting the night before the election, the LaRouche
Y outh made an all-out commitment to win, vowing to do
whatever was necessary. They worked into the night, plan-
ning routes for sound-cars and literature distribution, work-
ing in four-hour shifts to collate thousands of get-out-the-
vote packets that were dropped on doorsteps in targetted
wards.

The following report from LYM leader David Nance
describes the Election Day organizing: “ The street organiz-
ing day for the LaRouche Y outh Movement began at 4:30
am. with plans to ensure that everyone registered to vote
in the city came out to vote. In the darkness of the Winter
morning, we drove or rode metros to the buses, where we
hopped on with our ‘Vote for LaRouche—the Real Demo-
crat’ capes and challenged each and all to come out to their
polling places and cast their vote for the only Democrat who
can beat Bush!

“While that was going on, up and down the major bus
routes, some LYM members were strategically located
across from every voting place in the District, putting up
LaRouche for President signs on every street light, pole, and
fence. And, one cannot forget the flatbed truck blaring the
Handel Messiah's ‘Hallelujah Chorus,’” loudly invading ev-
ery corridor. Neighborhoods across the city saw swarms of
youth members knocking on their doors, convincing them
to be citizens.

“No predicates can describe the spirit with which we de-
ployed over thelast twoweeks. Onthelast day of thiselection,
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LaRouche Youth Movement “ freedomtruck” asthey organized
around one of his half-hour televised campaign broadcasts. Does
thislook like 1% of the vote?

we did it all. We marched. . . . We sang. We did impromptu
intersection deployments. Welifted people on top of our flat-
bed truck: ‘Get on the freedom truck!!!" the youth shouted
acrossthecity, tossing literature from the truck as bystanders
ranto grabit, and ask what all that noise was about.

“Back in the office, our small staff was inundated with
callsfrom our constituents asking for help, advice on voting,
polling places, possible vote fraud, etc. One of our youth
phone organizers personally got over 50 calls from people
informing him that they had just voted LaRouche. On this
night, we showed our people how to get to heaven. . . .”

Aware of this activity, LaRouche said on the Stockwell
show: “What I’ve been doing, of course, is to take a youth
movement, which | helped craft, based on an understanding
of what we have to do: To get a generation that can turn the
United States back to the best that it used to be. And youth of
thistype, have shown they can do that.

“So, we have a hig fight. We have afight with a Demo-
cratic National Committee which is brain-dead, effectively.
They are, as |’ ve described them, currently, politically ‘ dead
meat.” They could not win an election—any of them, or all of
them combined—could not win an election against George
Bush, and George Bush' s machine.”
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Editorial

The Last Chairman

“Youwill be the lastchairman ofanindependentcentral ~ compelled to point out on numerous occasions [lately,
bank in the United States,” prophesied LaRouche advithat he sees the threat of arising tide of “protectionisny,”
sor Jonathan Tennenbaum on Jan. 14, as he confronted  coming from governments around the world. Another
Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Greenspan during aword for “protectionism” would be re-regulation, ang
event at Berlin, Germany’s Historical Museum. “What  indeed this perspective is being adopted, or is under
do you say about that?” serious discussion, throughout the nations of Euragia.
Instead of answering the question, the incoherent At the same time, Brazil and Argentina are refusing to
Greenspan blathered on at some length about the “eXow-tow to the International Monetary Fund-Fed de
traordinary” role which the financial side-bets called = mandsfor more measures of deregulation and fre¢ trade,
derivatives have played in defusing the financial syswhich would open additional looting grounds for the

tem, and about the necessity of deregulation in prevent-  international financial institutions which are degperate
ing “a very major collapse in banking.” To Ten- to keep from having to acknowledge their bankruptcy.
nenbaum’s demand that he prove that the world is not Ultimately, Greenspan thinks he holds the |trump

in the midst of the greatest financial bubble in moderncard, given the fact that the world financial system de-
history, Greenspan demurred. He and his experts have  pends entirely upon the dollar which his polici¢s con-
decidedthatthere is noreal estate bubble (1), and that thieol. But, should nations adopt the LaRouche approa¢h,
likelihood of some massive financial bubble blowingup  and actually move to establish new national bgnking
in our faces, is “extraordinarily unlikely to happen.”  systems, and agreements among them in the tradition of

At other times, the Fed Chairman would have felt ~ Franklin D. Roosevelt's Bretton Woods, Greenspan’s
he could have dismissed a detailed question from a degpower disappears. It is only the reluctance of other na-
clared LaRouche representative, especiallyonewhoan-  tions to call Greenspan'’s bluff, and set up a new global
nounced that LaRouche had pledged to put an end tmonetary system, that keeps his system intact.

the system of independent central banking, which Yet, there are unmistakeable signs that natipns are
Greenspan represents. Instead, he felt compelled to amoving in that direction. The bankruptcy of the IMF
swer it at great, if unsatisfactory, length. and all the industrialized nations, is leading to incfeas-

It should not be surprising as to why this is the caseingly crazy schemes, and is going to result, almost cé¢r-
For one thing, as Greenspan said to Tennenbaum onthe  tainly within the coming year, in afinancial shock. Such
question of the existence of the bubble, “you are not the shock, be it through the total collapse of the dollar, pr
only one who says that.” That's quite an understate-  a hyperinflationary explosion in the United Stales, or
ment. As we report elsewhere in this issue, there is ¢he actual freezing-up of the world banking system, will
veritable chorus of Establishment figures coming for-  drive nations to move toward LaRouche’s alterrjative,
ward to warn about an impending catastrophe on thetrictly as a matter of survival.

financial front, due to the hyperinflationary policies of Under LaRouche’s system, the predatory indgpen-
the Fed Chairman. These figures are far from happyent central banking systemwillonce more be scrappgd,
about Greenspan’s attempt to further pump up the bub-  in the interest of governments taking control df their
ble, in order to try to save the behinds of those whoown credit systems, for the sake of guaranteeing their
created the disaster that nearly destroyed the world fi-  nations’ future. In LaRouche’s view, when it cormes to
nancial system in the late 1990s. Greenspan feels thedr question of the bankers versus the population, it is the
pressure, but he is sticking to his approach. bankers who have to be sacrificed.

Nor is the opposition to Greenspan’s approach sim-  Atthat point, Chairman Greenspan won't be able {o
ply a matter of voicing opinions. The Chairman has felt  talk his way into keeping his job.
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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

MINNESOTA

* ANOKA
Comcast Ch.15
Thu: 3 pm & 9 pm

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

* CAMBRIDGE
US Cable Ch.10
Wednesdays—2 pm

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

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

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

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

+ MINNEAPOLIS
PARAGON Ch.67
Saturdays—7 pm

* NEW ULM—Ch.14
Fridays—5 pm

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

MISSISSIPPI

* MARSHALL COUNTY
Galaxy Ch. 2
Mondays—7 pm

MISSOURI

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

NEBRASKA

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

NEVADA

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

* RENO/SPARKS
Charter Ch.16
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
Time Warner 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 UTAH
Time Warner Ch.13 * E.MILLARD
Sun—1 pm & 9 pm Precis Ch.10

Saturdays—9 pm Tuesdays—>5 pm

* TRI-LAKES * SEVERE/SAN PETE
Adelphia Ch.2 Precis Ch.10
Sun: 7 am, 1 pm, 8 pm Sundays & Mondays
* WEBSTER—Ch.12 6 pm & 9 pm
Wednesdays—9 pm VERMONT
OHIO * GREATER FALLS
* CUYAHOGA COUNTY Adelphia Ch.8
Ch.21: Wed—3:30 pm Tuesdays—1 pm
« FRANKLIN COUNTY VIRGINIA
Ch 21: Sun.—6 pm « ALBERMARLE
* LORAIN COUNTY Adelphia Ch.13
Adelphia Ch.30 Fridays—3 pm
Daily: 10 am; or « ARLINGTON
12 Noon; or 2 pm; ACT Ch.33

or 12 Midnight
* OBERLIN—Ch.9
Tuesdays—7 pm
+ REYNOLDSBURG
Ch.6: Sun.—6 pm

Mondays—4 pm
Tuesdays—9 am
* BLACKSBURG
WTOB Ch.2
Mondays—6 pm

OREGON * CHESTERFIELD

* LINN/BENTON Comcast Ch.6
AT&T Ch.99 Tuesdays—5 pm
Tuesdays—1 pm * FAIRFAX—Ch.10

* PORTLAND Tuesdays—12 Noon

Thursdays—7 pm

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

* ROANOKE—Ch.19
Tuesdays—7 pm
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

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 Mondays—12 Noon
RI Interconnect Thursdays—8:30 pm
Cox Ch.13 * RICHLAND
Full Ch.49 Charter Ch.12
Tuesdays—10 am Mondays—12 Noon

TEXAS Thursdays—8:30 pm

« AUSTIN Ch.10 * SPOKANE—Ch.14
T/W & Grande 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

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
Saturdays—9 am
Mon, 12/29: 4 pm
Wed, 12/31: 4 pm
Tue, 1/6: 4 pm
Wed, 1/14: 8 pm

* KINGWOOD Ch.98
Kingwood Cablevision
Saturdays—9 am
Mon, 12/29: 4 pm
Wed, 12/31: 4 pm
Tue, 1/6: 4 pm
Wed, 1/14: 8 pm

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

If you would like to get
The LaRouche Con-
nection on your local
cable TV system, please
call Charles Notley at 703-
777-9451, Ext. 322. For
more information, visit our
Website at http://
www.larouchepub.com/tv
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FIDELIO

Journal of Poetry, Science, and Statecraft

Publisher of LaRouche’s major theoretical writings

Fall 2003

Believing Is Not Necessarily Knowing F I D E L I O

L.yndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

‘1. Sense perception is not necessarily knowing.

‘2. Learning is not necessarily knowing.

‘3. Generally accepted opinion, academic or other, is
not a standard for the definition of truth.

‘4, Today’s teachers have not necessarily intended to
educate or test their students in a manner suited
to human beings.’

The Renaissance, and the Rediscovery
Of Plato and the Greeks

Torbjorn Jerlerup

The Joy of Reading ‘Don Quixote’

Carlos Wesley

Shattering Axioms, Fighting
For Our Future!

A Presentation by the LaRouche Youth Movement
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Schiller Institute, Inc.
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