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LaRouche: Empire’s War Drive
Stalemated, But Threat Remains

by The Editors

April 21—The British Empire’s demented drive for
global thermonuclear war, most recently using the
Ukraine theater as a fulcrum, has been stymied over the
past week, Lyndon LaRouche commented in discus-
sions with associates on April 19. But the stalemate
emerging from the April 17 quadripartite Geneva agree-
ment, is highly unstable. The British Empire’s war
drive will either be derailed by removing President
Obama from office, or it will again escalate rapidly to-
wards thermonuclear confrontation, this time with
direct involvement of the British Empire.

“The entire operation so far, is now stalemated,” La-
Rouche stated. “Which means the next stage is: the
British Empire moves in. Which means, Australia, and
points in the Middle East, and trying to pull the United
States in. But if they can’t pull the United States in, it
ain’t going to work! Without the United States, they
cannot start a Eurasian war.

“So it’s an interesting situation. That’s the stale-
mate. The British are not in a situation to declare war,
unless they can get the United States to push it through,
and there are blocks right now.”

LaRouche then took note of the pressure Obama is
coming under as the result of a Florida judge’s decision
to compel the FBI to release 92,000 pages of documents
relevant to Saudi financing of activities related to 9/11;
and he underscored the strategic significance of the
Kesha Rogers campaign for the Senate from Texas,
which can blow open the entire situation in the Demo-
cratic Party nationally, to good effect.
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The Neo-Nazi Factor

The crucial issue which Russian President Vladimir
Putin has used to gum up the works on the war drive for
the moment, LaRouche explained, is that the neo-Nazi
squadristi—which the British and Obama intentionally
putin the driver’s seat in their illegitimate and unelected
Ukrainian government—must be disarmed and demo-
bilized, as part of the Geneva agreement. “Putin put
something in very clearly, on the question of the condi-
tions, in terms of Ukraine,” LaRouche said. ‘“That there
has to be no thuggery continued in Ukraine. That’s
where the block is. And Putin says, there’s no giving in
on that, that these guys have to surrender their guns.”

Indeed, when Right Sector squadristi attacked pro-
Russian protesters in eastern Ukraine on Easter Sunday
morning, killing a reported four people in a firefight, the
Western media broke its usual black propaganda pro-
file, and accurately reported the Right Sector’s effort to
blow up the Geneva deal.

Meanwhile, the eastward expansion of NATO to
Russia’s borders continues, with reports of the possible
forward-basing of some 10,000 American troops in
Poland, and similar deployments. In his four-hour April
17 video town hall meeting, President Putin denounced
the eastward expansion of NATO—which is occurring
despite early 1990s promises from the first Bush Ad-
ministration that this would not happen—and com-
mented: “If we don’t do anything, Ukraine will be
drawn into NATO sometime in the future. We’ll be told
“This doesn’t concern you,” and NATO ships will dock
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in Sevastopol [in Crimea], the city of Russia’s naval
glory.”

Putin also warned: “Let me remind you that the Fed-
eration Council of Russia [the upper house of parlia-
ment] gave the President the right to use the Armed
Forces in Ukraine. I very much hope that I will not have
to exercise this right and that, through political and dip-
lomatic means, we will be able to resolve all the press-
ing, if not to say burning, issues in Ukraine.”

Those remarks of Putin’s have been widely covered
in the West. But what has been almost totally blacked
out are his comments at the same meeting, warning that
the U.S.-NATO ballistic missile defense system is even
more threatening to Russia than NATO’s eastward ex-
pansion.

“I’ll use this opportunity to say a few words about
our talks on missile defense,” Putin said. “This issue
has no less, and probably even more importance, than
NATO’s eastward expansion. ... At the expert level, ev-
eryone understands very well that, if these systems are
deployed closer to our borders, our ground-based stra-
tegic missiles will be within their striking range. ... If
they deploy these elements in Europe, we’ll have to do
something in response, as we’ve said so many times. . ..
We’ll do everything to guarantee the security of the
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Russian people, and I'm sure
we’ll succeed.”

LaRouche took note of
these developments, and
concluded his discussion
with associates by saying:
“This is what goes on the
record as of now, as spoken,
here, at this point. That de-
fines what we’re saying is
the issue of war, as of now.
We now recognize, we are a
factor in this process. And
what I’m doing is a factor in
this process of determining
peace and war issues.”

Further Breaks on War
Avoidance

With the opportunity to
push back against the British
Empire war drive provided
by the Geneva agreements of
April 17, some voices in U.S.
institutions have decided to press the point. On April
19, Reuters published a lengthy special report, detailing
how the Bush and Obama Administrations wrecked the
prospects of strategic collaboration with Russia. The
report revolved around comments by an unnamed
senior Obama Administration official, who bluntly
stated that it was Washington, not Moscow that blew up
the potential for strategic partnership—even after Putin
was the first foreign leader to offer and deliver strong
support to the United States following the 9/11 attacks.
Under the dominant influence of Vice President Dick
Cheney, President George W. Bush responded to the
Russian cooperation by abrogating the Anti-Ballistic
Missle (ABM) Treaty, to deploy the very missile de-
fense shield into the European theater that remains the
number one source of potential thermonuclear war.

In November 2002, the Bush Administration esca-
lated the confrontation with Russia by pressing for
seven former Warsaw Pact nations and former Soviet
republics to be invited to join NATO by 2004. President
Obama further exacerbated the conflict by moving for-
ward with the ABM deployments, and by attempting to
bypass Putin during the period when Putin ally Dmitri
Medvedev was Russian President.

In addition to the unnamed senior Administration

State Department
The April 17 meeting in Geneva (shown here), in which the U.S., EU, Ukraine, and Russia
participated, stymied the British war drive, but the situation remains fragile, LaRouche stated,
as long as Obama remains in office. The photo shows Russian Foreign Minister Lavrov (left
foreground), U.S. Secretary of State Kerry (oppposite, second from left); and Ukrainian
Foreign Minister Deshchytsia (across the table).
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official, the Reuters report quoted several former U.S.
ambassadors to the Soviet Union, and then Russia, who
are still active, including Jack Matlock and James Col-
lins, and former Bush National Security Council Direc-
tor for Russia Thomas Graham. Graham, in particular,
argued that the United States had missed a golden op-
portunity with the fall of the Soviet Union, to abolish
NATO and create a new tripartite security structure for
Europe involving the United States, a reunified Europe,
and Russia.

The Hair-Trigger Remains

The Easter ambush near the eastern Ukrainian city
of Slavyansk highlights the fragility of the situation on
the ground. A statement by the Russian Foreign Minis-
try following the attack stated, “The Russian side is in-
dignant at this provocation of the militants, which
proves Kiev’s authorities are not willing to control and
disarm the nationalists and extremists.”

As LaRouche warned in his April 19 dialogue with
colleagues, it is critical to watch carefully for British-
engineered provocations to draw the United States
deeper into direct confrontation with Russia.

The Economist, aleading voice of the British Crown
and the City of London, called for just such a provoca-
tion this week, editorializing: “The West needs to show
Mr Putin that further action will be costly. So far, its
rhetoric has marched far ahead of its willingness to
act—only adding to the aura of weakness. Not enough
is at stake in Ukraine to risk war with a nuclear-armed
Russia. And European voters will not put up with gas
shortages, so an embargo is not plausible. But the West
has other cards to play. One is military. NATO should
announce that it will hold exercises in central and east-
ern Europe, strengthen air and cyber defences there and
immediately send some troops, missiles and aircraft to
the Baltics and Poland. NATO members should pledge
to increase military spending.

“Another card is sanctions, so far imposed on only a
few people close to Mr Putin. It is time for a broad visa
ban on powerful Russians and their families. France
should cancel the sale of warships to Russia. A more
devastating punishment would be to cut Russia off from
dollars, euros and sterling. Such financial sanctions,
like those that led Iran to negotiate over its nuclear pro-
gramme, would deprive Russia of revenues from oil
and gas exports, priced in dollars, and force it to draw
on reserves to pay for most of its imports. They would
be costly to the West, especially the City of London, but
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worth it. Impose them now, and give Mr Putin reason to
pause. Do any less and the price next time will be even
higher.”

Ambrose Evans-Pritchard, the London Telegraph
voice for the British intelligence establishment, has
written several recent columns, reporting that the
Obama Administration has already launched covert fi-
nancial warfare against Russia, cutting off access to
credit lines and forcing the Russian government to dip
deep into its financial stability reserve funds to roll
over debts amounting to more than $10 billion per
month.

Other Fronts for Provocation

This week, Vice President Joe Biden is in Kiev con-
ferring with Ukrainian government officials, while
President Obama travels to Asia to meet with treaty
allies Japan, South Korea, and the Philippines (he is
also visiting Malaysia). The absence of a China stop-
over is indicative of the fact that relations between
Washington and Beijing are more strained than they
have been in years, largely due to Obama’s “Asia
pivot”—the policy of promoting a doctrine of Air-Sea
Battle that blurs the lines between conventional and nu-
clear war. Chinese officials will be closely watching
for indications that Obama is looking to tighten the con-
tainment of China through deeper military arrange-
ments with the three allied countries of the East and
South China sea regions.

London has also been aggressively promoting the
idea that a new North Korean crisis could erupt at any
moment. An exclusive story published in the Telegraph
earlier this month warned that a new purge is underway
in Pyongyang, citing a recent North Korean intelligence
defector called “Mr. K” who has provided a stream of
inside intelligence on the splits in the North Korean
leadership.

Between the Obama trip to the Far East and the un-
certainty about the situation inside North Korea, the
Asia-Pacific region could also detonate into crisis at
any moment.

Itis precisely in this context that LaRouche has con-
tinued to warn that the danger of conflict is not centered
in Ukraine, but is global in nature—and is driven by the
growing desperation in London and Wall Street that the
current financial system is doomed and a “little war”
could be the best vehicle for settling financial accounts
without diminishing the power of the Empire over
global affairs.
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Documentation

Ukrainian Parties Warn
Of Civil War, WWIII

On the eve of the April 17 quadrilateral negotiations in
Geneva, 27 leaders of Ukrainian parties and organiza-
tions appealed to UN, European, and U.S. officials to
promote exclusively “peaceful
negotiations” as the pathway to
a resolution of conflicts within
Ukraine, rather than promoting
civil war and risking the detona-
tion of World War III. The state-
ment, published below, charged
that the current regime in Kiev
was illegally installed and is
continuing the neo-Nazi slogans
of the Euromaidan insurgency,
by which the Feb. 22 coup
against Ukraine’s elected Presi-
dent was made. Thus, these
Ukrainian activists are in total
disagreement with the U.S. State
Department, whose spokesman
on April 18 repeated the view
that there was no coup and the
current authorities are legiti-
mate.

The citation in the appeal of
calls to “shoot ‘separatists’”
refers to Member of Parliament Iryna Farion of the
racist Svoboda Party, which holds three ministerial
portfolios and the Prosecutor General’s Office in the
coup-installed regime; Earlier this month Farion told an
interviewer that Kiev should be “much tougher” on
anti-coup protesters in eastern Ukraine. “I would have
simply have shot them,” she said, “Listen, the enemy is
ruling on our land. ... They should have been driven out
of here back in 1654. The measures should be much
tougher. Because these creatures who are coming here
deserve only one thing: death. (1654 refers to the Treaty
of Pereyaslav between Ukrainian Cossack Hetman
Bohdan Khmelnytsky and the Russian Tsar Alexander
Mikhailovich.)
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Natalia Vitrenko, a signer of the appeal, toured
Europe in February to expose the ongoing coup in
Ukraine.

Many of the signers were also signatories on a Jan.
25 appeal (EIR, Jan. 31, 2014) for world action to pre-
vent the coup, which highlighted the neo-Nazi sym-
bols of the Euromaidan, as well as the threat to
Ukraine’s economy and sovereignty from the Associa-
tion Agreement with the European Union, the rejec-
tion of which by then-President Victor Yanukovych in
November 2013 served as the pretext for the regime-
change action that was named the Euromaidan. Three
of the, signers, Natalia Vitrenko, Volodymyr Mar-
chenko, and Valeri Sergachov, toured Europe in
February-March to expose the
Western-backed neo-Nazi re-
vival and coup in Ukraine (E/R,
March 7, 2014).

‘Stop the War of the Self-
Proclaimed Ukrainian
Authorities Against Their
Own People!’

To: UN Secretary-General
Ban Ki-moon, President of the
European Union, Herman Van
Rompuy, and President of the
Russian Federation Vladimir
Putin

We, leaders of Ukrainian po-
litical parties and public organi-
zations, urgently request that
you take all measures necessary
to stop the civil war in Ukraine,
defend the civilian population of
southeast Ukraine against politi-
cal repression, humiliation, and physical elimination by
illegal bands of ultraradicals, the National Guard that
has been set up for punitive actions, and the Armed
Forces of Ukraine.

We draw your attention to the fact that yesterday’s
oppositionists, who proclaimed neo-Nazi slogans like
“Ukraine for Ukrainians,” “Stab the Muscovites,” and
“Glory to the nation—death to the enemies!” and held
mass torch marches with Nazi insignia and portraits of
Nazi collaborators Bandera and Shukhevych, have now
become the government, as a result of a coup d’état.
And now, as representatives of the government, they
are continuing to talk about “the physical destruction of
8 million Russians,” shooting ‘“‘separatists,” and so
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forth, in contradiction to the norms and principles of
international law and the Constitution of Ukraine.
Acting on a neo-Nazi attitude toward national minori-
ties and the Russian-speaking population, as being
ethnic groups that are hostile to the creation of a mono-
ethnic state, the Acting President of Ukraine has de-
cided to use the Armed Forces against civilians, violat-
ing the ban on this, stated in Article 17 of the Constitution
of Ukraine.

We believe that the authorities in Ukraine are com-
mitting illegal acts, punishable by law, from the stand-
point of the December 9, 1948 Genocide Convention,
Article 3. The rights of citizens of Ukraine, guaranteed
by the Constitution of Ukraine, the International Pact
on Civil and Political Rights, the European Convention
on the Defense of Human Rights and Basic Freedoms,
the Universal Declaration on Human Rights, and the
UN Charter, are being violated. The Russian-speaking
population of southeastern Ukraine has been falsely la-
beled “separatists,” thus subverting its right to defend
its rights and freedoms, dignity, life, and security
against infringement by the neo-Nazis who have seized
power.

We are convinced that demands to give the Russian
language the status of an official language and to shift
Ukraine to a federative form of organization have noth-
ing in common with separatism, but, on the contrary,
are mechanisms for preserving Ukraine as a single,
democratic state, providing justice and development
for the southeastern regions within it.

Instead, a decision has been taken to use the Armed
Forces of Ukraine—tanks, artillery, Grad rocket-
launchers, airplanes, helicopters, and missiles—to kill
the country’s people, covering these actions with pro-
paganda lies about “separatism,” “terrorism,” and
“Russian interference.”

In reality, the Ukrainian Army has already brought
tanks and APCs into the Donbass. There are casual-
ties. This is a war, declared against the country’s
people.

We condemn it! Peaceful negotiations, consider-
ation of the legitimate demands of the culturally Rus-
sian population, and a ban on neo-Nazi parties and
movements is the pathway to a democratic resolution of
the conflict. The “force” scenario is the pathway to a
fratricidal war in Ukraine and the unleashing of a Third
World War on the European continent.

We ask your immediate intervention for a solution
to the crisis.
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Respectfully,

Alexander V. Bondarchuk, Ukrainian Labor Party
(Marxist-Leninist), People’s Deputy of Ukraine, 2nd,
3rd, 4th sessions of the Supreme Rada; Natalia M. Vit-
renko, Progressive Socialist Party of Ukraine, Doctor
of Economic Sciences, People’s Deputy of Ukraine,
2nd and 3rd sessions of Supreme Rada; Sergei V.
Dovgan, Honorary Chairman of the Peasant Party of
Ukraine, People’s Deputy of Ukraine, 2nd and 3rd ses-
sions of the Supreme Rada; Lyudmila P. Kayotkina,
All-Ukraine Women’s Public Organization “Gift of
Life,” Deputy of Donetsk Regional Parliament, Sth ses-
sion; Yelena A. Mazur, All-Ukraine Public Organiza-
tion “For the Union of Ukraine, Belarus and Russia,”
People’s Deputy of Ukraine, 3rd session of Supreme
Rada; Tatyana A. Makarenko, “Russkaya Obshchina”
(Russian Community), Dnepropetrovsk; Gennadi V.
Makarov. Coordinating Council of Russian Organiza-
tions in Eastern Ukraine, Russkoye Veche; Volodymyr
R. Marchenko, Ukrainian Federation of Labor, Peo-
ple’s Deputy of Ukraine, 1st, 2nd, 3rd sessions of Su-
preme Rada; Alexander V. Svistunov, Russian Move-
ment of Ukraine, Deputy of Supreme Soviet of
Autonomous Republic of Crimea, 5th session; Valeri
A. Sergachov, Kiev Rus Party, Deputy of Odessa Re-
gional Parliament, 5th session; Valentin B. Lukya-
nik, Union of Orthodox Brotherhoods of Ukraine;
Olga N. Solovenko, Eurasian People’s Union, Deputy
of Odessa Regional Parliament, Sth session; Yuri N.
Yegorov, Orthodox Choice; Pavel V. Tishchenko,
Kharkov regional “Trudovaya Kharkovshchina,” Peo-
ple’s Deputy of Ukraine, 3rd session; Viktor V. Si-
lenko, All-Ukrainian Association of Russian Compa-
triots; Nina I. Sorba, Assembly of Orthodox Women
of Ukraine; Vladlena V. Kalenskaya, Just Cause;
Vasili F. Kuvshinov, Union of Soviet Officers, Chigi-
rin; Vladimir G. Gatkevich, Veterans of War and
Labor of the Smelyansk Electromechanical Plant; Gen-
nadi A. Snoz, Rukh Molodi, Cherkassy organization;
Alexander I. Ogorodnikov, Union of Soviet Officers,
Uman; Viktor M. Parkhomenko, Registered Cos-
sacks, Chigirin; Bogdan Y. Kucherenko, Bastion, his-
torical-patriotic organization, Chigirin; Vladimir V.
Bogatyrev, Russian Union; Alexander P. Varushko,
United Slavic Front, Dnepropetrovsk; Igor Vo-
robyov, Russian Union of the Donbass, Lugansk; Al-
exander Yeryomenko, OKO Diamanta charitable
foundation, Odessa; Galina S. Sazonova, ZOSh Vega
Club, Kiev.

EIR April 25,2014



