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be African, and that particpants from elsewhere would pro-
vide people such as engineers, whose expertise will map 
out and fine tune his country’s development plans for Dar-
fur.

Bashir dismissed the French initiative to threaten Sudan 
with a military intervention in the guise of establishing aid 
corridors from Chad into Darfur. The Sarkozy regime is intent 
on getting troops into Chad, using aid delivery to Darfur as a 
pretext. French Foreign Minister Bernard Kouchner was 
asked in Chad, when he was organizing the Paris conference, 
if France would fund African peacekeepers, so the conflict 
could be dealt with. Kouchner rejected the idea, saying that he 
was only interested in getting troops into Chad, to establish 
“corridors” into Darfur. One of the key French demands is the 
establishment of a no-fly zone over Darfur, to keep Sudan 
from intervening against the rebels.

Julie Flint, a Darfur expert, who, like De Waal, has been 
critical of the governmemt, attacked the no-fly idea in an op-
ed in the the New York Times on July 6. She reported on “a 
humanitarian effort that has kept more than two million dis-
placed people alive,” and that, “In the fifth year of the war, 
mortality levels among Darfurians reached by relief are mar-
ginally better than they were before the war and lower than in 
the capital, Khartoum. In South Sudan, where the conflict is 
stilled, children have higher death rates and lower school en-
rollment.”

Flint points out that these successes will be lost if a no-fly 
zone, as many are calling for (including a number of Demo-
cratic Presidential candidates), is implemented, because most 
of this aid is delivered by air, and no aid operations will fly 
into Darfur if there is any danger of their flights being shot 
down by those enforcing a no-fly zone.

Flint wrote: “Today, as Khartoum’s janjaweed militias 
turn against each other, rebel movements fragment and ban-
ditry rages, millions of Darfurians who depend on humanitar-
ian assistance can be reached only by air. United Nations and 
African Union traffic accounts for 9 of every 10 flights in Dar-
fur. Some agencies deliver as much as 90 percent of their sup-
plies using aircraft. The collapse of the humanitarian appara-
tus would be a death sentence for Darfurians, especially those 
in camps who rely on aid agencies for food, clean water and 
shelter.”

Countering the idea that a no-fly zone is necessary to pro-
tect the civilian population, Flint reported that, “The number 
of civilians killed by air attacks this year in Darfur is in the 
dozens.” Most deaths resulted from ground battles “between 
Arab militias fighting one another over land.” She added, 
counter to what some of the U.S. Presidential candidates have 
been saying, “Not once this year has there been aerial bomb-
ing ‘before, during and after’ these offensives.” She advised, 
“The United States should step back from confrontational 
rhetoric and empty threats. Instead, it should support efforts to 
mend rebel divisions and encourage new peace talks that are 
not tied to artificial deadlines.”
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In Memoriam

Academician D.S. Lvov:
Economist and Patriot

Academician Dmitri Semyonovich Lvov, one of Russia’s 
leading economists, died on July 6 at the age of 77. Acade-
mician-Secretary of the Economics Section of the Russian 
Academy of Sciences, and deputy head of the Central 
Mathematical Economics Institute (CEMI), he was an in-
novator, who fought tirelessly, both in the late Soviet pe-
riod, and during the murderous reforms of the 1990s, for 
economic policies that would better the circumstances of 
Russia’s population. In recent years, he was best known 
for advocating the utilization of natural rent, including 
Russia’s oil revenues, for investment programs in the na-
tional interest.

Academician Lvov carried on a dialogue with Lyndon 
LaRouche about economic ideas, in person and through 
their writings, from 1995 to the present. Earlier, during the 
1980s, Lvov’s CEMI had held seminars on the LaRouche-
Riemann economic model. In 1995, after the two econo-
mists met in person for the first time, EIR published “To-
ward a Scientific Grounding for Economic Reforms in 
Russia,” a CEMI study prepared under Lvov’s direction, 
with a preface by LaRouche titled “The New Role for Rus-
sia in U.S. Policy Today” (EIR, Aug. 25, 1995). In June 
2001, LaRouche and Academician Lvov gave the core tes-
timony at hearings, convened by then-head of the State Du-
ma’s Committee on Economic Policy Sergei Glazyev, on 
measures to protect the national economy under conditions 
of world economic breakdown. Lvov emphasized “the un-
decided problem of ownership of the natural-resource po-
tential of our planet,” particularly opposing the idea that 
Russia should become a raw-materials-exporting append-
age of the industry of other nations.

In response to Lvov’s testimony, LaRouche wrote “On 
Academician Lvov’s Warning: What Is ‘Primitive Accumula-
tion’?” for the EIR dated Aug. 17, 2001 (www.larouchepub.
com/lar/2001/2831_lvov.html).

As recently as this past Winter, Academician Lvov contin-
ued to present his ideas as offering a way forward for Russian 
society. He addressed a packed auditorium of young people, 
with a lecture in a series of events that brought university 
youth together with members of the Academy. His recent lec-
tures included favorite themes, such as “Justice and the Spiri-
tual Life.”

The CEMI website reports that on June 20, the Presidi-
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um of the Russian Academy of Sciences awarded Academi-
cian Lvov its 2007 prize for the best works in popular sci-
ence. He merited this honor for his writings in the mass 
media on questions of contemporary economics, in the 
1991-2007 period. The weekly Zavtra on July 11 published 
the last such intervention, the raw transcript of a phone in-
terview with Lvov just days before his death. Gravely ill, 
the economist nonetheless gave a concise and pointed reply, 
on the foolhardiness of investing Russia’s oil earnings in 
global financial markets, rather than Russian in the Russian 
economy.

Below is the message of mourning, post-
ed on the website of Academician Lvov’s 
close associate, and member of the State 
Duma, Dr. Sergei Glazyev, along with addi-
tional background from the Academy of Sci-
ences.

‘Teacher, Friend, and Comrade’
From www.glazev.ru, July 7, 2007:

On the evening of July 6, Academician of the 
Russian Academy of Sciences Dmitri Lvov 
died suddenly in his 78th year. His passing 
was announced by the academician’s assis-
tant, Sergei Yevsyukov.

Sergei Glazyev expressed condolences to 
the family, friends, and colleagues of the late 
Academician Dmitri Semyonovich Lvov:

“Russia has lost an outstanding scholar, a true patriot of 
our Motherland, and a remarkable person, Dmitri Semyonov-
ich Lvov.

“This is an enormous loss for our science and our country. 
For me it is the irreplaceable loss of a teacher, an old friend, 
and a close comrade.

“It is difficult to overstate the importance of Dmitri 
Semyonovich’s efforts over many years, in the theory and 
practice of economic policy. His research, books, articles, 
and recommendations not only always contained a precise 
evaluation of economic reality, but they were also perme-
ated by love of the country and knowledge of how to find a 
way out for millions of our impoverished fellow citizens, 
how to root out the deep social inequality that exists, and 
how to build a new economy—an economy based on knowl-
edge.

“All of the works of Academician Lvov provide a shining 
example of a great spiritual deed, and of unselfish service to 
our Fatherland, and love for ordinary people.

“It is difficult to hold back the grief of this loss, but the 
best memorial to Dmitri Semyonovich will be to continue the 
work to which he devoted his entire life, and into which he put 
his soul. There is no doubt, that the results of his scientific 
work will be in demand and will be put to use for the good of 
our people.
International  41

“I give my condolences to the family, friends, colleagues, 
and students of Academician Lvov, and I grieve together with 
you.”

Dmitri Semyonovich Lvov was a major specialist in the 
economics of innovation theory and the institutional struc-
ture of the economy, according to the Russian Academy of 
Sciences. Beginning in 1966, his scientific work was asso-
ciated with the Institute of Economics; after 1972, with the 
Central Mathematical Economics Institute (CEMI). His 
books and topical articles on the theory and practice of eco-

nomic reform in Russia became widely 
known in our country, as well as abroad.

Under Academician D.S. Lvov’s di-
rect leadership, a scientific school took 
shape and developed extensively, dealing 
with methods of evaluating the socio-eco-
nomic effectiveness of investment proj-
ects and the economic techniques used in 
their implementation. Government docu-
ments providing the legal back-up for the 
effectiveness of new technologies and 
capital investments in the Russian econo-
my were based on the theory of economic 
measurement and standards for the effi-
ciency for capital investment, which he 
developed.

Another important area of Academi-
cian D.S. Lvov’s research is the founda-

tions of a system of methods and institutional forms for man-
agement of a transitional economy, taking into account the 
specific features of the Russian national economy’s function-
al structure. This work opened up a new stage of research by 
Russian institutional economists.

His works on the theory and practice of economic re-
form in Russia were reflected in numerous publications—
scientific papers and books—which became widely known 
at home and abroad. He published 14 monographs, two 
university textbooks, and over 300 articles, pamphlets, 
and scientific papers. D.S. Lvov guided the preparation of 
several reports for the President, the government of Rus-
sia, and the State Duma, as well as undertaking a great 
deal of work on contract for government organizations 
and agencies, major companies, industrial associations, 
and regions of Russia.

We draw your attention to one of the last interviews Dmi-
tri Semyonovich gave, and to the scientific report he present-
ed at a session of the Economics Section of the Social Sci-
ences Division of the Russian Academy of Sciences, which he 
headed:

“Dmitri Lvov: 1990s reforms tore Russia apart,” www.
glazev.ru/nir/2047.

“Russia: the framework of reality and contours of the fu-
ture” (Nov. 14, 2006), www.glazev.ru/associate/2272.


