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army in the back. In fact, the people of Syria have so 
turned against the war, now that they’ve had experi-
ence with these foreign jihadists that we have recruited 
from all around the world. (The United States recruits 
them, arms them, trains them, sends them off, and they 
man al-Qaeda, they man ISIS.) Many of these towns 
that joined the early revolution have said this stinks; 
this is not what we want. We want the old Syria that we 
had before.

From all reports that I can obtain, reconciliation 
has been a resounding success, and it has pacified the 
country. And for this reason, I was able to stop at ob-
scure places. We’d be out in the desert and need to 
make a rest stop, and there’d be some little shanty, 
some fellow who would be growing a few olive trees, 
eking out a living, and we’d stop there. We weren’t 
there to question them, we were there to use the rest-
room—and they would volunteer, and they would 
say: We are so delighted that the terrorists have been 
driven out and we want to express our gratitude to 
President Bashar al Assad. I have heard this from 
peasants, from people who sweep streets, who clean 
toilets for a living, all the way up to members of Par-
liament.

The Status of Women and Religion
I met with the head of Parliament and with a good 

portion of the Parliament of Syria, and I will tell you 
something that the mainstream media won’t tell you: 
The Parliament has a substantial number of women 
who are the top legislators. We’re always told that the 
Sunnis don’t have any authority in Syria: The fact of the 
matter is that the President’s wife is a Sunni, and she is 
very powerful, not only nationally but within her own 
family. The President’s principal media and political 
advisor is Sunni. The Grand Mufti, who is the top Sunni 
authority in Syria and surrounding locations, is an 
ardent supporter of the President. Most of the Syrian 
generals are Sunni; most of the top officials in govern-
ment are Sunni.

This whole myth [of religious conflict] was created 
as part of the justification for going to war against 
Syria—that somehow, we needed to figure out which 
religious group would control the country.

Reconciliation has been a very surprising success, 
and the country has clearly come together. There is 
enormous unity, and I think there’s probably not a poli-
tician in the United States that would not die to have the 
popularity ratings of the President of Syria.
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Ladies and Gentlemen, this is 
Jim Jatras. I’m a former U.S. diplo-
mat and longtime foreign policy ad-
visor to the Senate Republican lead-
ership. I’m honored to be invited to 
address this distinguished confer-
ence today. I thank Helga Zepp- 

LaRouche and the Schiller Institute, 
and all of the people who’ve made 
this event possible. I apologize, I’m 
not able to be there with you today in 
person, but I’m pleased to be able to 
talk to you remotely from this re-
corded statement.

I think it’s fair to say, we live in 
one of those terrible historical junc-
tures, where there really are two 
paths set out in front of us. One is the 
path of peace, prosperity, develop-
ment, construction, the release of 
human potential; and the other one, James George Jatras
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is something comparable, I would say, not even to 1939, 
but rather comparable to 1914, with the world standing 
on the edge of an abyss, of a great global conflict with 
potential consequences that are unforeseen and foresee-
able, but would be of a nature so destructive that we 
can’t even imagine, as indeed, people in 1914 could not 
have imagined what was facing them.

Why Isn’t U.S. Foreign Policy Based on 
Development?

As I understand, the main focus of this conference 
today is not the bad side, the bad things that could 
happen, but rather the constructive side of things, a 
New Bretton Woods, but one that is not based on a kind 
of an exploitive capital model, but rather, one that pro-
vides the kind of credit, the kind of development that 
we see, for example, in the Chinese involvement in 
Africa, and the One Belt, One Road Initiative of China.

It raises the question: Why has this not been the 
model going forward for the United States? I hope, with 
the recent announcement that the United States and 
Mexico are embarking on a new trade deal to replace 
the failed NAFTA agreement, that we will begin to see 
this kind of positive development here in the Western 
Hemisphere. One wonders why, instead of inveighing 
against the Russians and the Chinese or whoever it is, 
we’re not thinking about here—we are here in the 
United States, in a wonderful position, in a wonderful 
hemisphere, which is brimming with possibilities for 
development. Our neighbors to the south—as well as 
Canada—but primarily our neighbors to the south could 
benefit from the same kind of initiative that we see the 
Chinese and the Russians and the Indians taking in Eur-
asia.

I do hope that this is at the core of President Donald 
Trump’s vision for moving forward, that we can find 
some way to reach an accommodation with Moscow 
and China—and I would say, with India as well—on a 
stable, global order.

I am hoping for a global order that is not based on 
the vain and futile and destructive pursuit of a contin-
ued hegemony over the globe, that has been exercised 
in concert—and let’s be honest about this—in concert 
with not only elements of the U.S. deep state, that have 
been trying for well over a year now to remove Donald 
Trump from office, but with their British counterparts, 
who I would say are at the very root of what is not 
merely foreign meddling—not Russian—British for-
eign meddling in our domestic affairs, in an attempt to 

corrupt our politics and to overthrow our constitution-
ally elected President. Instead of that, we can embark 
on more cooperative endeavors.

The Dangers of a Trump Impeachment
I think we need to be very realistic about the danger 

that confronts us, of the other path, the path to destruc-
tion. As I mentioned in regard to the British, ever since 
that Steele dossier, which has nothing to do with Russia 
as far as anybody can tell, you hear people on the Amer-
ican media, both pro- and anti-Trump, talking about 
Russian dirt, Russian lies in that dossier. As far as I 
know, there’s nothing Russian about it: It’s purely a part 
of the efforts by Christopher Steele, MI6 and British 
intelligence to try to queer the American election; to put 
GCHQ surveillance over the Trump campaign, and 
then to keep the pot boiling in some way that will result 
in Trump’s impeachment.

And by the way, I don’t take that as an idle possibil-
ity. I think there’s a real danger that if the House goes 
Democrat in this election, Mr. Trump will be im-
peached. And if he is, despite the likelihood that Repub-
licans will retain control of the Senate, I think there’s a 
very good chance that he will be removed. There’s a 
difference in mentality. Look, I worked in the Senate 
for over 17 years, I know how these people think. 
Unlike the Democrats who rallied around their Presi-
dent, Bill Clinton, and made sure that he was not re-
moved, let’s remember how Republican Senators were 
the ones that gave Nixon the heave-ho, and told him, if 
he did not resign, they would vote to have him removed.

I’m pretty sure, in my own mind, that if Trump were 
impeached by the House, on whatever the flimsy 
grounds might be, that a significant number of Republi-
can Senators would jump at the chance to put Vice Pres-
ident Mike Pence in the Oval Office and Nikki Haley in 
as Vice President. And they would vote to remove 
Trump, although, unlike Nixon, I don’t think he would 
resign.

I think we are really balancing on a knife’s edge 
here, with regard to the political future of our country, 
and whether a positive vision of development, peace, 
and prosperity can be put in place, in lieu of what we’ve 
been dealing with for the last half-century or so, of 
trying to maintain this hegemonic global order.

War with Russia over Fake Chemical Attack?
The immediate danger I see, however, that faces us 

now, is in Syria. I was one of those who signed a recent 
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statement that’s found on Consortium News that’s been 
distributed through other outlets, and I want to, again, 
thank the LaRouche organizations for helping get this 
statement of the Veteran Intelligence Professionals for 
Sanity (VIPS) around. This was a statement of a number 
of people who have an intelligence background primar-
ily, or others like myself, with a military or diplomatic 
background, to warn against what we see being pre-
pared, in broad daylight, now, of this provocation of a 
false chemical attack in Syria by the jihadists—by the 
terrorists, by the al-Qaeda groups that control Idlib 
province—to create a pretext for the United States and 
Britain and France to attack Syria.

And again, not to harp on this theme, but I think 
there’s some real British fingerprints here. Karen Pierce, 
the British Representative to the United Nations, drew 
a connection the other day in her comments, between 
the Skripal poisonings—falsely blamed on Russia—in 
the United Kingdom, and also, the use of chemical 
weapons in Syria: It’s the Russians using chemical 
weapons everywhere! Well, that’s one way to look at it.

The other way to look at it, is we have a staged Brit-
ish provocation with the Skripals inside the United 
Kingdom, and we also have the British secret services 
supporting the so-called White Helmets, who are 
simply the PR arm of al-Qaeda inside Syria, and they’re 
taking a leading role in this provocation—while the 
Russians have exposed what the leading role of Britain 
will be in this provocation. Everybody hears it, every-
body sees it coming, and you can bet your bottom dollar 
that when it is unleashed—and unfortunately, I expect it 
to be unleashed—that the American, and British, and 
other world media will pick it up, without any examina-
tion, without any question, to say, “The Syrians have 
used chemical weapons in Syria again!”

What Does Trump Know?
The question is, what does Donald Trump know 

about this? On the two previous occasions when he’s 
struck Syria with cruise missiles, many people took 
some comfort in the fact that he deliberately inflicted 
what were pinprick strikes, that essentially struck 
empty buildings, nothing of significance, as though he 
knew that these were fake chemical attacks, or were 
done as a provocation by the terrorists themselves, but 
felt somehow so pressured, so constrained, so besieged 
by this deep state network that, as I say, is at least bi-
national—between Britain and the United States—that 
he felt he had no other choice but to launch these strikes.

That worries me, now, when we hear people around 
him—Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, National Secu-
rity Advisor John Bolton, and others including Nikki 
Haley, of course—saying that if there is “another” use 
of chemical weapons, which, of course will also be 
false, that the response from the United States, Britain 
and France will be more “robust.” There’s even talk 
about striking Damascus, government targets, Russian 
and Iranian targets, even talk of a “decapitation strike” 
to kill Assad personally!

There seems to be a kind of, almost a giddy, reck-
lessness among American policymakers with regard to 
the Russians. Let’s remember when a number of Rus-
sian contractors—excuse me, “mercenaries”—contrac-
tors were killed near Deir ez-Zor several months ago, 
that you heard people on the news talking about, with a 
kind of a sanguinary glee, “Oh, we killed 200 Russians; 
that’ll teach them!” All we have to do, is roll up that 
newspaper and hit that Russian dog on the snout, and 
he’ll learn his lesson.

The Russians have massed their forces in the East-
ern Mediterranean, too, and there’s reason to suppose 
that having informed us, in good faith, that this was 
being planned, that if their forces are targetted, if Rus-
sians are killed, they will not take this lying down. One 
has to wonder, how many times are we going to come 
back to the verge of World War III, because we have 
this deep state, this—in my mind, unconstitutional, 
criminal conspiracy—surrounding the President, that is 
bound and determined, one way or the other, by hook or 
by crook, to maintain this aggressive global posture, to 
push on the Russians, push in the Black Sea, push in the 
Baltic, push in Syria, push in Ukraine, that can only 
lead to one outcome?

What Do You Know and What Will You Do?
I have to ask myself sometimes, in the years imme-

diately leading up to 1914, those last peacetime years, 
say, from 1910 to 1913, how many people had any in-
kling that their lives were about to be forever changed, 
and for many of them, prematurely ended? I don’t think 
they could have had that sense. There’s a former 
German official, Willy Wimmer, who recently said that 
2018 may go down in history as the last peacetime 
year—if there’s anyone around to remember that. And I 
think the stakes are really that high.

I commend those gathered here today. I’m sorry I 
can’t be with you in person. I think it is absolutely im-
perative to come to some agreement, some partnership, 
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This is an edited transcript of re-
marks by Dmitry Polyanskiy, First 
Deputy Permanent Representative 
of the Russian Federation’s Perma-
nent Mission to the United Nations.

Thank you so much! I’m really 
very honored to be here with all of 
you, discussing such important 
topics. Actually, we are discussing 
many of them in the Security Coun-
cil. When you see very heated dis-
cussions, sometimes bordering on 
some insults, please don’t believe 
that anything is so bad, because in 
the corridors, we have normal human relationships. I 
think that we are committed, all of us, including our 
American colleagues on the Security Council, to do ev-
erything to avoid the consequences of some political 
moves that can be unpredictable, and to avoid confron-
tation and military confrontation among superpowers.

Things Aren’t Always What They Seem
You know, we’re living in a post-truth world, and a 

lot of things that are being said or done, or presented on 

TV or in the mass media, seem unre-
alistic, absurd, and they do not have 
very much in common with reality. 
It’s very much like our work in the 
Security Council: So, you see some-
thing on the surface, and you say, 
“Oh, come on, Russia is struggling 
with the United States, they’re not 
speaking with each other, they’re sort 
of trading insults.” But some things 
that are happening behind closed 
doors are more reassuring.

That’s why I think we need to 
wait a little bit and to make this period 
of our relations pass away, because 

we know that there are a lot of clever people in Amer-
ica. We don’t have problems with common Americans, 
they are very friendly, they are very intelligent, their 
attitude towards my country is very open, and we ap-
preciate it very much. We have problems with some 
representatives of the political establishment—actu-
ally, almost all of them, [laughter] but that’s how it hap-
pens. There are a lot of things being said that are not 
linked to the things on the ground; so, the on-the-ground 
situation is better. Yes, we have very difficult, harsh 
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of the United States, Russia, China, India, and other 
countries, especially those involved in the Shanghai 
Cooperation Organization (SCO).

There’s a real opportunity here, for people in Europe 
to escape from this so-called “trans-Atlanticism” strait-
jacket—which really just means a satellite status, from 
Washington—to recognize that their own national in-
terests are all bound up in Eurasian integration, and the 
path of peace and prosperity that is being offered from 
the other side of the world. It is the one that I think our 
President really would like to follow, if he is able. But 
to what extent he is constrained, to what extent he is 

surrounded by people who only tell him things that are 
not true, I really don’t know. And this is what worries 
me.

I thank all of you for listening to my brief remarks 
today. I hope all of us will raise our voices in any way 
we can, in support of a policy of peace, progress, devel-
opment, and the release of human potential; and against 
the forces of destruction. Let’s keep in mind the every-
increasing muzzling of independent voices online, 
which are the real alternative to the government-con-
trolled, corporate media.

So again, thank you so much, and best wishes to all.


