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Berlin: Rainer Apel past 40 years. In his memorandum, “Powell Apparent Victim of
Buenos Aires:Gerardo Terán Hoax,” LaRouche exposes the lies behind Secretary Powell’s so-Caracas:David Ramonet
Copenhagen:Poul Rasmussen called “dossier” against Iraq. Since the release of LaRouche’s memo
Houston:Harley Schlanger on Feb. 7,EIR has assembled devastating new intelligence, presentedLima: Sara Madueño
Melbourne:Robert Barwick by Jeffrey Steinberg inInternational, which shows that the fake “in-
Mexico City: Marivilia Carrasco, Rubén Cota telligence” given by the Blair government to Powell, actually origi-Meza
Milan: Leonardo Servadio nated in Israel, in the grouping of Israeli and Anglo-American “Clash
New Delhi: Ramtanu Maitra

of Civilizations” fanatics thatEIR has been exposing over manyParis:Christine Bierre
Rio de Janeiro:Silvia Palacios months.
Stockholm:Michael Ericson

The last conference of the InternationalCaucus ofLabor Commit-United Nations, N.Y.C.:Leni Rubinstein
Washington, D.C.:William Jones tees and Schiller Institute, over the 2002 Labor Day weekend, saw
Wiesbaden:Göran Haglund
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Rafael, Del. Cuauhte´moc. México, DF 06470. Tels: 55-66-
0963, 55-46-2597, 55-46-0931, 55-46-0933 y 55-46-2400.

Japan subscription sales: O.T.O. Research Corporation,
Takeuchi Bldg., 1-34-12 Takatanobaba, Shinjuku-Ku, Tokyo
160. Tel: (03) 3208-7821.

Copyright  2003 EIR News Service. All rights reserved.
Reproduction in whole or in part without permission strictly
prohibited. Periodicals postage paid at Washington D.C.,
and at an additional mailing offices.
Domestic subscriptions: 3 months—$125, 6 months—$225,
1 year—$396, Single issue—$10

Postmaster: Send all address changes toEIR, P.O. Box
17390, Washington, D.C. 20041-0390.



EIRContents

Economics

4 A European Economic
Break Is Seen as OptionCover Against War
In the policy confrontation betweenThis Week
the pro- and anti-Iraq-war nations,
both sides share one absolute
fundamental: Their economies areLaRouche
all breaking down into depression.movement

organizers in The grim economic context is
Northern Virginia; dramatizing the insanity of the
100,000 copies of Anglo-American war plan.
this memorandum
are in circulation to 6 Food Import Dependenceimpede the war

Grows as Dollar Fallsdrive.

8 New Threats From West
Nile Virus60 Powell Apparent Victim of Hoax

A memorandum by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., with
documentation that includes reports exposing the
disinformation which the office of Britain’s Prime
Minister Tony Blair contrived to jam into Secretary
Powell’s presentation to the UNO Security Council.

64 Disastrous Iraq War Can Still Be Stopped

66 Al-Qaeda ‘Dossier’ Comes From New Yorker
Magazine

Photo and graphics credits:
Cover, Page 62, EIRNS/Steven
Carr. Page 5, Bundesbildstelle/
Andrea Beinert. Pages 11, 15, 35,
EIRNS/Doug Mayhew. Pages 14,
56, U.S. National Archives. Page 22
(Brunelleschi), EIRNS/Bonnie
James. Pages 24, 27, EIRNS/
Brendon Barnett. Page 31, EIRNS.
Pages 44, 52, President Putin’s
website. Page 55 (Bush), White
House Photo/Eric Draper. Page 55
(LaRouche), EIRNS/Stuart Lewis.
Page 61, State Dept. Photo/Mike
Gross.



www.larouchepub.com Volume 30, Number 7, February 21, 2003

NationalFeature International

54 An Open Letter to the10 Building a Youth 42 Behind the Iraq Dossier
Hoax: Intelligence WasMovement To Save a DNC: The State of the

Political PartiesBankrupt Nation Cooked in Israel
A probe into the plagiarized IraqLyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. addressed By Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

“There are some facts thean East Coast Youth Movement dossier cited favorably by U.S.
Secretary of State Colin Powell incadre school in Pennsylvania, and, Democratic National Committee

must finally face, if the Party is notsimultaneously, by video- his disastrous Feb. 5 report to the
UN Security Council, reveals thatteleconference, a similar weekend merely to survive the crises already

in progress, but play a moreeducational on the West Coast. the entire cooked intelligence
picture was “Made in Israel.”Included are his exchanges with effective and relevant role in

response to the mounting peril toyoung organizers and other
students. civilization, than we have seen from44 Military Conference:

the Party, and the Congress as aEurope, Asia Talk Back to
whole, since the inauguration ofRumsfeld and McCain
President George W. Bush.”An on-the-scene report from the

annual “Wehrkunde” Conference
67 McCain and Lieberman:on Security Policy in Munich.

‘Bull Moose’ Mate Again
45 Will There Be Regime

68 Egyptians Warn U.S. ofChange in Britain?
High Cost of War

47 Iraq War: Goodbye to
69 Michael Novak CatholicsAfrican Development

Want Pope To Support
War49 Vatican Peace Effort

Grows, Despite Italian
71 Congressional CloseupGovernment Betrayal

51 Pakistan: Musharraf Looks
Departmentsfor Options in Moscow

72 Editorial53 Peru: Is Toledo Breaking
Beyond NATOHis Ties to Soros?

Correction: In our Feb. 17 cover
story on NASA and U.S. economic
policy axioms, we misidentified the
launch of Columbia on Jan. 16 as
the 107th Space Shuttle flight.
Though called STS107, Columbia’s
last flight was actually the 113th for
a Shuttle.



EIREconomics

A European Economic Break
Is Seen as Option Against War
by Paul Gallagher

In the policy confrontation between the warhawks of the “G-7 Plans Economic Emergency Program in Case of
War,” headlined the German edition of theFinancial TimesUnited States and Britain on one hand, and the broad resis-

tance of “old Europe” to an imperial war on the other, all the on Feb. 10. The London-based financial daily referred to a
ReuterswirewhichquotedunnamedGroupofSevenofficials,nations involved on both sides share one absolute fundamen-

tal: Their economies are all breaking down into depression, as well as a note in the same week’s issue of Germany’s
Der Spiegel.and their government revenues at all levels are collapsing.

The world financial and economic breakdown is hitting very According to these sources, the G-7 governments would
coordinate announcements of new public infrastructure pro-hard from the Americas to Japan; the ruling dollar currency

is in a steep decline; and grim economic context is dramatiz- grams to counter crashing corporate investments once a war
starts. More importantly, the expenditures reportedly woulding the insanity of the Anglo-American war plans in the eyes

of the Eurasian nations resisting them. Europe, and also Rus- be financed not by taxes, but by issuances of new state debt
specifically for infrastructure projects—the model of Germa-sia and even China, can’t economically survive the “new dark

age” effects of a Clash of Civilizations war. And the United ny’s Kreditanstalt fu¨r Wiederaufbau (KfW).
Obstacles, like the Euro Stability Pact of the 1994 Maas-States itself can successfully start such a war, but not success-

fully end it and win a peace; its soldiers may come back from tricht Treatysystem, wouldbe “temporarily” lifted, according
to the wire reports, which reflect leaks from European govern-an Iraq war, but its economy will not.
ments. The European Union ruling body, the European Com-
mission (EC), has already signalled its okay. It was actuallyEmergency Program Considered

In the last two weeks of February, not only will war or EC President Romano Prodi of Italy, who branded the Stabil-
ity Pact “stupid” late last year, because it was blocking ur-peace be decided. The issue of whether these nations break

from the free-trade-and-globalization straitjacket, has come gently needed public recovery credit with its rigid 3% limit
on public debt-to-GDP ratios. The Italian government hasto the front burner in the process. During the second week of

the month, reports began to surface in Europe of a “New Deal” circulated the idea of such a “New Deal” of public works
for Europe, since September, when the Italian Chamber ofeconomic strategy of large public investments in infrastruc-

ture, as a defense against currency and market chaos in the Deputies voted for LaRouche’s idea of a “New Bretton
Woods” change of the system.event of spreading Mideast war. This option reportedly would

start by breaking up the European Union’s Maastricht “Stabi- In the case of Germany, where official unemployment is
now well above 10% and rising, and production falling acrosslization Pact” as a barrier to recovery. Thus, as U.S. Presiden-

tial pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche noted Feb. 12, it is also the board, an expansion of municipal infrastructure invest-
ments, as well as the construction of new schools, would bean implicit act of European blackmail against an Anglo-

American war—set off the war fuse, and we abandon the in the center of the emergency program. Details will be
worked out at the G-7 summit of finance ministers and centralfinancial system.
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When the French and
German leaders met on the
“Elysée Treaty”
anniversary Jan. 23, they
discussed more than
opposing an Iraq war in the
UN Security Council. They
are now moving to set up
infrastructure investment
funds and break the
Maastricht Stability Pact
straitjacket in the event of
war—an implicit economic
blackmail against the
Anglo-American war drive.

bank heads in late February—if the group of seven “ industrial for the world economy and world investors. It is really the
greatest wild card in the world economic outlook. After acountries”—United States, Great Britain, Canada, France,

Italy, Germany, and Japan—holds together that long. very slow start, the dollar’s decline has been gaining momen-
tum. But where will it end? Could last year’s dollar retreatAlong with the French and Italian, there are now also

government probes in Germany—the most hidebound Maas- turn into a dollar crash, possibly with disastrous implications
for the U.S. financial markets, if not for the whole finan-tricht “obedient” up to now—of options for at least a partial

suspension of the Maastricht Treaty. German Chancellor Ger- cial system?”
Richebächer’s answer was straightforward: “The dollarhard Schröder is reported to have told his Social Democratic

Party’s national executive at their weekly session in Berlin is effectively out of control. There is no way to say where
it may bottom.” The “extreme monetary looseness” by theon Feb. 10, that he is consulting with the French on ways

to ease the budgeting ceilings, in order to create room for Federal Reserve “created a whole variety of bubbles. The
dollar bubble was one of them, and all bubbles infallibly burst.economic incentives and infrastructure construction.

Especially the “Maastricht criteria” for a maximal 3% of Considering the incredible size of the excesses and imbal-
ances that have accumulated in the U.S. economy and itsGDP public sector deficit cannot be kept in this present crisis

situation, Schröder said, and if one takes all the uncertainties financial system, there is certainly potential for an uncontrol-
lable crash of the dollar” which could turn out to be a “dol-implied in an Iraq war into account, a suspension of the treaty

is required. The Brussels-based EC has been contacted by lar apocalypse.”
Richebächer then came to the point: Some argue that mar-France and Germany to this purpose already.

A spokesman for EC President Prodi confirmed that the kets outside the United States are “ too small to absorb the
large capital outflows from the United States accruing fromnext day, adding that a partial suspension is, indeed, an option

to which the Commission would not object, should the eco- a flight out of the sinking dollar.” They are right, says the
economist, and this only makes matters dramatically worse.nomic conditions in the EU worsen in the near future—as

they certainly will, absent a complete change of economic This makes it essential that new flows of public credits
for productive, large-scale infrastructure development be cre-policy axioms in the indicated direction.
ated, by treaty agreement among nations or the equivalent: a
New Bretton Woods. For Europe this means Eurasian-wideDollar’s Fall Involved

The urgent need for some means of making the recent land-bridge and other development corridors, together with
Russia and India and anchored by the very rapid investmentrushes of international funds out of the declining dollar into

gold, for example, into an orderly reinvestment in economic of public bonds in new infrastructure in China. Germany’s
technology-sharing with China in the new magnetically-levi-recovery, is also involved in this “New Deal” idea. “The

coming dollar crash,” wrote former Dresdner Bank chief tated rail systems there, represents the real hope of the “New
Deal,” as LaRouche stressed during his January visit to Indiaeconomist Kurt Richebächer in his monthly newsletter for

February, is “definitely the single most important question and his Jan. 28 State of the Union address.
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lowing the implementation of NAFTA in 1994—which
eliminated tariffs on Mexican fruits and vegetables—and the
devaluation of the Mexican peso in December 1994, U.S.
imports of Mexican vegetables rose sharply. Already as ofFood Import Dependence of
1994-95, the United States became anet importer of fresh
vegetables (in roughly a 6:4 ratio of imports to exports), asU.S. Grows as Dollar Falls
shown inFigure 2. As the ongoing blowout of the global
financial system continues to hit Ibero-America, what hap-by Arthur Ticknor
pens to Mexico’s continued ability to produce these imports?

Canada is the number two supplier, followed by China.
The import share of U.S. food consumption has climbed The lowly onion exemplifies the takedown of U.S. agri-

culture. In 2001, imports of onions hit a record-high 633 mil-markedly since 1980, while “global sourcing”/stealing has
masked consumer food price inflation; the inflation, nonethe- lionpounds—more than four times the levelof 20years ago—

on increased shipments from Peru, Canada, and Mexico. Theless, still hits hard in those households of the lower 80%
family-income range. The import share of U.S. food con- United States, once a net exporter of onions, has been a net

importer since about 1986. Import shares of tomatoes, pota-sumption, is the ratio of imported volume to total volume of
the specified consumed food.

The increasing U.S. dependence on Roman Empire-style
food “tribute” from the rest of the world—amid the death

TABLE 1spiral of the international monetary/financial system—re-
Reliance on Imports Increases for All Foodflects the 35-year downshift in the role of the United States,
Groups of U.S. Consumption, 1980-2000from a healthy “producer society,” to a presently doomed

“consumer society.” Even as the dollar system comes to an Imports as Percent
end, U.S. food imports have soared to record highs. of U.S.

Consumption*Under the 1971-2003 floating-exchange-rate system, and
Food Groupthe Federal Reserve Board Chairman Paul Volcker-instituted 1980 2000

policy of “controlled disintegration” of the economy, the U.S. I. Vegetables, fresh and frozen 5.9% 14.0%
farm sector has been deteriorating, for lack of infrastructure, Onions 5.5 9.3

Tomatoes 22.8 31.9repair, and technology improvements. At the same time, out-
Cucumbers 36.0 41.1right looting of national farm and food sectors has been done
Potatoes 1.2 14.3in the name of “free trade,” through the imposition of the
Asparagus 10.8 59.0

General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) Uruguay Mushrooms 31.2 32.5
Round/World Trade Organization, and the North American Artichokes 19.6 40.5

II. Fruits, fresh and frozen 5.8 21.8Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA). Through these free-trade
Citrus 2.1 11.5pacts, networks of private finance and commodities compa-
Non-citrus 7.3 24.9nies have tightened their control over food production and

Pears 3.4 21.2
supplies—in preparation for the post-dollar-system world. Grapes 12.6 44.3

Table 1 shows the increased reliance on imports in 2000 Melons 10.5 25.7
Avocados 1.6 26.0compared to 1980, across all food groups of American con-

Fruit juices 11.6 31.6sumption—especially fruits and vegetables—as compiled by
III. Meatthe Department of Agriculture’s Economic Research Service.

Beef 8.7 11.0• Vegetable imports more than doubled, from 6% to 14% Pork 3.3 5.2
of American consumption over 1980-2000, for fresh and fro- Lamb 9.4 35.6

IV. Dairy products 1.7 2.7zen categories combined (seeFigure 1, which takes the pro-
V. Grainscess through 2001). The fresh vegetable import share went

Wheat 0.3 8.7from 8.1% in 1980, to 13.6% in 2000, and 14.6% in 2001.
Rice 0.3 9.6

Fresh vegetable imports by volume (excluding potatoes and Barley 3.3 17.0
mushrooms) has more than tripled, from about 1.7 billionVI. Fish and shellfish 45.3 68.3

VII. Oils and fatspounds in 1980, to about 5.6 billion pounds in 2000, and 6.2
Vegetable oils 15.7 20.2billion pounds in 2001.
Animal fat 0.5 2.8In dollar value, Mexico supplies more than half (61%) of

all U.S. imports of vegetables, melons, and legumes (beans,*By volume consumed (not price). Calculated from units of weight, weight
equivalents, or content.peas, and lentils), with the majority being fresh-market vege-
Source: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service data;tables. As of 2000, Mexico was the source of 38% of Ameri-and ERS report, “The Import Share of U.S.-Consumed Food Continues To
Rise,” July 2002.ca’s vegetable imports, including most frozen broccoli. Fol-
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FIGURE 1

Import Share of U.S. Consumption of Fresh 
and Frozen Vegetables Doubles, 1980-2000
(Percent)

Source:  Economic Research Service, USDA.
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FIGURE 2

U.S. Became a Net Importer of Fresh 
Vegetables in 1994
(Billions of Pounds)

Note:  Excludes potatoes and mushroms.
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Source:  Economic Research Service, USDA.
toes, asparagus, and olives have also risen. Notably, potatoes’
import share, which was only 1% in 1980, jumped to 14%

FIGURE 3

Import Share of Fresh and Frozen
Asparagus Jumps
(Percent)

Source:  Economic Research Service, USDA.
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in 2000, due to rising imports of french fries from Canada,
following the enactment of the United States and Canada Free
Trade Agreement in 1989. A Springtime favorite, asparagus’
import share jumped more than fivefold, from 11% to a whop-
ping 59%, with reliance on shipments from Colombia and
Peru—4,000 miles away (see Figure 3).

• Imports rose in all other food groups of the U.S. market
basket over the past 25 years. From the early 1980s to 2000,
the average share of imports in U.S. food consumption rose
from about 7% to almost 9%. Among the fastest-growing
import shares were fish and shellfish. Even grain imports
have risen.

• Fruits: About 42% of fresh fruit (including bananas)
consumed in the United States was imported in 2000, up from
about 27% in 1980. Fresh fruit imports (excluding bananas—
which account for 70%, by volume), still rose at an average
annual rate of 10% between 1976 and 2000. Thus, from being
6% of (non-banana) fresh fruit consumption in 1980, imports
were 19% in 2000. This expansion includes both fruits already
produced domestically (e.g., pears from South Africa, stone
fruits from Turkey and Mexico) as well as increased volumes
of new tropical import varieties. As Figure 4 shows, the im-
port share of fresh and frozen fruits (excluding bananas) more
than tripled from 5.8% in 1980, to 21.8% in 2000.

Mexico accounts for about 30% of the value of fresh and
frozen fruit imports (excluding bananas). Other Ibero-Ameri-
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FIGURE 4

Import Share of U.S. Consumption of Fresh 
and Frozen Fruits Triples, 1980-2000
(Percent)

Source:  Economic Research Service, USDA.
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New Threats From
West Nile Virus
by Linda Everett

From the early 1700s in what became the United States, set-
tlers waged vigorous battles to prevent or cure both endemic
diseases (those which are always present) and epidemic dis-
eases (those which strike from time to time with great inten-
sity), in addition to the scourges that came from fouled water
and environmental sources. It took more than two centuries
of efforts by community leaders, cities, counties, federal offi-
cials, and individual researchers armed with scientific break-
throughs, public health programs, and vigilence to bring these
threats to life under control—only to have that capacity slip
away in the past decades because the country largely re-
linquished its commitment to public health infrastructure.

Consider the rapid proliferation of West Nile virus from
coast to coast since it was discovered in New York in 1999.
Some 36 mosquito species carry West Nile. When an infected
mosquito obtains its blood meal by biting its prey, it transmits
the virus to the victim. So far, West Nile virus has killed at
least 240 Americans and infected hundreds of thousandscan countries supply an additional 40% of these U.S. imports

of fruit. more.
Now, EIR has learned that young, previously healthy indi-Among the fastest-growing imports are avocados, man-

gos, melons, grapes, and pears. Citrus fruit import share in- viduals infected with West Nile virus may face life-long po-
lio-like paralysis. According to Dr. Jim Sejvar with the thecreased from 2.1% in 1980 to 11.5% in 2000, marking a direct

displacement of output in Florida and California. For fruit Atlanta-based U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion (CDC), although paralysis is not a new manifestation ofjuices—mainly orange, apple, and grape—overall import

share jumped from 11.6% to 31.6% in the past two decades the disease, “The truth of the matter is, we have absolutely no
idea just how frequently this manifestation is part of West(e.g., apple juice from China; stone fruit nectars from Turkey

and South Africa). Nile virus.”
There is a frightening nonchalance about West Nile. Some• Red Meats: After passage of the “Freedom to Farm

Act” of 1996, and the widespread liquidation of the U.S. cattle researchers say it is here to stay, that it kills far fewer people
than the annual flu epidemic, and that there is nothing muchherd, the import share of red meats (by weight)—such as beef

from Argentina—increased from 6.4% to 8.9% in 2000. to be done about it. That pessimism is not the stuff of science,
but of decades of a withering lack of Federal commitment to• Grains: From a less than 1% import share in 1980,

wheat and rice imports grew to 9% and 10%, respectively, in public health research and dollars—which has to be reversed
to get this epidemic under control. What is also needed is2000. Canada supplies most of American wheat imports.

The United States, historically a large-scale food ex- a military-style mosquito eradication program, the likes of
which we saw in the South during World War II.porter, has become a net importer of dozens of ordinary foods,

not because other countries have a “competitive advantage” in Over the last year, it has been discovered that West Nile
can be transmitted by blood, blood products, and donatedproducing them; given a decent transportation grid, together

with the nation’s wide range of climate, and soil resource organs. Since West Nile is a flavivirus, it can remain quite
stable in whole blood or in packed red blood cells, survivingbase, there is no reason for dependence on these imports.

Imports are the base flow for profiteering by the produce car- a long time in refrigerated bags of donor blood. Approxi-
mately 4.5 million people in the United States receive bloodtel, led by Chiquita and other famous-name companies, while

the public, having swallowed the “ low tariff, cheap food” lie, products each year.
It was also found that West Nile virus can be transmitttedhas let the economy go.
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in humans through breast milk. And on Dec. 20, CDC reported ence in Africa. As Dr. Mike Benning of the CDC told EIR,
“ If we used Africa as an example, we wouldn’ t have corvidsthe first known case of intrauterine transmission of West Nile

virus. When the mother who was infected gave birth, both the [blue jays] falling out of the sky.” That is, crows and blue jays
in the United States are very highly susceptible to West Nileinfant’s umbilical cord blood and other blood samples tested

positive for West Nile virus—establishing the first docu- and have a very high mortality rate from it. It takes very little
virus to infect crows, but the virus proliferates very quickly,mented case of transplacental transmission in humans. No

other cause was given for the severe neurological damage to to the point that a victim’s system is teeming with it. Yet,
crows are not affected at all in Africa.the newborn.

At the same time, the CDC also reported that two microbi- The situation is, for now, very different for upland game
birds—domesticated poultry such as chickens and turkeys.ologists who, while working with the brains of a West Nile-

infected blue jay and mouse, sustained a needle prick and According the CDC’s Dr. David Swayne, domesticated
chickens and turkeys are far less susceptible to the disease.laceration, respectively. In each case, although the wounds

were immediately cleansed and bandaged, the microbiolo- Sentinel flocks of chickens set out around the United States
to monitor the progression of diseases, may become infectedgists became ill with West Nile virus within days.
with West Nile virus, but they don’ t get sick. Their systems
very quickly build up antibodies, destroying the virus. EIRPolio-Like Paralysis

Far more alarming news followed. West Nile virus can asked whether we should be concerned about human con-
sumption of chickens that were slaughtered after they werecause severe, potentially fatal neurological illnesses, includ-

ing encephalitis and meningitis, but it also can cause severe infected but prior to antibody build-up. Apparently not. The
country has a huge surveillance system that would pick upweakness or polio-like paralysis in the limbs. While nearly

two dozen people are known to have these symptoms, it is outbreaks of illness, focal points of illness connected to
chicken flocks. But, that has not occurred. So, that mechanismlikely that hundreds of others who had West Nile virus are

also affected. As the CDC reports, many patients with the of infection is not occurring. There is a higher mortality rate
among wild and domestic geese and ducks that are becomingpolio-like paralysis associated with West Nile virus were mis-

diagnosed, and physicians and clinicians are still misdiagnos- infected with the disease, and there may be some economic
implications for producers. But, researchers have told EIRing these patients as having Guillain-Barré syndrome. In the

case of West Nile, clinical and electrophysiologic findings that there just isn’ t enough money to fund the necessary re-
search in these areas.suggest a pathological process involving anterior horn cells

and motor nerve axons similar to that seen in acute poliomy- What is clear is that no one could predict the explosive
impact of this virus, which some researchers suspect iselitis. Perhaps most devastating is that, of all the cases re-

ported with West Nile virus-associated paralysis over eight capable of interacting with related viruses, such as that
which causes the St. Louis encephalitis. Once diseasesmonths ago, only one patient has been able to regain full

strength in her limbs. Previous cases of West Nile-associated proliferate, rarely do they progress linearly. We have
already lost part of our workforce to sickenss, paralysis,paralysis in Africa lack documentation on the duration or

breadth of paralysis involved. and death—we can’ t afford another season of unabated
devastation to human life.In 2002, West Nile virus activity was reported in 2,289

counties in 44 states and the District of Columbia, compared West Nile can be transmitted directly from adult mosqui-
toes to their eggs, so newly hatched aquatic larvae are bornto 359 counties in 27 states and the District in 2001. West

Nile virus was detected for thefirst time in 1,929 U.S. counties infected. Its spread in 2003 can be catastrophic, if we do not
plan now to undertake a top-down Federal war of aggressiveand 16 states in 2002.

West Nile virus has infected more than 200 species of mosquito and larval eradication with all the appropriate
tools—including the judicious use of DDT when and wherebirds, reptiles, and mammals—killing thousands of animals.

Many animals, including crows, owls, alligators, dogs, and necessary.1 It cannnot be left to individual counties and cash-
strapped states to decide how the war will be fought based onpet birds, have been affected. More than 14,000 horses be-

came ill this past Summer alone. The mosquito-borne West what little resources they have at hand. Right now, a political
solution—overturning the ban on DDT and rebuilding publicNile virus can also be transmitted from bird to bird directly.

Birds can acquire the virus by eating infected prey, and birds health infrastructure—is needed while the scientific solution
to this virus is forthcoming. Forget those who dither. As Dem-can spread it through their droppings. It is known that crows

can acquire it orally through fecal contamination of food. ocratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche states,
“Health care for a society is a matter of national security in-Caged birds can transmit it to their mates. Birds can pass the

virus on to their chicks while they are still inside the egg. terest.”

Wide Variances in Impact
We are seeing shocking differences about the impact of 1. For more on that political battle, see “Bring back DDT!” 21st Century

Science & Technology magazine, Fall 2002.West Nile virus in the United States compared with the experi-
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Building a Youth
Movement To Save
A Bankrupt Nation
by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

LaRouche made the following remarks to an East Coast Youth Movement cadre
school in Pennsylvania, and, simultaneously, by video-teleconference, to a West
Coast youth cadre school, in total, about 200 young people.

Greetings to students, den-mothers, and resuscitated retirees. This is an interest-
ing world.

Now, I would say that, first, as a little point of order we have to get straightened
out, is, you probably heard about the Marc Rich connections in various directions,
including into the Democratic Party, and the Republican Party. On the basis of this
information, henceforth, Dick Cheney, the Vice President, will be known as the
Al Gore of the Bush Administration. I’m sure they’ll both like it. They’ll find
an affinity.

What I want to address, in particular, is the question of what the significance
of this kind of youth movement is, in the context of what youth movements have
been generally in the past. This is different, as you probably know.

Now, we’re in a crisis, in a tragedy—you might call it the global tragedy. The
popular opinion which has dominated the United States, in particular, increasingly
over the period since about 1964, has been tragic, in the Classical sense of tragedy.
What has emerged as popular opinion, resulted in a collapse of civilization, which
has reached the end-phase of its existence, such that, if popular opinion is the
standard of behavior of government, and of the population, this nation will soon
cease to exist. All tragedy is based on that principle, true tragedy. Tragedy is not
caused by mis-leadership. Tragedy may be contributed to by a lack of adequate
leadership, but the root of tragedy is always popular opinion, established conven-
tions, generally assumed beliefs. And that’s why civilizations collapse.

And you can compare civilizations, in this sense, to the model, comparative
model, of a Euclidean geometry. A Euclidean geometry is based on false assump-
tions, which are called definitions, axioms, and postulates. And all of them are
intrinsically false. But they’re arbitrary, and they’re popularly believed, in most
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Lyndon LaRouche
addresses the LaRouche
Youth Movement’s East
Coast cadre school in
Quakerstown,
Pennsylvania on Feb. 1:
“A youth movement
which is qualified to play
a leading role in
renewing the society,
will save the society, if
there’s the right
leadership. Now, my job
is to ensure that the
youth movement has the
right leadership.”

university courses to the present day. ation, which has become somewhat of a de-generation. Then
you have a greater de-generation, which is called the BabyIf you try to get into space, or navigate the universe in

other senses, from the standpoint of a Euclidean or a Cartesian Boomers, generally your parents’ generation. And thirdly,
since most of you are entering adulthood, or have entered it,geometry, you will crash. Or you will be sent to crash, as

probably what has happened to this craft [the ColumbiaShut- as being between 18 and 25, you represent a new generation,
a third generation.tle] that’s just coming in today, that didn’t make it. Because

somebody goofed. The people from my generation, generally, if they’re still
functional, are more responsive to reality than the secondAnd that’s how tragedies occur. They occur on the basis

of assumptions, beliefs, which act on the general behavior of generation. The second generation entered adulthood, about
1964, or later, from adolescence or childhood. Their entirethe society, as do the definitions, axioms, and postulates of a

Euclidean geometry. And as long as people continue to act adult life has been spent acting out generally accepted beliefs,
which were increasingly insane.on the basis of those generally accepted notions, the society

is going to crash. Now, this is how this movement got started, before the
youth movement: It started with me. It started at a time amongNow, that means that two things have to happen, two

related things. First of all, somebody on the scene has to un- people, from the generation that degenerated—your parents’
generation—that some people of that generation did not goderstand that public opinion must be changed radically. That

is, at least someof the definitions, postulates, axioms, which alongwith degeneration. They did not accept the countercul-
ture. They did not accept the rock-drug-sex youth countercul-control the system, which control popular opinion, must be

destroyed. Otherwise, the society, civilization, will crash. ture. They did not accept a consumer society, as opposed to a
producer society. Right?Once the idea exists, in the minds of some, the question

is, how are we going to implement that idea, to cause society, So, we fought, together.
But then, people that I recruited, began to become prema-at the brink of doom, to save itself, by, first of all, changing

the generally accepted truisms of prevailing popular opinion, turely o-l-d. And they said, “We are now looking forward
to a comfortable retirement, we don’t want to think aboutin government, in legislatures, in political parties, among the

people in general. the future, we wish to feel good.” Or if one wife, or one
husband, isn’t enough for us, we’ll get a new one—or one
of each. And so, a process set in, which is lawful, whichThe De-Generations

Now, also, you have to consider a number of other factors caused a de-generation of your parents’ generation, even
among better people. When you begin to feel that you’rein this. Such as generations. You have a generation, my gener-
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getting o-l-d, when, before, you were looking forward in they actually knew, but on what they would be assumed to
know. They got a ticket, that certified, they were a knower—the past, you were fighting the foolishness of society in the

past, you now begin to become mellow. That’s called decay. or a learner. And they would go out, and they would bluff
their way through society, on things they really didn’t know,And what you do, is you begin to move sideways, rather

than forward. Instead of trying to change the world for the but which they had learned. It’s a sort of “monkey-see, mon-
key-do” kind of education.better, you’re trying to adapt successfully to your generation.

You’re beginning to assimilate the ethics, the assumptions, “I don’t know anything about it, but I learned it, and I
keep repeating it, ever afterwards. Why? That qualifies me tothe definitions, the axioms and postulates, of your generation

more widely. get a better job. To get ahead. I don’t care what’s an education,
I’m going to accept it. Because I want a better job! I want aWhen you were with me earlier, you were fighting against

degeneration. At a later point: “We’re too tired to fight. We promotion. I want to be a success.”
And that’s how it worked.have to relax and have some fun, some security.” But you’ve

got children? “Yes, but they’re a bother. They’re a burden. I Now, what happens then, in this process? How does edu-
cation often destroy the minds of bright students? They comedon’t know why we did that.” “They’re coming home for

Christmas, it’s terrible.” “They want presents. Terrible!” out of high school only slightly damaged. They go to a univer-
sity, and they begin to degenerate. They learn more and more,So, when people, our people, began to get absorbed into

this process of degeneration of that generation, they just got but they think less and less. Because they learn what they’re
taught: monkey-see, monkey-do. And therefore, their abilityplain w-o-r-n d-o-w-n. There’s a reason for it. But what hap-

pens then, is they began to move sideways, and they began to to think, in the sense of knowing, begins to decay.
Now this is a phenomenon—there was a fellow, Lawrencelook at peers, like family members, who they used to have

fights with politically; old circles from school, they used to Kubie, who I’ve referred to a number of times. He was a
famous psychiatrist at Yale. He was officially a Freudian,fight with politically, and say, “These guys are degenerates.”

Now they’re trying to get warm with them. Now they’re trying although he was much better than that, who did a study on the
loss of creativity, within that generation in the population.to find a common basis in opinion.

“Yes, we did believe that, and we were right. But, we have And he observed that people, when they would get their de-
grees, or get their graduate degrees, or enter their professionalto be realistic, you know. Maybe it’s not going to work out.

Maybe it’s not going to come in our lifetime. In the meantime, status, that they would suddenly go dead, psychologically
dead. They would be able to do the “monkey-see, monkey-we have to get with our relatives, and old school chums, and

so forth.” do” things, but they were incapable of original thinking, in
the sense of knowledge.

And he called this phenomenon, which he studied exten-‘Monkey See, Monkey Do’
Now, this goes with another process, which you should sively, the “neurotic distortion of the creative process,” which

he wrote a book about, I think it was 1957, published on thisbe well-acquainted with, by looking at people who are slightly
older than you are. Not very much older, but slightly. I ob- subject, of his studies. Then later, for Harvard, in Daedalus,

a magazine published out of Harvard University, he wrote aserved this, years ago, in my own generation, which was, as I
say, a de-generation. What came back from World War II paper on the theme of the space-age development, on foster-

ing of creative, scientific productivity in the population.quickly turned into, from my generation, a de-generation.
And I observed how this happened. The longer they spent in And this is the thing we look at, here at this point. It’s—

what happened? These minds went dead. They can still gocollege, the more successfully they progressed in college, the
more stupid they became. How did the stupidity occur? through all the “monkey-see, monkey-do” operations, that

qualified them to appear to be a doctor of this, or that, or this,It occurred because they were in a rush—remember, my
generation, coming back from the war, five years at war. The expert in this, or that or this—but they couldn’t think!

Now, we see that in universities in that period generally.wife is saying, “Look, we’ve got to catch up for five years.
You didn’t make any money. You were overseas. You were People were taught to believe in things that aren’t true—

which the mind should revolt against. But, because they werein the Army; you were in the Navy. We’ve got to catch up.
We’ve got to have a house. We’ve got to build a family. seeking what is called security, they gave up what they be-

lieved, for the sake of succeeding in the eyes of authorities. So,We’ve got to make up for five years! And you keep your
mouth shut, and don’t do anything to get us in trouble, our they began to stultify, to numb, their ability to think creatively.

So, as a result of a progression in career, in education,family in trouble, or I’ll kill you! Or, I’ll divorce you.”
Of which, the former was preferable, or something or they became dumber, from a cognitive standpoint, less human

than they were three, four, five years earlier. And this wouldother, or the second was preferable—which one?
So, what would happen, is, they would go to the univer- often hit around the age of between 25, 28, or 30. A process.

And this is what I saw in my own generation, among thosesity, with the assumption of passing the course, to get a grade,
to get a rating, a ticket, which would be based, not on what who, coming back from the war, were going through universi-
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ties, getting into careers, and so forth. The greater the number impact you have when you go into these various places, like
the campuses—go into places such as the state legislatures,of “brownie points” they had won in society, the more stupid

they became. or the Congress—you see the effect you have. The presence
of four, five, or six of you, walking in, knowing what you’reAnd that was your parents’ generation. It was affected by

moving into suburbia, or someplace else, and having parents talking about, which is more than most of these legislators
can do, and others: You have an effect on them.who thought that way. “What’s true is not important! It’s how

you look. It’s what the neighbors think of you. Now you may What happens then, is not magical, it’s principled.
Whether people know it or not, the difference between manhave your own private opinions, but don’t voice it in public.

You’ll get the family in trouble! So, be smart. Have your own and a monkey, is the fact that the human species can do what
no monkey can do, no ape can do, no Al Gore can do: Actuallyopinions. But always say what you think is wise for you to be

overheard saying. Don’t get the family in trouble. You won’t assimilate valid ideas of principle, and transmit them to a next
generation. That’s the difference between man and the ape.make a career.”

So, the Baby-Boomer generation, which came into adult- Man is capable of discovering universal physical principles
by a method of discovery which is illustrated by Plato’s dia-hood during the 1960s, therefore, was fairly clever—that is,

the suburbanite students. They’re fairly clever. They could logues. Or illustrated by the case of Kepler, or illustrated by
the case of Gauss, or the case of Leibniz. Man can do that—talk a good line. But they didn’t know what they were talking

about. And therefore, they would have a superficial level, of and transmit these discoveries, about what’s out there in terms
of principles in the universe, and transmit this to new genera-what they thought was socially acceptable, which they tried

to appear [to be]—except when they were rebelling. When tions.
These discoveries, and their transmission, increase man’sthey were rebelling, they would fall back on the fact that they

still had some cognitive ability, and would rebel. And that’s power in the universe, per capita and per square kilometer.
Therefore, the most important thing about man, is society.where I recruited a bunch of them. They rebelled against being

corrupt. But they didn’t succeed in ridding themselves of the We all die. Everyone is going to die. The mortal life of every-
one will come to an end. So, you’ve got a mortal life; whatcorruption, which they had from their family backgrounds,

and social circumstances. are you going to do with it?
How long it is, is not the most important thing. It’s whatSo, the efforts we had in that generation began to decay.

And I said, “no.” And, this is where you come in. It’s not just you go out of this life, leaving behind.
And what do you leave behind? You leave behind youngera few years ago. What became the youth movement, was

actually a conception that began to take form about four years people. You leave behind successive generations of younger
people. You leave behind what you transmit to them, whatago, in a limited way. But the intent behind the formation of

the youth movement, was something that was bothering me, you contribute to their development, to the circumstances of
their work in life, to the conditions of society, which givesextremely much, since about 1994-95. Because I saw the con-

dition of society. And historically, only a certain kind of youth them an opportunity to live.
Now, anyone who’s human has within them the ability, ifmovement can change things.

they haven’t gone over to the apes completely, like Engels
did—Frederick Engels—if they haven’t gone over to theA ‘No-Future’ World

Your generation, as well as those among your parents’ apes, then everyone who exists, has the capacity to recognize
that principle: That we are human, we are different than thegeneration, who are still alive and viable, are confronted by

the fact that your parents’ generation gave you a no-future animals. The animals cannot discover a universal physical
principle. We can. Not only that—we’re able to transmit thatworld. There’s no way you can make a deal with this culture,

which prevails today. No way. Because you can’t survive! discovery to others. We’re able to organize cooperation in
society, around such principles, and increase man’s power,This culture cannot deliver you the means to survive. And you

know from the broken-home background that your parents’ as a species, in the universe. We can change the conditions of
life of the human race. We can improve it. We can give ageneration created, in large degree, what kind of a psychologi-

cal hell it makes for your generation. future to coming generations.
And when you’re wise, and you’re living in a generation,How many mothers and fathers do you have, officially on

the record, known and unknown? I mean, that’s the condition you think about dying. Not in the sense of a morbid thing, but
you say, “I’m going to die eventually. Now, while I’m stillof this generation, your generation.

So, you know that. What are you going to do about it? here, I’m going to get a certain job done. And my job is, to
guarantee, to the degree I can contribute to this, that the nextYou know that you don’t have a future unless you can change

society. But you’re a generation which is in a controlling generation will have everything we have, in terms of knowl-
edge, and the next generation will have a better life than weposition in policy-making of society. So what you do, is you

go out like missionaries, and begin to organize the dead gener- had. And that future generations will benefit from what we,
in our generation, have done.”ation, your parents’ generation, in society. And you see the
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An earlier “ youth
movement”— the American
Revolution—was inspired by
the European Classical
tradition of Abraham Kästner
and Gottfried Leibniz. Here,
Gen. George Washington and
his staff receive a group of
Congressmen at Valley Forge,
Pennsylvania, in Winter 1777-
1778.

The Consumer Generation address that. You talk about the future. You talk about your
future, in terms of, that your future is their future. Your futureNow, in the old times, you had an approximation of that in

the family. Immigrants coming in from Europe, for example. is the meaning of their present existence. And that’s how
you can move these poor slobs, and get them back to someThey would often come in from places like Eastern Europe,

Italy—very poor people. They would come into the United semblance of humanity, that many of them had back in the
1960s, or the early 1970s, when many lost it, because theyStates, the late 19th Century, early 20th Century. They would

move into areas that were often slum areas. They were getting “jes’ got plain tuckered out,” emotionally.
So, that’s the case here. That’s our mission.the tail-end of the jobs, the tail-end of the economic opportu-

nity, generally. Now, in order to perform this mission, to make it effective,
it’s not sufficient to have that intention. It’s very good forWhat did they do? They worked to ensure that their fami-

lies, their children, in this society, would have a better life. people of your generation to have that intention. It’s excellent.
But how do you make it effective? “What do you got to do?”They worked with the idea that their grandchildren would

therefore have a still better life. And therefore, they would do Well, first of all, you’ve got to get a clear idea of what the
difference between man and an ape is. And this is sometimesthings we call “sacrifices,” in order to ensure that the genera-

tion of their children, and grandchildren, would have a bet- very difficult, when you look at some of the teachers you get
in universities and schools. “Monkey-see, monkey-do,” that’ster life.

So, everyone’s capable of recognizing when they think the program. There is no truth, there’s only opinion. “Let’s
not study history, let’s talk about current events.” Down onabout what life is, the fact that it’s mortal, it doesn’t go on

indefinitely—what’s your purpose in living? Your purpose the secondary-school level, extended into the university level.
“Well, let’s talk about current events. What’s your opin-is, to enjoy the sense that you’re contributing to the betterment

of coming generations. And that’s a natural human feeling. ion, Johnny? What’s your opinion, Jill? Fine. None of us
agree. That’s fine! Because everybody has their ownWhat has happened to your parents’ generation, is, they lost

that. They became known as the “instant-gratification genera- opinion!”
This kind of thing. I mean, this is what has been going on.tion,” the consumer generation. They became the “now” gen-

eration. They had no sense of immortality. That is, no sense, You have your own view of it, but it all coincides generally
with that, right? That general direction.there’s something in themselves, that would be efficiently

transmitted to coming generations. So, therefore, the first thing you have to have, is a sense of
what might be called “truth.” What’s the alternative opinion?Now, when you turn on them, if you’re smart at it, you

put some pressure on it, what you do is you tap that. You “Oh, we think the economy is going to do just fine. It’s going
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Participants in the East
Coast cadre school visit
General Washington’s
headquarters at Valley
Forge on Feb. 1.

to recover. Dracula told me so.” Never trust that sucker. So, you go into this dumb politician. You know his opin-
ion isn’t worth anything, because you have a standard of truth-“And besides, many people say that you’re w-r-o-n-g.

And I have to respect their opinion.” fulness which causes you to judge what the situation is.
This is what you run into: this swinishness—it’s only

opinion. “We’re a democracy, everybody has their opinion.” Youth Movements in History
Now, the problem of youth movements in the past, hasAnd you see the lemmings going right over the cliff—“follow

the leader.” They all have their own opinion, but it happens generally been, that they did not have a standard of truthful-
ness. Not all the youth movements. You had the great Classi-to be the same one.

So, that’s the problem. Therefore, you have to have a cal youth movement, which was started in Germany, by Abra-
ham Kästner, a man from Leipzig. Born about 1719, acriterion of truth. What truthfully, will make the next genera-

tion—what truthfully, will make the generation after that— follower, in terms of his conviction, of Johann Sebastian
Bach, and of Leibniz. A lot of strange things were going onbetter the conditions of humanity? What, truthfully, is going

to eliminate AIDS in Africa? What truthfully, is going to in Saxony in this period, in the period of the disintegration
following the Thirty Years War, and the Seven Years War,eliminate the misery in South and Central America? What

truthfully, is going to correct the destruction, which has occur- the War of the Spanish Succession, and so forth.
So out of this area, the Hartz Mountains, out of a placered in the United States, over the past 35-40 years?

It’s a matter of truth. The fellow says, “Well, you’re called Freiberg, an academy up there, there came this influ-
ence which created Dresden, which reinforced Leipzig andwrong.” “Well, no, buddy. You’re wrong. You’re ignorant.

You don’t know what’s going on in the world. The problem so forth. The culture of the Renaissance moved up through
Germany, through Nuremberg, in this area. It was an area ofis, you’ve got too many opinions, and not enough knowledge.”

So, you have to, in order to be effective, you can’t say that development. And so you had from Leipzig, a lot of things de-
velop.unless you know what you’re talking about. You have to

have a principle of truth, as a matter of your knowledge. Not For example. Leibniz was born in Leipzig, shortly after
the Treaty of Westphalia, after the end of the Thirty Yearsbecause you were told it by somebody, but because you expe-

rienced the discovery of a principle of truth, by going through War. He represented families, like his father’s family, from
Leipzig, from Saxony—he represented that. Slightly later,a number of stages, and taking up various questions, and say-

ing, “This is true; this is true.” Johann Sebastian Bach, who was part of the same area, the
Bach family, created modern music, created it in that area.So, you know that you become an embodiment of a stan-

dard of truthfulness. Not that you know everything, but you Developed it officially in Leipzig.
So, Kästner, coming along, born in 1719 in Leipzig, laterhave a criterion which you call truth, or truthfulness.
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moving up to Göttingen, and similar places, became the cen- the British, to destroy the potential of a healthy republican
development in France. And the French celebrate that to thistral figure of science, in Europe, in the middle of the 18th

Century. Abraham Kästner. Abraham Kästner, as you will day as a great French Revolution! That’s a youth movement.
read this month, in a publication [Fidelio], which is coming
out, was the central figure, in collaboration with Benjamin Fascist Youth Movements

Then, Napoleon Bonaparte, the first modern fascist, cameFranklin. Kästner was also the teacher of Gotthold Lessing.
He also represented the circles of Moses Mendelssohn, which to power. And around Europe, on the basis of the victories of

Napoleon, fascism spread throughout Europe. It spread outfollowed him. He was the center, in all Europe, of the organiz-
ing of the ideas of Johann Sebastian Bach in music. He was in the Code Napoleon, the system of France under Napoleon

Bonaparte. Also his nephew, Napoleon the Turd, eh? Thisconnected to the people who developed Classical music fol-
lowing Bach, such as Hadyn, Mozart, Beethoven, Schubert, same crowd. It spread in the form of Hegel, who was the first

philosopher of the fascist state, from which the Nazi state wasFelix Mendelssohn, Schumann, Brahms, and so forth.
So what we have as music, is the product of this. Music derived. These are celebrated as great events! This was part

of a youth movement.came into the area of Pennsylvania, through circles which
were influenced by this—the Moravians and so forth—came You had a large youth movement, organized by Bentham

and Lord Palmerston, which was called Young Europe, andhere, in Pennsylvania, on this basis. Bethlehem, for example,
is famous, in this connection here. All the ideas of the Ameri- Young America, which Karl Marx was sucked into. It was

run by Lord Palmerston, from London. Marx was actuallycan Revolution came from Europe, largely through the influ-
ence of Leibniz, as radiated chiefly by Abraham Kästner. controlled from London by a guy called Urquhart, a top offi-

cial of the British Foreign Office. Marx’s studies were orches-So that, this was a movement which created the Classics.
In England, for example. The emergence of poets, like Keats trated and controlled from the British Library, by Urquhart,

who was the coordinator of the Young Europe movement.and Shelley—and Shelley is also a very important philosophi-
cal figure as well. The Classical movement internationally, of These were the same guys who organized the Concord move-

ment in the northern United States, and organized fromthe late 18th Century, and the beginning of the 19th Century,
was entirely the product of these circles, including the United Charleston, South Carolina, what became the Confederacy,

called Young America. A branch of the same Bentham, Palm-States! The United States was a Classical revolution, inspired
on the basis of the transmission of the principle of Leibniz, erston movement.

These were youth movements. This was Thoreau. Thisby Kästner and others, through Franklin, which organized the
American Revolution. was Emerson, all the swine. These were youth movements,

who repeatedly worked to destroy the United States fromNow, that is a good youth movement.
Then, you had a youth movement of a different kind, sort within.

They had two kinds of youth movements. When a societyof like vomiting, in France. You had a British agent, Jacques
Necker, of Swiss origin, but a British agent, an agent of Lord comes into a time of crisis, in which the existing generation,

by clinging to its old ideas, is bringing society to the edge ofShelburne, who was sort of the power behind the throne, late-
18th-Century Britain. Shelburne used Necker as an agent. a catastrophe, then a youth movement intervenes, for better,

or for worse.In order to prevent a development in France, to prevent the
introduction of a constitution, a monarchical constitution, A youth movement such as that typified by the role of

Kästner, in fostering the birth of the Classical period in Ger-drafted by Bailly and Lafayette. To prevent that, they de-
ployed the Bastille events, in which both sides were organized many, and spreading throughout Europe. And Kästner, who

was a key figure in bringing the American Revolution to theby the same people. The Duke of Orleans, and Necker. These
guards—there were almost no prisoners left in the Bastille at United States, through Franklin. This is one kind of youth

movement.that point. The only inmates in the Bastille were a bunch of
idiots, who were about to be transferred to a mental home, Then you have the other kind of youth movement.

You have the youth movement of Plato, after the terriblewhere they belonged. There were no political prisoners
there. None. destruction by the Democratic Party of Athens, which mur-

dered Socrates. There was a youth movement, a real pig-sty,The guards were instructed to fire on the mob. The mob
was organized, and paid for, by Jacques Necker, with the that youth movement. And so, Plato, at a later point, became

the organizer of a youth movement, in Greece, which becamecollaboration of the Duke of Orleans, who had been Frank-
lin’s enemy in France. the great Classical movement of Greece, based in Athens,

which continued in the form of the Platonic Academy, fromToday the French celebrate July 14, 1789, as Bastille Day!
The point that France’s future was destroyed by a British the time of Archytas and Plato, to Eratosthenes and Archi-

medes, in about 200 B.C. That was a good youth movement.agent, a collection of British agents.
Then you went on to the “great ideas” of the Jacobins The Roman influences were a bad, evil youth movement.

So a youth movement is not intrinsically good. A youthDanton and Marat, who were both agents of the British For-
eign Office. The Jacobin terror in France was deployed by movement is an instrument of society, based on a principle of
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this generational transmission, as we approach a crisis, a time Then the Third Act, or the end of the Second Act solilo-
quy: “O, what a rogue and peasant slave am I.” You begin toof tragedy, in which, if the youth movement is bad, the result

will tend, without a better leadership, will tend to lead society see there’s something wrong. This swashbuckling killer is no
hero. He’s going to fail.to the very worst effect. Like Nazism.

On the other hand, a youth movement which is qualified Then in the Third Act soliloquy, it all comes out. What’s
the story? “When we have shuffled off this mortal coil, . . .”to play a leading role, in renewing the society, will save the

society, if there’s the right leadership. What happens after I’m dead? What happens to me, after I’m
dead? What torment must I expect? Isn’t it better to be killed,Now, my job is to ensure that the youth movement has the

right leadership. Because, without a youth movement, even without thinking about that?
And that’s why politicians fail. That’s why all kinds ofthough I may be the smartest man in America, particularly on

these kinds of issues, I can do nothing by myself. It’s a youth politicians fail. That’s why there’s not a man in the Congress,
not a man in this government, who’s capable of doing what Imovement which can strike the preceding generation, and

revive them, and touch their conscience, which will enable can do. Because they’re all afraid of immortality.
They will say, “Look, you can’t go against popular opin-this revival of the United States to occur. And of civilization

generally. Because we are a world power. We are the world ion! You can’t change things. No, no, no, no, no! You’ve got
to be practical. You’ve got to make little suggestions, thatempire—don’t kid yourself! The United States is a world

empire—don’t kid yourself! people will accept. You’ve got to get popular support. You’ve
got to get the press on your side. You’ve got to get the TV onDon’t say, “The Chinese are going to do this, the Koreans

are going to do this, the Japanese are going to do this, the your side! You’ve got to get people to listen to you!”
We don’t have to worry about people listening to me.Africans are going to do this, the South Americans”—no,

they’re not! Because I know these countries. In none of them They’re scared of me; they’ll listen.
No, that’s the problem. These guys are unwilling to oper-do they have the guts, to challenge the United States. They

will all crawl, and whine, and whimper, and complain, and ate on the basis of a conviction of truth, of truthfulness. They
won’t act for truth.make insults, and curses, but they will submit from inside the

pig sty, where they’re waiting to be slaughtered. “Hey, you got to be practical! Look, this is how you do it.
You’ve got to do this. Hey, you guys got to learn, you know!We in the United States, and the youth movement in the

United States, have the special responsibility, since this is You’ve got to go through the things we went through, and
become corrupt like us! Then you’ll also be unable to dothe world power, in terms of political-military control of the

world as a whole, we have to change it, from the inside, in things, like us!”
So, the principle of the sublime depends upon, like Jeanneorder to save the world as a whole. And the world will look

to us for this. d’Arc, the sense of a lack of fear of immortality. I have one
life, I’m spending it, I’m spending it wisely. I have nothingIf we don’t succeed, if I were to fail, if you were to fail,

write the United States off, and be prepared to accept several to regret for what I’m doing, and I have no fear of what the
future will think of me, and my existence, I’m doing the rightgenerations of a dark age for humanity as a whole. If I continue

to do my job, and you do yours, and develop this youth move- thing. And that’s what I go by.
All these other guys will vacillate. And this is what thement as it must be developed, we can change world history

for the better right now. Because there is no other thing that’s play is about, Hamlet. This. The lack of leadership.
Take Don Carlos, one of the younger plays of Schiller.going to work, except this kind of change.

That’s the principle of tragedy. That’s also the principle Every figure, who’s an acting figure in the drama, is a pig.
They’re different varieties of pigs, some are spotted, someof the sublime. And that’s what you guys are about. You have

to have a clear self-conception of who you are. are red, and so forth, but they’re all pigs. The Grand Inquisitor
is a pig. The king is a pig. Posa’s the worst of all the pigs,
because he knows better. But he has a fear of immortality,The Fear of Immortality

The final point is this, the conception of fear of immortal- and therefore he capitulates. He betrays himself. Don Carlos
is a fool. He knows about a principle. He’s so lovesick, heity. The Third Act soliloquy of Shakespeare’s Hamlet. Read

it! It’s explicit. This is not some mysterious interpretation, can’t pay attention to business. Everybody’s a fool in the
thing.this is exactly what Shakespeare says.

“But . . .” Again, this is typical of tragedy, as opposed to the Wal-
lenstein, another case, a clear case, the trilogy of Wallenstein.This guy Hamlet was a swashbuckling killer. All through

the play, it’s the same thing. He’s out killing. He’s going to Who’s the guilty party? Ha! Yeah, well, you could say the
Hapsburg family is the guiltiest of all the parties. But every-the next war. He hears a rustling at a curtain. He puts his

sword through, not knowing who’s behind the curtain, he puts body else is guilty, too! Wallenstein has an idea of what the
solution is, but he’s unwilling and unable to act on it. There-his sword there, and kills Polonius.

He’s a swashbuckling killer. He’s not reluctant to act. And fore, he’s killed unjustly, and the Thirty Years War continues
from 1630-32, and continues for another 16 years, into thethis is thoroughly developed.
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worst phase. Because there was nobody on the scene, who
Dialogue with LaRouchewould do what Wallenstein should have known to do. To

betray his oath—which was his obligation. Because the oath
was based on a falsehood, and an oath which is based on a This is an edited transcript of the discussion which fol-

lowed Mr. LaRouche’s Feb. 1 presentation to the combinedfalsehood, has no sanctity.
And every coward in the world, will tell you, that the East and West Coast youth cadre schools.

lesson of Wallenstein is, that he violated his oath. That’s why
he was killed. And everybody who doesn’t understand any- Facing the Question of Immortality

Q: I have a question about knowing and about learning.thing about history, will say that.
So, the key here is this sense of immortality. And you I’ve worked on various research projects, including discover-

ing the genetic root of cardiomyopathy and various othercould only get that, in various ways. You can get as Jeanne
d’Arc did, a fairly simple farm girl, who had a clear concep- things, like researching the nervous system. And I was won-

dering why these research programs aren’t as effective as theytion of what was needed. And, without any complicated argu-
ment, went simply and directly to that conception, and said, could be; or why you think that the M.D.-PhDs that I work

with don’t have the creative ability, so they can come up with“Stupid Dauphin, you must become a real king. God wants
you to become a real king.” the idea of discovering the root of these principles?

LaRouche: This very problem is, of course, one of theAnd the Dauphin said, “What do you want from me?” She
said, “I don’t want anything from you. God is ordering you, contributing reasons I answered a question, some years ago,

at a conference—a side session on youth organizing at a con-to become a real king.”
And from that conception, with the courage—and this is ference in Virginia: What do we do, since the universities

stink; how do we get an education? I said: Well, let’s starthistorical, not just in the drama—with that conception, and
refusing to capitulate, and compromise herself, despite the with Gauss’s—in 1799—exposition on the issue of the funda-

mental theorem of algebra, and proceed from that to history.fact that she was facing being burned alive, at the stake, by
the Norman Inquisition, she went to the stake, and the inspira- The point there, of course, is that Gauss did something

very important at that point, in this paper: He attacked the twotion of her courage on that point, inspired France to kick the
Normans out of France. And to lead to the establishment of most influential and dangerous mis-leaders in scientific work

in that time—Leonhard Euler and Joseph Lagrange. And theFrance, as the first modern nation-state, under Louis XI.
The result of that was the second modern nation-state, in curse of science to the present day, is that the ideas, the empiri-

cist system, or its positivist outgrowth, as represented by EulerHenry VII’s England, in the defeat of Richard III.
So, this simple girl inspired the Renaissance, or contrib- and Lagrange in that matter—the anti-Leibniz forces of Euler

and Lagrange—has been the curse of all scientific work to theuted to the inspiration of the Renaissance, and by her actions,
created the first of the modern nation-states, by inspiration of present time.

Most scientists, today, even if they’re competent in someher courage and devotion. She had a clear sense of no fear
of immortality. degree, are fundamentally incompetent in the most funda-

mental principles of science. And, what Gauss does—youngBut then, on a higher level, in organizing government, the
challenge becomes more complicated. The required knowl- Gauss, the student of Abraham Kästner, attacks d’Alembert,

Euler, and Lagrange, on this issue.edge becomes more elaborate. And, the future lies with you,
and people like you, to the degree you get this clear sense of The basic issue—he defined the complex domain, even

though the complex domain was implicitly defined beforeimmortality, and the sense of mission. The sense of mission.
How to organize, what your role is in history, and to inspire then, even by Kepler, and before Kepler by the Classical

Greek geometers. That is, the pre-Euclidean, Classical Greekthe dead-beats, your parents, and other people, to come back
to life, and care about the future, and find their identity in re- geometers, typified by the Pythagoreans, and the School of

Plato. This is the ancient Classics.ality.
And to do this, you must, in yourself, develop a sense of Now, as Plato emphasized, the idea of discovery is based

on a very simple, and what should be obvious, principle of,what the principle of truth is. You’ve got to understand what
truth is, you must come to know truth, not simply as a collec- among other things, biology. And, if you don’t understand this

principle, how can you know anything about human biology?tion of facts, but as a method of discovering truth. Then you’ll
have the strength and confidence, to change people, to change What’s raised by Plato, is the point that you do not know the

universe from the experience of your senses. The senses arethe opinion of your parents’ generation, and move them in
directions so we can save this civilization. And I must not fail something which you get from sense organs, which are part

of your biology—just like the sense organs of any dog, anyyou. I must always deliver what I have to deliver. And I hope
that by the time I pass on, you will have learned enough, that monkey.

So, human knowledge is not based on sense perception.I won’t need to worry.
Thank you. That only qualifies you to get you into a zoo cage, as a monkey,
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or ape. Plato makes the point, and then explains it, he brings
it up in the analogy, the heurism in The Republic: that what
we call sense perception, is a result of biological tissue inside
the human body. What we think we sense, with the mind, is
not what happened. What we sense, is the effect of something
on these sense organs, which radiate, like shadows, something
they were stimulated by. The question is: What is outside your
skin, which tickles your sense organ, which then causes your
mind to say, “What is it?” “It’s an experience.” “Yes, the
experience is true. But, it’s the experience of your sense organ,
not the experience of the world outside your skin.”

That’s the beginning of knowledge. That’s the beginning
of science.

An Ontological Paradox

FIGURE 1

Kepler’s ‘Area Law’

Source:  Fidelio, Summer 1998.
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Now, how do you know, what exists outside your skin? Kepler proved that in equal time intervals, the areas of the
How do you know what exists beyond the scope of what curvilinear sectors swept out by the planets will be equal—even

through the curvilinear distances traversed on the orbit areyour sense organs reflect to your mind? You have to find
constantly changing. P1, P2, and P3 are three successive positionsan aperture. What is the aperture? The aperture is called a
of a planet.

“paradox,” an ontological paradox. You find that the sense
organ, sense-certainty picture of the shadow, is not consistent.
There’s something wrong about it; there’s an error. And, what
I did yesterday, by aid of the work of Bruce Director, in the that, to the Summer season, which is the longest distance to

the Sun for us, in the Northern Hemisphere.presentation on the question of Kepler’s discovery of gravita-
tion—I just touched on one aspect of that. It’s much more Now, you take the two areas, and compare them. Harmon-

ically, they define a harmonic relation. And he, later, in hiscomplicated than that. But, the aspect is, that Kepler noted,
that in the Aristotelian effort to derive physical principles of following book, expanded on this, to show that the organiza-

tion of the Solar System conformed to something which had tothe universe from sense-certainty only, as did Copernicus and
then Tycho Brahe; in the attempt to do that, they assumed that do with these harmonic relations; which Gauss demonstrated,

then, at the beginning of the 19th Century, by showing, thatsimply by observing mathematically—shall we say, “statisti-
cally”?—that a certain regularity of pattern, which means what happened is, that when Kepler had predicted the exis-

tence of a former, disintegrated planet, in an area betweenessentially circular motion or linear motion: to assume, that
the principle lay in the regularity of this motion, looked at Mars and Jupiter, that actually, there was such a disintegrated

planet, which is called the Asteroid Belt. Which has, harmoni-from the circular or linear standpoint.
Now, what Kepler observed, by more precise normaliza- cally, the characteristics of the missing planet defined by

Kepler.tion of the observations of the Solar System, is that the orbit
of Mars was essentially elliptical, not circular. Secondly, that So therefore, you had with Kepler, the definition of a

universal principle, in which the principle itself, correspondsthe rate of motion, along the pathway, the trajectory of the
orbit, was not uniform motion, but was non-uniform motion. to nothing which is intrinsically visible. You don’t see gravity.

You don’t touch it. You see the effects. Ah! Sense perception.Also, that the orbit was not around the center of the ellipse, but
around one of the two centers of the elliptical point (Figure 1). The sense organs can react to the effects of gravity, but they

don’t “see” gravity as such.Now therefore, you have the motion conform to one thing.
If you take the area from the position of the Sun, to the perime- That’s a principle. Science is based on this notion of the

Platonic method.ter of the orbit, and look at the motion a short distance after
that; draw another line from the Sun to the perimeter of the Now, what happens with the case of the empiricists—

with both Aristotle earlier, and with the Aristotelian methodorbit. Now, look at the elliptical area, so defined by that mea-
surement, and Kepler determined, that the area, the amount used by Claudius Ptolemy, by Copernicus, and by Tycho

Brahe—there is no principle. There is no universal principle.of area subtended by motion, was always an expression of
equal time. That is, that it was equal area, equal time. It’s all confined within the interpretation of sense certainty,

as being the primary reality. Anything outside sense certainty,Now, this meant that there was a harmonic organization
between the two extremes. You have A and B are two points is some mysterious thing, which has nothing to do with the

physical reality. It’s out there. Whereas, in this case, we seeof the ellipse, central points of the ellipse. One of these points,
let’s call it A, which for us is generally the Winter season, that what is invisible, to the senses, can be known by the mind

by examining a paradox, such as the paradoxes addressed bywe’re the shortest distance from the Sun; then you have from
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Kepler, in treating the Solar System. ence today, in the teaching of science, which is the source of
the problem you referred to.This means an overthrow rejection of Aristotle. It means

the overthrow rejection of Galileo. It means the overthrow,
rejection of all the empiricists, including Euler and Lagrange. On Russian Composers

Q: I would like to ask you to discuss the Russian compos-This is the method, of course—the method of Kepler, is also
the method of Leibniz, on a higher level. So, what happened in ers, I guess, in terms of the major eras after Peter the Great,

Alexander II. And really, I’m curious about composers in thethe 18th Century, the so-called Newtonian faction—Newton
was essentially a bum, who stole everything that he ever dis- 20th Century, and what was different then, that shaped their

attitude in the face of the political situation?covered; he was half-true, and he couldn’t get it right even
then. So, the Newtonian faction, typified by Leonhard Euler LaRouche: Hmm! Okay, this is a sticky wicket!

As most of you probably know, in early 1946, I had re-and Lagrange—Lagrange was a protégé of Euler—attacked
Leibniz by saying, “There is no such thing as this infinitesi- turned from Burma after the close of the war, and was sta-

tioned briefly in a replacement depot camp outside ofmal. There’s nothing outside regularity!” Outside the regular-
ity of what might be called a “Cartesian manifold.” That is, the Calcutta, called Kanchrapara. And, I was coming out of the

jungle. And I was starving for music, and I found a couple ofdefinitions, axioms, and postulates of a Cartesian manifold.
So, what Gauss attacked them for, was this: that, no: There co-conspirators, and we dug up everything that represented

music, in terms of musical scores, pianos, whatnot—every-are principles outside the domain of the Cartesian manifold,
which actually control the universe. And therefore, you can thing. And, we would have a regular session, daily, among

us—just getting back to civilization, out of the jungle.not derive laws of the universe, physical laws, consistent with
a Cartesian manifold. There’s a different universe, which is In this process, one of the things I dug out, or we dug

out—but I was so transfixed by it, that I didn’t pay muchthe real universe, whose paradoxes are reflected upon our
sense-certainty, which he called the “complex domain.” And, attention, for the moment, to the people around me, until they

afterward had agreed that they had been impressed, too. Oneit was the denial of the existence of the complex domain, as
real, by Euler and Lagrange, which is the problem. was an HMV, that is, the British Victor company, pressing of

a performance of a Tchaikowsky symphony, conducted byNow, this is a problem of method. The problem of method
is denying the existence of efficient forces, in the universe, Furtwängler. Furtwängler was a conductor I knew by name,

but not by experience at that point. And I tell you, I was frozenreality which exists outside sense-certainty. Which we know
only by the Platonic method of examining the paradoxes of in my seat. Because this was Tchaikowsky, who is not my

favorite composer—he’s rather sloppy in terms of the kind ofsense-certainty, and discovering and proving the efficient
principles, which cause these aberrations from so-called as- music he produced; a well-meaning, sentimental guy, who

was persecuted for his work.sumed sense-certainty.
The prevalent method of mathematics and mathematical But, what happened is, that Furtwängler, as typical of him,

went to the core of the score; did not perform the score. Idiotsscience, as taught in the English language and other lan-
guages, today—the empiricist method, the positivist perform the score in music. Competent people perform the

music, instead of the scores. That doesn’t mean they violatemethod—is to assume, that if you have a sufficiently sophisti-
cated mathematics, you don’ t need physics. That everything the notes, but they don’t play the notes. Because, if music

could be the notes, you wouldn’t have to have musicians: Youthat happens in the universe, can be derived from a mathemat-
ics, based on a certain set of fixed definitions, axioms, and would just look at the score, and they would radiate into your

mind. So, the point is, a score is a code. It’s a code, like apostulates. The problem is, that the physical scientist, who
does experiments, and does important experimental work, written language.

If a language can be interpreted by a dictionary method,before being accredited with this discovery, which may be a
genuine discovery, is forced to restate what he has discovered the method of that idiot, Antonin Scalia, the Supreme Court

Justice (that fascist bastard, as otherwise known), then therein terms defined by Euler, Lagrange, and such successors of
Lagrange as Augustin Cauchy, or Clausius, or Boltzmann and wouldn’t be human beings. Because there would be no ideas

communicated, because a language, in a literal sense, can notso forth.
So therefore, the problem, today, in science, is that the contain an idea. The way I just defined the ideas, in terms of

the previous question. An idea lies between the cracks ofscientist is a prostitute, and there are very few exceptions to
it. Every scientist, who does something competent, can get sense-certainty. An idea is a principle, which you can not

touch, you can not see—eh? You can not smell (preferably),himself certified, or paid, only if he prostitutes himself! He
must, after having discovered something in one way—val- and so forth. It is something, which is conveyed to you, by a

paradox, a contradiction. Just as a principle of the physicalidly, by experimental methods—now, has to turn around and
prove, that he could have discovered that in a completely universe is communicated.

So therefore, when ideas are communicated by means ofdifferent way, consistent with his assumption of sense-cer-
tainty. And it’s that moral corruption, which pervades in sci- language, they’re communicated by irony or metaphor.
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That’s why people who graduate from universities today, are made this a highly disciplined, precise Bachian reading of it.
So, what Furtwängler did was not to misrepresent Tchai-so stupid, when it comes to poetry. Even people of your par-

ents’ generation, generally—even if they’re so-called “well- kowsky, but, to go in, and look at the composition, and find
an intent within the composition, which was a valid musicaleducated,” can not recite an English poem competently. Just

can’t do it. And, this is also with some German-speakers, idea, and to conduct the composition in such a form, that
instead of the Romantic slop, which most conductors findreciting German poetry, who can recite it in a literate fashion,

but the ideas don’t come across. Because, the irony is not richly deployed in the score, pulled it away from the Roman-
tic slop.there.

The same problem arises in music: It’s irony! And, this is the kind of thing you get, for example: You
have elements of Shostakovich, which show a struggle withNow, what happened is, Tchaikowsky came into a period,

in which you had had a person called “that bastard,” “that the same kind of strain of idea. So, there’s no simple thing, as
Russian composers. Russia, because of the condition of thecriminal,” Carl Czerny, had brought a young fellow called

Franz Liszt, a pupil of Czerny, to Beethoven, for an audit. Tsarist oligarchy, and other things, had great difficulty in
developing many Mendeleyevs, in music, or elsewhere. OrAnd, at that point, Beethoven was asked what he thought

about the work of young Liszt at the keyboard, and he said, many Vernadskys, in music or elsewhere. Because the state
was a backward form of state, which Alexander II and so“He’s a very talented boy, but under the influence of that

criminal Czerny, it’s going to be terrible.” forth, had tried—rather effectively, with the help of Mende-
leyev—to transform. And then, the “Troubles” came in.And, what happened is, with the rise of the Romantic

movement in Europe, especially after the Battle at Jena-Aus- So, it was not the optimal condition. You will find, in
terms of song, that the forms of song-settings of poetry, Clas-terlitz, that a great wave of cultural pessimism spread through-

out Germany, in the form of Romanticism. Goethe, for a time, sical forms, are generally restricted in Europe, to the Italian
and German model. You find that other language groups dobecame a raving Romantic for a while, just admiring this

“great man” Napoleon. Hegel, of course, became a fascist, not produce the same effect. Because, as recently, in an inter-
view—probably some years ago, but recently published—after the battle, because he made a theory of the state based

on his sexual fascination with Napoleon Bonaparte. The Nazi of Dietrich Fischer-Dieskau, he made a comment, that the
development of the German Lied is closely intertwined withtheory of the state is based on Hegel, derived from Hegel;

derived from Hegel’s crony, Savigny, who was Marx’s law peculiarities of the German language, the Classical use of the
German language. You find the same thing in the Italian. Theteacher; and derived, later, from Carl Schmitt, in Germany,

who was a follower of this school of law. German Lied and the best Italian model, like Verdi, are all
derived from the concept of the Florentine school of bel canto.So, the Romantics would try to imitate Classical composi-

tion. Classical composition means, essentially, Johann Sebas- As we showed in one manual, on this subject,1 there are certain
differences between the German and the Italian, in terms oftian Bach. It generally means, for the student, someone who

can actually—unlike some people—can actually perform the bel canto, how it’s handled. But, the principle is the same.
And so, the competent Classical Italian singer or Germanpreludes and fugues of the Well-Tempered Clavier. And, very

few people who perform it publicly can do it. We have one singer, is trained in the Florentine bel canto, either in the
Italian version or the German version—or both.fellow, who does a very good job, who is András Schiff. I

heard his performance of the Goldberg Variations, on a piano And therefore, the irony, the principle of irony, which is
shown, in a very essential way, by Bach’s conception of well-keyboard—it’s a two-manual harpsichord composition, and

he manages to do the thing brilliantly, on a keyboard. I was tempered counterpoint, contains an inherent irony, which
generates an idea. So that the composer, in composing a work,absolutely astonished.

But, someone who actually understands the principles of composes a whole work, before writing a single note down.
It’s all in the mind! It’s one idea!counterpoint, of Bach, and who understands how Bach’s prin-

ciples of counterpoint shaped the way in which, indirectly at The question, as for any Classical composition, any seri-
ous scientific composition: The person who writes the compo-first, Haydn was influenced; the way Mozart was directly

influenced, from 1782 on; the way Beethoven was trained; sition, knows exactly what he’s going to write, before he puts
the first word on paper; and knows it from beginning to end.the way Schubert was affected; the way Felix Mendelssohn

worked, in his music; the way Schumann worked; the way Because he knows his intention of the idea he’s going to put
across. And therefore, he’s going to write it in a way whichBrahms worked—this is a totally different proposition.

Now, Tchaikowsky was strongly influenced by the Ro- puts in the contradictions in the right place, to try to move the
reader, from one point to the other, to the idea. So that themantics. And therefore, his compositions were tailored to the

Romantic. But, what Furtwängler did—which is why I say beginning and the ending, come precisely at the right point.
it’s a sticky question—what Furtwängler did, was took this
composition, this symphony of Tchaikowsky, which is usu- 1. A Manual on the Rudiments of Tuning and Registration, Book I (Washing-

ton, D.C.: Schiller Institute, 1992).ally performed in the usual sentimental slop form, and he
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FIGURE 2

The Catenary

A B

Filippo Brunelleschi (left) applied the
physical principle of the catenary to solve
what had been estimated as the impossible
task of putting the required cupola on the
Florence cathedral of Santa Maria del
Fiore. The surfaces between the ribs of the
dome are families of catenaries.

Not an extra note is added, nor one subtracted. Everything in all science and all art.
And the problem was—in Russia—this, in terms of Clas-there is essential, because he’s written this thing, under the

influence of an idea. sical artistic development, this did not develop. What you will
see, as in the case of this Tchaikowsky case I mentioned, byNow, sometimes, he’ll make changes, improvements in

his score later, but they’ll always be consistent with the intent. Furtwängler’s conducting, that you can see that all competent
Russian composers were very responsive to what they sawHe says, “I didn’t express my intention adequately. I have to

make this change.” Which Beethoven did a number of times. accomplished by the Bach tradition in Central Europe.
For example, the most famous case, is in his third movement
of the Hammerklavier Sonata, the Opus 106, in which he Marriage, and Classical Composition

Q: I recently re-read your paper “In Praise of Monog-added two chords, at the beginning of the movement, which
he added afterward. Which actually, you read it, and you say, amy,” on married love. And I was curious about this, because

the idea that you’re going to open yourself up and give your-“It’s obvious, why he did it.” It did make the expression of
the idea much more effective, especially when you look at the self completely to one person—it’s a beautiful idea, but I

don’t quite—I’m married! But I don’t quite know what thiscomposition as a whole.
So, that’s the difference. Music has to be based on the idea is!

LaRouche: That’s usually the case! People discover whatideas. It has to enjoy a culture in which ideas are communi-
cated among the people. The person who is a great artist in a marriage is, after they do it! . . .

Q: The question that I have, is: In organizing somebodyculture, always is in conflict with the culture.
Take the case of Brunelleschi, which I’ve cited before: In at the literature table, what is the difference between the type

of love that you have for somebody with whom you’re mar-the cupola of Santa Maria del Fiore in Florence, he had a
conception of how to build that cupola, which was otherwise ried, and a person that you want to organize, to help develop

their soul? Is there a difference?impossible, according to the accepted doctrine of the time!
He had a clear conception of the solution, and people would LaRouche: Fortunately, you came to an expert!

No. See, a good marriage is like a good Classical artisticsay, “Well, what’s the form?” As if there was a form that
would stably hold together, once you’d put it up. He didn’t composition. It starts with an intention, and if the intention is

valid, the composition works out. It’s that simple!start that way. He said, “How can you build this thing, so that,
at each stage of the construction, it won’t fall apart?” And, he You see, there’s an interaction; there are ironies, there is

interaction, in a marriage, which make it strong. It’s not strongused the famous “hanging chain” principle, which he used
explicitly (Figure 2). because of something, or this or that. It’s because it’s a process

of collaboration; it’s a process of work. It’s the unfolding ofSo therefore, he had a conception, of how to complete the
cupola, which took a number of years to do: Before the first an intention. It involves people outside the marriage, in the

sense of what your impact of the marriage is, on people in thestone was moved, he knew exactly what the finished composi-
tion was going to be. And, this is the same thing that is true, society around the marriage. What’s the marriage’s impact
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on the people around it? If it has a good impact, fine. conditions of the past 2 million years.
But, man is now over 6 billion people, at latest estimate.And, you approach it the way you would approach a seri-

ous, Classical musical composition. And think of it in those How did this happen? Because of the principle of human
intelligence, that is, creative intelligence—the discovery ofterms. And it will work—I mean, if you’ve got the right notes,

to begin with. principle. Therefore, we know that intelligence is unique.
Now, then it goes to a next phase: What is intelligence?You know, you have to have at least a couple, in any

Classical musical composition! And, once you’ve got that We discussed it before. It is the ability to discover a universal
physical principle; or, the equivalent kind of principle, a prin-couple, you now can say, “Is there an idea here, in this cou-

ple?” For you to start, if there is an idea, an intention-idea, ciple, which produces, universally, certain specific kinds of
effects, which can not be produced, except by that principle.which can be developed into a full composition, then you’ve

probably got a good case. What about human intelligence? The ability to discover a
universal principle? How does it occur? It does not occur by
a discussion. It may occur in the context of the discussion.What Do We Mean by ‘God’?

Q: I’ve been thinking a lot lately about the creation of the But, the discussion doesn’t generate it. It’s generated within
the mind of the individual. It’s generated in the form, initially,universe and the idea of God. My question to you, is: If God

created the universe, what created God? of what’s called a “Platonic hypothesis.” And, if the hypothe-
sis is proven experimentally, then you called it a “principalLaRouche: Hmm. I’m not going to say “I did”! We’ll

eliminate that proposition, right away! principle.”
Now, the problem then, the next thing you have to do, isNo, the point is: What do you mean by “God”? Before

you define something, as being how is it built, you have to you have to communicate that. You can communicate that,
not by wiring. Wires from one head to another will not do theknow what it is!

Okay. Now, what do we know? Let’s go to Vernadsky; job. As a matter of fact, they will tend to prevent the job from
being done—as Al Gore showed, with his idea of the “Wiredwe’ll go to one of the stronger sides of Russian culture:

Vernadsky. What did Vernadsky accomplish, and how does Society.” It’s done, by replicating the experience of discov-
ery, in the mind of a second person.this apply to this question of God? And, Vernadsky, if he were

standing here, would tend to look at me—“maybe I agree with This is, for example, optimal Classical humanist educa-
tion. What does the teacher do, in a class, in communicatingyou”—that kind of thing. You find that there are three phases

in the universe, three phase-spaces. There are what we call, a discovery to a group of students? The function of the teacher,
is not to say, “Learn this, or I’ll kill you! Learn this, or I’ll flunkfrom the standpoint of physical chemistry, which is his stand-

point: You have the so-called “abiotic,” in which there’s no you!” The function is, to stimulate, in the body of students,
an act, a discussion; an active ferment, where you pose thenecessary evidence of anything that would be called “life” in

the universe. None of the effects require the existence of life. problem. You say, “Here’s a contradiction! How do you deal
with this contradiction? How do you explain it?” And, whenOr, of intelligence. There may be intention, but not expressed,

active intelligence. you get them all hot and bothered, then you begin to get a
discussion. You steer the discussion as a teacher, by throwingSecondly, you find, as Pasteur, Curie, and so forth demon-

strated more effectively—and also, Vernadsky himself— more and more things in, to provoke them—once you’ve got
their attention—so that, they themselves begin to make andwho developed a comprehensive demonstration of the univer-

sality of this principle: Is that there is a principle in the uni- experience this kind of a discovery, an hypothesis.
Once one or two catch onto the idea of the hypothesis inverse, which is not to be found in the abiotic; a principle

of life, which is universal, whose manifestation is, that it the class—a class of 15, or 20, is a good optimal number—
then, you get a discussion among the students. And so, now,produces physical effects, in the universe, which can not be

produced by abiotic processes. For example: The atmosphere the whole idea, “What are these hypotheses? Which one is
right? Why is this one wrong? Why is this one right?” Then,could not be produced by an abiotic process. The waters,

the ocean, were produced by a living process. Most of the the instructor will intervene a little bit more—not to give
the show away, but to steer consideration of additional facts,sedimentary material, including soil, of this planet, were cre-

ated by a living process. Could not be produced by an abi- which will help the student body.
Now, they’re in focus on the question; it’s now a contro-otic process.

Then, thirdly, you have effects, which are physical effects, versy. Now, they’re really engaged. And, they will begin to
hypothesize.on the universe, which are produced by the intervention, of

the discovery of universal principle—effects which can not Then, the instructor will say, “Well, how would you prove
which hypothesis is correct, if any?” “Would you do this?”be produced in any other way; effects, such as the fact that

man, who biologically, if he were not intelligent, would be Or, “would you do this?” Or, “what would you do?” “Which
of you guys is right? Or are any of you right?”either Henry Kissinger or some form of ape, would never have

exceeded several million individuals on this planet, under the At that point, you begin to focus on an idea. And, if you
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find the right experiment, and the right hypothesis, they’ll from? Did we create them? Well, not exactly. We discovered
them. They existed beforehand.walk out of the class, and everybody will have a fairly good

idea—some will know; others will have an idea of what they Ahh! So, life always existed in the universe! So, intelli-
gence always existed in the universe! And, intelligence isdon’t know; and that’s the process of healthy education.

Which is not accomplished by rehearsing people in computer- sovereign. It’s a sovereign act, of a sovereign individual.
Therefore, the universe is God. And the character of the uni-scored, multiple-choice examination.
verse is, that it is a sovereign personality.

Does the universe have a beginning? No.This Wonderful Universe
So, now, what does this tell you? This tells you that the Does it have an end? No.

Does anything exist outside it? No.act of discovery of a universal principle, a principle by means
of which man increases man’s power in, and over the uni- So, how could anything have created it? The universe is

the universe. We call it “the universe,” because the principlesverse, as a species—this is creativity! For mankind to be able
to increase mankind’s power in and over the universe, is a we discover, are universal. And, there’s nothing outside what

we discover, that controls the universe.creative act. That’s what we mean by “creativity”: The dis-
covery, and proof, of a principle, by means of which mankind Therefore, the universe always existed. There was never

anything outside it, before it, behind it, or after it. The universeis able to increase mankind’s power to exist, in and over
the universe. is governed by a principle of creativity, of principles that we,

as man, are able to imitate God, by discovering! When weSo, this is a result of a spark, of a sovereign act, within
the confines of an individual mind. A sovereign act. discover a pre-existing universal principle, it becomes our

property. We can use it. The universe has changed, now,Now, we say, “universal principle.” We have this uni-
verse, wonderful universe. It has a real collection of entertain- because man, as a willful agency, in the universe, can change

the universe, by adopting a pre-existing principle, and using it.ment in it. One is called the “abiotic” division; the other is
called the “living” division, the division of life; the other’s Before, after, when, who, what? No! What we know, is

all that’s all that we know! We don’t know anything else!called the “intellectual” division, or “discovery,” “cognitive.”
It’s a wonderful universe. How’s it organized? It’s organized Once we identify what we mean by a “universal physical

principle,” we don’t know anything else. That’s why Des-on the basis of physical principles! Discoverable, physical
principles, which are efficient! We don’t know anything cartes and Euclid and Aristotle are such idiots.
else—except these universal principles, which are efficient.
That’s all we know! Everything else is guess-work: a stab in The Question of Leadership

Q: On Martin Luther King Day, Michelle did a class onthe dark.
Well, what about these principles? Where’d they come Martin Luther King. And, before she did the class, I’d been
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thinking about some things. She told me about how King not, but who you are! You’re a slave, if you’re a slave in your
own mind! If you can free yourself of the slavery in your ownwanted to get rid of the ghettoes and things like that. And, it

sort of sparked an interest of my own, on education—I guess mind, you can free yourself of the slavery of the chains, in
due course.for everyone, not just the ghettoes. . . .

And, I have a design class. And we had to come up with Frederick Douglass represented that.
Now, what did these swine do, immediately after Lincoln100 ideas for a certain project. And the entire class could only

come up with 30 ideas. And, that shows a kind of fracture in was shot? They took the system of education, of the struggle
for freedom, typified by Frederick Douglass—who was athe way we think, I guess. And, I was wondering how we

could change that, in the school system? great thinker; whose son was an important Classical musician,
and so on and so forth. And they said, “We must not over-LaRouche: We’re in the same ballpark, to come back to

the same thing I started with. Don’t look for particular ideas, educate the freed slaves, because they will be discontented
with the kind of employment they’re going to get. So, weof how to reform education. Look at the fact, that the so-called

“leading followers” of Martin Luther King—those associated must not educate them above their expected station in life.”
This is the beginning of Jim Crow. And, it was done by thewith him, after he was murdered, all failed. Starting with Jesse

Jackson—the older Jesse Jackson; I think the son is a little bit so-called “pro-abolitionist” crowd from Boston, and other
similar kinds of places.more interesting. But, they failed. They all ran to the govern-

ment foundations, different foundations. They all began to
peddle their rear end on the street, in one way or the other. Equality of the Mind

The problem here, all along, has been this idea of “relevantWhat was the difference between them, and Martin? A
very fundamental difference. And that goes to this question education,” for Americans of African descent. Crap! Every

American’s entitled to the same opportunities in education.of education: the question of principle, the question of leader-
ship, the question of the tragic versus the sublime. Martin, The same kind of education; the same kind of knowledge!

This cultural relativism, just means somebody’s going to belike Jeanne d’Arc, had no fear of immortality. As I know the
other people around him, to the degree I know them—and I on top, and somebody’s going to be on the bottom. The idea

of equality, true equality, which is, first of all, equality of theknow some personally, closely and so forth, and I have some
very good observations by close associates of that operation, mind. We don’t want children to learn something, which is

“relevant” to their condition of slavery. We want them towho know something about it. They all were deadly afraid
of immortality. understand something which is human. Their power in hu-

manity. Not this so-called “game,” which the Ford Founda-Martin was murdered. We don’t know exactly who or-
dered the murder, directly. We know who ordered the murder tion and others plugged.

And, if we have this understanding, on the question ofin general: It was J. Edgar Hoover.
The murder of Martin, was a part of the 1966-1968 Nixon education, that what Martin represented—don’t forget the

fact that he was a very well-educated person, in his own way;campaign for President, based on the so-called “Southern
Strategy.” And, the point was—and these guys, who orga- Boston University graduate in theology, divinity; well-edu-

cated. And a very superior person, who was sitting there, innized the “black power” movement, organized against Mar-
tin, on behalf of Nixon! And, people wouldn’t admit it. They Alabama, fairly obscure, when the ministers associated with

him, recognized him as being an exceptional person, of excep-wouldn’t admit it: that they were the tools, of the Nixon
crowd. And, of J. Edgar Hoover, and so forth. It all came out tional talent. And, they voted him in, to take this job. And he

accepted it.in the wash a little later. Gradually, we began to find out what
their real careers were, who owned them. And, he went on, from that experience of taking that job,

to become the leader of a struggle for freedom, a true struggleAnd those who were not corrupt, in the sense of being
intentionally corrupt, were cowards, like Hamlet. As all of for freedom. He became so successful, that they killed him.

Because they understood the principle of tragedy: If youthe leaders around Ralph Abernathy, my dear friend, you
know, the same thing. They all became corrupt! They ended kill the one guy who’s leading a movement, who represents

the sublime, you can destroy the movement. Whenever youup working for the Moonies! Or similar kinds of things. So,
they betrayed the cause. have a movement, which is based essentially on one leading

person, who’s a competent leader, who represents the sub-Now, you go back to this issue of Frederick Douglass,
when you’re talking about education in general, particularly lime—as Martin did! See, Martin wasn’t struggling for Afri-

can-American freedom: He was struggling for the freedomthe education of Americans of African descent. You’re talk-
ing about Frederick Douglass, and what he represented. What for everybody! That was his power! Everybody knew that

Martin was a world leader, a national leader. He was not awas Frederick Douglass’s standard for the struggle for free-
dom of slaves? The highest level of education possible, is the leader of an under-class.

And his idea was, that you eliminate the under-class, byroad to freedom. What you are, how you develop yourself—
that is who you are! Not whether you’ve got chains on you or establishing equality. And he was for everything! He should
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have been President of the United States! Morally, he was following a leader, just as some people in France followed
Jeanne d’Arc. A hero, who represents the sublime. Who in-qualified to be the President, where others were not: Because

he represented the sublime. He was willing, as he said, in his spires in people around him, the confidence to do something.
Yes. We can provide the other ingredients. The ingredi-mountaintop speech, to put his life on the line, for the sake of

a fundamental change in society; not a change for persons of ents required for the American of African descent is the same
as anybody else’s. No difference: They’re Americans! I knowAfrican descent—a fundamental change in society! To bring

about a just society. this, because I’ve worked with Africa. The typical American
of African descent has no idea, in the world, what Africa is!And morally, he was qualified to be President of the

United States, on the day he made that speech. Because that’s They’re Americans. They don’t know anything about it. I
know about it. I’ve dealt with this for years, for decades.the commitment we should require, of a President, is that kind

of commitment. They’re Americans!
And, they have to stand up on their own conscience, andAnd, when they chopped him off, and other people, who

were otherwise well-meaning, who had worked with him, their own dignity, and say, “We are Americans. We have the
right to be part of the leadership in policy-making for thiswithout his leadership, they were impotent! And, the whole

thing disintegrated. country. And we have a right to access to the knowledge we
need to do that job.”Why was it done? It’s obvious, to anyone looking back—

it’s obvious. And, I would start and say, as I’ve said, often enough:
“Martin Luther King should have become President.” If theyNixon, in 1966 had gone to Mississippi, in the aftermath

of Johnson’s signing of the two civil rights bills. And he’d hadn’t killed him. If that idea gets across, you won’t have a
problem in getting people to accept the kind of education theygone down there, and he met with the Ku Klux Klan, and

Trent Lott! And Trent was probably a member of the Klan need. If they see the inside of Martin’s mind, as I have. This
man was a great man; and we lost him.at that time. And, they started what became the “Southern

Strategy”: To get all the racists in the Democratic Party in the And we need leaders who can inspire. Who can be recog-
nized as people, as inspiring, who are valid, as the other peopleSouth, to come over to the Republican Party behind Nixon.

And, thus the Republican Party could take over the Presi- around Martin were not valid. They ran the other way. There
was no established national leadership of the civil rightsdency, and they could establish fascism in the United States,

under a Nixon Administration, directed by Henry Kissinger. movement, once Martin was shot. They all ran the other way.
And, that was the great demoralization, which destroyed it.And Henry Kissinger was a product of, what? Henry Kiss-

inger was a product of—the Nashville Agrarians! The Nash- Then all the funny-funnies took over, from 1968 on. And I
was there. I was involved in it.ville Agrarians were the grandsons of the founders of the

Ku Klux Klan! Henry Kissinger was educated, where? At And, so the first thing? Yes. What I otherwise say on
education, what we need, but it won’t work, unless you canHarvard! By a Prof. William Yandell Elliott, who was a mem-

ber of the Nashville Agrarians. The New York Times, and the inspire the recipients of that proposed education, to desire it.
And to have an image of themselves, which is not a second-literary societies in the United States, or literary magazines,

are being influenced largely by the Nashville Agrarians. The class image. Which in the history of the so-called “black edu-
cation” in the United States, since the Civil War, has beenracists were taking over America!

And, Martin Luther King was the biggest threat they had dominated by this thing: “Let’s not educate them above their
station.” And, if you say, “No, Martin should have been Presi-to their program. So, they killed him.

And, when he was toppled, everybody around him, who dent,” then, that’s a different image. Then, education becomes
important. And the Frederick Douglass image, then, becomeshad been associated with him as followers, went the other

way. And Jesse Jackson was the first. Jesse Jackson was not the connection to Martin Luther King.
standing anywhere near Martin, when Martin was shot. But
Jesse went out there. Got on a plane. Got to Chicago. Rubbed What Happened to the Soviet Union?

Q: My question was, what fundamentally caused the col-some blood on his shirt, and when out there, and said, “I
was standing next to Martin.” And that was the first time he lapse of the Soviet Union?

LaRouche: Ah-ha. I did!became known as a “PUSH-er.”
So, this is the issue. What is needed here, in the case of It’s true. You should know it, you have a right to know it.

I’ve already declassified it, but I’ll declassify it again for you.education, is leadership, which can be trusted, by people who
are confused and in doubt. People need inspiration, of leader- It was formerly a big national secret, one of the most precious

national secrets of the United States.ship they can trust. If a Martin Luther King were alive today,
with his qualities, and started an education movement, that’s To make it short. I had already understood what the prob-

lems were, the security problems, the failures of the Sovietwhere he’d start. He’d say, “We’ve got to do this. We’ve got
to go to the mountaintop.” And, people who are reluctant to Union, and so forth and so on. Now, my concern was that, as

we approached the end of the 1970s, with nuts like Brzezinskitake that kind of education, would seize it, because they were
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running loose—and Brzezinski was absolutely dangerous, 3,000 people, in this New Hampshire motor hotel. It’s now
been torn down since. And Reagan and I were sitting up in ahe’s a lunatic, a dangerous lunatic—that with the policy we

had, of so-called Mutual and Assured Destruction, and the corner, because the candidates were arranged alphabetically,
and Reagan, as R, was the last one in a row, and I was sittingway systems were going, we were headed to the great likeli-

hood of an actual nuclear war, or nuclear exchange, thermonu- next to him. So, we got into a conversation, which aroused
his curiosity.clear exchange. And therefore, I worked on the question of,

how do we stop this? What do we do, to end this crazy Ber- And also, what happened was, that Bush’s attacking me,
in New Hampshire in that period, resulted in Bush makingtrand Russell policy, of preventive nuclear war?

Remember, preventive nuclear war was a concept first mistakes where he threw the nomination, the Republican
nomination—Bush was supposed to be the frontrunner, then.introduced to the United States government by Bertrand Rus-

sell, the so-called pacifist. Anybody who thinks Bertrand Rus- Reagan was the second runner. Bush was supposed to win the
nomination. Bush lost the nomination, because he got intosell is a peace-loving person, or a good person, is some kind

of a jerk, or worse. He’s no good, he’s evil. He was probably a catfight with me. And Reagan won the New Hampshire
primary, and won another primary in the Carolinas, and it wasthe most evil man of the 20th Century. He made Hitler look

minor by comparison. over. Reagan was going to be the President. And this was
well-known, that I had destroyed Bush, as I had destroyed aSo, my concern was, how do we stop this? So, in my

Presidential campaign, to tried to make sure that Carter was few other people in that process.
So, he’s elected. At that point, November of 1980, I wasnot re-elected—I wasn’t afraid of Carter, I was afraid of

Brzezinski. In 1979, I issued a paper on strategic defense. down in Washington—I came back from Europe, on other
business. Went down to Washington to meet with a numberNow, the point was, my proposal was, that the United States

and Soviet Union, could jointly develop systems which of people, in the incoming Administration, as well as Demo-
crats. In the process, what I did was—which was typical ofwould, in due course, would eliminate the danger of a ballistic

missile attack, that is, the effective danger of a ballistic missile visiting firemen going into Washington in a transition period,
of an incoming Presidency, is you go in there, and they say,attack. and if everybody knows you can’t win a war by a

ballistic missile attack, even partially, then they’re not going “What’s your agenda? What do you want to lay on the table,
that we should consider for the incoming Administration?”to fight the war.

And, therefore, the question was, how to get that across.
In the beginning of 1980, I was on a platform in New Ballistic Missile Defense

So, I had a long list of things, which I had in mind, andHampshire, and presidential candidates were seated in a row,
like goony birds on a string, up before an audience of about one of these was on this question of Strategic Ballistic Missile
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Defense, by using new physical principles. Nothing happened As you know, in 1988, I made this press conference in
Berlin, on Columbus Day, in which I said, the Soviet systemdirectly at that time, but I already had friends in various parts

of the institutions of government, and a Soviet representative is about to collapse. It’ll probably start in—it will start in
Poland. Germany will be reunified. The capital of Germanyin New York, at the United Nations, had approached one of

my associates, and had suggested that they wanted to have a will probably be designated as Berlin, the future, again. And
we now face the challenge, the next President is going to facenew channel of discussion with the incoming President.

So, I had a report written up of that, and I forwarded it the challenge of the disintegration of the Soviet system, and
how we react to the disintegration of the Soviet politicalinto the White House circles.

The answer came back, “Will you take on the job of run- system.
And so it collapsed.ning a back-channel negotiation with the Soviet govern-

ment?” I had a little back and forth discussion, quickly, and I And then, I was put in the jug, for that reason, to get me
out of there. They were going to kill me. If I wasn’t put in thetook the job. It was not a deployment; it was just an arrange-

ment: a private citizen, serving as a back-channel connection jug, they wanted to kill me. There was a plan. It was an official
line: If he beats the case, if he beats the charge, we’re goingbetween the National Security Council of the United States

government, and the Soviet government. to kill him.
But, I survived. And we had the broadcast, the nationalSo, in this, I laid this proposal out, and what I did in

a special way, is that in February of 1982, before actually TV broadcast, network TV, in which I re-presented, included,
the details of my televised report at Berlin, on the comingbeginning the discussion with the Soviet representative, we

had a conference in Washington, D.C. About 400 people at- collapse of the system, and the proposal.
And so, the system collapsed.tended, people from all kinds of government, particularly mil-

itary, U.S. military, and so forth, all came in. Remember that President Reagan, on March 23, 1983,
made the offer publicly to the Soviet Union, exactly the offerSo, I laid out what I proposed, there. I said, “We must,

the two superpowers, must come to an agreement on this that I’d indicated to the Soviet Union, he might make. If they
had accepted that, at that point, even for discussion, worldprinciple: that we can develop such systems, and by cooperat-

ing on agreeing to develop such systems, which can defeat history would have changed, and would have taken a differ-
ent line.ballistic missile threats, not right now, but in the future—by

coming to that agreement, we can end the threat. And if we So, the significance of that today, in response to the ques-
tion, it gives you an idea of why I have confidence, in what Iapply these technologies, to developing Third World coun-

tries and so forth, these new technologies, this can be the road as an individual can do, in dealing with a world problem
today. I’ve been there several times. When history has hungto elimination of the nuclear conflict threat.

I presented this to the Soviet government, beginning Feb- on whether the U.S. government, or others, would accept what
I proposed, at a critical point, as a necessary policy. Everyruary, shortly after that, the week after that. And this contin-

ued to my last meeting with the Soviet representative—others time my proposals were rejected, they suffered. And every
time they were accepted, minimally, at least, we got somemet with him later—but my last meeting with him at that

point, was February of 1983. At that meeting, the last meeting gain. So, I have a confidence as a leader, which is why I
answered the question immediately the way I did. I sank theI had with him, he gave me a report-back from the Soviet

government on my proposal. And I had said, “If the President Soviet Union. Not because I sank it, but because when the
Soviet government rejected what I had proposed that Reaganof the United States, President Reagan, were to make this

offer, how would you react?” I never said the President was propose, after Reagan proposed it, the Soviet government
doomed itself, as I said would happen at that time.going to make the offer; I said, if we makes the offer, how

would you react?
So, in February of 1983, the report-back from him, from MacArthur vs. the Utopians

Q: Do you know why MacArthur failed to organize aMoscow: Andropov, the General Secretary of the Soviet
Union, said, “no!” Flat no. successful resistance, to the Utopian takeover of the early

1960s, and if it is actually possible that a man such as he, hadAnd, I said in response to him, I said, that’s very foolish
on his part, because, if what we’ve been discussing, is Soviet an incomplete understanding of, or commitment to, states-

manship?policy, and you go ahead with that policy, I can assure you,
that within about five years, the Soviet Union will collapse. LaRouche: . . .The way to look at this, is that in the Sum-

mer of 1944, when the U.S. forces had broken through inI later, shortly after that, repeated that forecast—that,
there’s a danger, with this policy on the part of the Soviet Normandy, the Wehrmacht was defeated, in principle. That

the end of the war was inevitable, or virtually inevitable atUnion, which was a very aggressive policy—that under these
conditions, the Soviet economy could not take the strain, be- that point. Now, up to that time, Franklin Roosevelt had led

the United States out of a depression, to become virtuallycause of its rotten condition, and the Soviet economy would
collapse, within about five years. the only economic power on this planet. And had won the
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war, effectively. the Administration, the Truman Administration, with the re-
port that Truman was thinking of dropping the nuclear bombAt that point, Roosevelt’s enemies in the United States,

who had had to put up with him, because he was saving the on Japan. Eisenhower said, independently of MacArthur, “It’s
crazy, Japan is a defeated nation, don’t do it.”economy they had wrecked under preceding Presidents, and

because the war had been won, on which they depended on The bombs were dropped.
They were dropped because of Bertrand Russell, whosehim entirely, for his leadership. They said, “We don’t need

him anymore.” policy was preventive nuclear war.
So, what happened in this period, is they cooked up aAt that point, he had a Vice President, Wallace. Roosevelt

himself was ill, as a by-product of having suffered poliomyeli- phony war, between the Soviet Union and the United States
and Britain. It was orchestrated by the British. Why? Whytis. He was a young man, relatively speaking, but he was in

the process of dying from overwork, because of the complica- was this phony war orchestrated? Stalin had no intention of
attacking the United States, or Western Europe. None. All ation of having had poliomyelitis as an adult. So, the enemy,

the American Tories, the Wall Street crowd, went to work on lie. Truman, and Churchill, cooked it up. Why?
Because of Bertrand Russell. The doctrine which tooktwo fronts.

First of all, they were determined to get rid of Roosevelt, over, with the Truman nomination in the Democratic nomina-
ting convention of the Summer of 1944, was what is calledand thought they could get rid of him, simply by waiting for

him to die, which they expected would happen soon. On that the utopian doctrine. The doctrine of H.G. Wells, and his
Open Conspiracy. The doctrine which had been orchestratedpoint, we had a friend who died more recently, Max Corvo.

Max Corvo was the chief of OSS operations in Italy, during through the nuclear community, by Bertrand Russell person-
ally. Bertrand Russell was the orchestrator of the doctrine ofthe war in Italy, and he later became a friend of ours, a friend

of mine, and he was very close to the head of the OSS, Dono- preventive nuclear war. “We bomb them now pre-emptively,
to force them, and force the world, to give up national sover-van, who, in the period I’m speaking of, had walked out of a

meeting with President Roosevelt, ashen-faced. “It’s over. eignty, and accept world government.”
This is the policy of the Al Gore of the Bush Administra-He’s going to die.” Which we got from Max. And Max was

reliable on this kind of thing. tion, Dirty Dick Cheney.
Okay? So that’s the policy.So, what they did, is, they put in an idiot, a nasty little idiot,

Truman, as Vice President. Because they figured, Roosevelt’s MacArthur, like Eisenhower—Eisenhower, with all his
“Eisenhowever”—adhered to the traditional defense doctrinegoing to die, and you had Truman, a Winston Churchill ass-

licker, who’s going to do everything the British wanted, and the traditional foreign policy of the United States. MacAr-
thur did not fight any unnecessary battles in the Pacific. Theagainst the Roosevelt policies in the post-war period.

So, he became Vice President, and then Roosevelt, on Navy did, the Marine Corps did. Iwo Jima was totally unnec-
essary. MacArthur said, you take strategic points, you controlApril 12 of the following year, died. At Warm Springs.

Now, in the meantime, there was a change in military the entire Pacific logistically. Japan is an island nation. It
can not survive without raw materials from her neighboringpolicy: the bombing policy; the firebombing of Tokyo; the

bombing of cities in Germany, like Magdeburg. A whole countries. If you effectively blockade the main islands of Ja-
pan, Japan must surrender. You don’t have to kill anybodygroup of cities were bombed for no military reason, simply

as killer operations. Firebombing. Magdeburg was destroyed. more. You fight battles where you have to fight them, in order
to establish the control, logistical control points, over the Pa-Dresden was almost destroyed. By a needless bombing, done,

with the aid of the Americans, under British direction, under cific region. Once you’ve established that, you’ve won the
war. It’s not kill-power that’s important; it’s logistics. It’sso-called Bomber Harris. And this thing is now all over the

place in Germany—the books are out, for the record—the strategy, logistics.
So, that’s MacArthur’s policy.rage against the United States and Britain, in Germany, right

now, is tremendous, on the basis of public exposure of this The Navy, which is more crazy, or one faction of the Navy
which is more crazy, more pro-British—and that’s a wholekiller bombing, this racist bombing, against Germany—need-

less bombing against civilian populations during that period. other story—went into wars, conducted independent wars,
independent of MacArthur, in the Pacific, to get their dibs in,The bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki was totally un-

necessary. There was no military grounds for this bombing. for their policies.
So what happened at the end of the war: You had a fight,Not a single U.S. life was saved by that bombing. None. The

idea that a million lives were saved, is a total lie, invented by which is going on to the present day. The professional mili-
tary, especially the Army and Marine Corps, the groundpeople like Buckley.

MacArthur had before that, before the surrender, had writ- forces, their policy is—. The policy of the war against Iraq is
insane! They may not say it publicly while they’re still serv-ten a report, or directed the writing of a report, which was his

opinion, to Washington, stating that Japan was defeated, there ing, but they’ll say it as retired officers. And they’ll have their
friends say it, if they don’t want to say it themselves. The U.S.was no need to invade. Eisenhower was presented with, by
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military is opposed to this war, as a piece of insanity. moderate weather. We want to turn the deserts into areas
where people can live, under normal conditions.But this crowd, that wants the war, are the utopians, the

same people that launched this policy: essentially a right- How do we do that? We increase the biomass. Increase
the amount of growth.wing, New Roman Empire, world conquest, “everybody’s our

slave,” “terrify everybody,” etc., and “use nuclear weapons to Now, for example, trees will absorb about ten percent of
the solar radiation hitting the Earth’s surface. It’s very good.intimidate people into line.”

There is no war against Iraq. There’s a war against the Take ten percent of the solar energy, in a certain area; convert
it into trees. You moderate the climate, both for Winter andIslamic world. It’s a kind of Roman imperial limes war. And

that’s what the issue is. MacArthur represented the opposition Summer. You take an area which is a quasi-desert area, or
desiccated area, and you convert it into a place where peopleto that; he was the leader, really. He was the greatest military

leader the United States had, in that period. They got rid of can live. You convert areas which are useless, into areas
where you grow food. So therefore, we want to manage whathim! And they gave us the Moonies instead. That’s true—but

that’s another story. we’re getting in terms of solar, heat radiation. We want to
manage it, for the benefit of living processes on the Earth.
Including man.Solar Power Is Nuclear Power!

Q: My question is, why should we have nuclear power, For example: If we plant enough trees in the high plateau,
or relatively high plateau, of southern India, we would proba-versus solar power, and how exactly the gang-countergang

operations work, with a lot of these modern leftist move- bly lower the average temperature in the Summertime, by five
to ten degrees. They need trees. . . .ments? So, that’s my question.

LaRouche: Okay. Because solar power is idiocy. Actu- So, we’ve got our western land. You’ve got the Great
American Desert. Look at Southern California. Look atally, solar power is nuclear power. Where do you think you

get solar power? From nuclear fission and fusion, in the Sun. what’s happened to the aquifers. This is insane! Look at
Northern Mexico; what we’re letting happen there is insane.You want to eliminate nuclear power? No solar power.

Also, this whole idea of energy is crazy. You know, I The conflict between Texas and Northern Mexico over water
is insane! And therefore, the thing with the solar radiation, isbelieve in Don Quixote when it comes to windmills. We need

Don Quixote now, for a useful mission! He’s an important to organize its use in such a way as to enhance the biosphere.
Be kind to Mother Nature. Enhance the biosphere. Don’tcharacter of fiction, but now he can be an important character

of reality. He can get out there with his lance, and knock some waste solar energy on trying to power television sets.
of these things down, and get this ugliness off the landscape.
These ugly things, these monsters up there, sitting up there Turning Water into Fuel

Now, therefore, the other aspect is, that we waste a lot ofsnarling, killing birds. They kill birds! Bird-haters!
Now, this goes back to a piece of scientific idiocy, which money, by taking gasoline as a fuel all over the landscape.

This is insane! Why should we do that? We don’t need to havewas understood already—the problem was understood by
Plato, already. The concept of power, as opposed to that idiot gasoline as a fuel, or diesel oil as a fuel. We don’t need that.

If we have a high-temperature gas-cooled reactor—. Let’sAristotle’s concept of energy. So, when people talk to you
about nuclear energy, or solar energy, they’re Aristotelean take a very specific type of a nuclear reactor. The so-called

UNIK model, developed by a friend of ours, who is nowidiots, who shouldn’t be talking. They should be monkeys,
and not talk. They can chatter, but not talk. deceased, Professor Schulten, which works. This model is a

self-regulating reactor, which operates in a range of betweenBecause, the issue here is power.
Now, power is reflected in various ways in terms of en- 120 and 200 megawatts. That is, as the reactor becomes hotter,

it tends to shut down the rate of reaction. So, it keeps the rateergy, relative to what people call energy. Power has two fea-
tures, generally, descriptively, in the form of energy. This is of reaction within a certain range.

With a high-temperature gas-cooled reactor, you can gen-not where power comes from, but this is what power reflects,
in terms of energy language. One, is energy-flux density. erate in an area, or say, a complex of them—instead of putting

up a 1.2-gigawatt reactor, you put up a bunch of 200-mega-What is the intensity of energy, apparent energy, per square
kilometer, cross-section area of motion? It’s called energy- watt reactors as a test, and you put them up quicker. Because

the big thing about the large reactors is, you have to pourflux density.
Now, compare the energy-flux densities of various modes concrete, and you have to cure the concrete. So, therefore, it

will take you many years, up to five to six years, to completeof power generation. Solar power is the least efficient. As a
matter of fact, the use of solar power is insane. Because solar the reactor, and you have to spend and invest all the capital in

it. Why not build smaller reactors, which you can completepower has a very important use on this planet: Light. Light!
What we want is more vegetables. We want more foliage. We more rapidly, and make many of them, in an area? You can

put these things, they’re easy to put in, you put them, they’rewant the deserts to bloom. What we want to do, is we want to
get areas which are too hot, to cool down. We want more self-regulating.
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The LaRouche Youth
Movement deployed to
Sacramento, California on
Dec. 10, 2002, for a day of
organizing at the state
legislature. “ When you go into
places such as the state
legislatures, or the Congress,”
LaRouche said, “ you see the
effect you have. The presence
of four, five, or six of you,
walking in, knowing what
you’re talking about, which is
more than most of these
legislators can do, and others:
You have an effect on them.”

Now, but with these kind of reactors, we can turn water standard, in every part of the world, or in every part of the
United States, in particular?into a fuel! Very simply. You use high-temperature reaction

to disassociate water, producing a hydrogen, or hydrogen- So, therefore, there is no problem with it. If you’re afraid
of nuclear energy, die. Why? Because you have nuclear ac-based fuel. You can use fuel cells, you can use other vehicles,

you can convert from the use of gasoline, or diesel fuel— tions going on in your body. Radioactive potassium reactions,
which are an essential part of life. You don’t like radioactiv-which is a highly inefficient fuel, relatively speaking—to a

much more efficient fuel, which is a hydrogen, or hydrogen- ity? Don’t lean against a brick wall. You’ll get more radiation
than from a nuclear reactor. A brick wall will do it all by itself.based fuel.

So now, instead of carting oil all over the county, with What happened is this, very simply. To sum it up: 1964,
there was an attempt to turn the United States from being thepipelines and natural-gas lines and so forth, you use natural

gas where you have it in excess, as a chemical feedstock. For great producer nation of the world, per capita, per square
kilometer, into a parasitical consumer society, which wouldfertilizers, things like that. You take petroleum, and you ship

the use of petroleum to chemical feedstocks, which is what live by sucking the blood of other parts of the world, and
destroying our own people, and turning them into a bunch ofit’s most useful for. Burning petroleum is very inefficient.

Use it as a chemical feedstock; the benefit to humanity is dummies, which has been done with our education system
now. So, as a part of that, they attacked technology.much greater per ton consumed.

You would turn the Middle East into production, a chemi- Now, the first attack was not on nuclear energy. The attack
on nuclear energy happened after 1972. But the rock-drug-cal factory, to produce feedstock, which would be used by

the world, rather than burning the stuff up, and polluting the sex counterculture, a key part, a leading edge of the campus
radical movement of the mid to late ’60s, was essentiallyatmosphere. Much better. Then you would produce the hydro-

gen-based fuels, in your local region, so you wouldn’t be based on the “end of technology.” Destroy technology. Go to
a consumer society. Which means a parasitical society, likecarting this stuff all over the place. The problem with other

methods, is, they generate a lot of waste. Burning oil generates the Roman Empire. And the attack on nuclear energy, was
determined to stop progress.waste. You can’t really be too efficient with that. Coal is

terribly wasteful. Hauling fuels all over the country is very Take the other case, the case of DDT. There was never
any reason to ban DDT. The campaign against DDT was acostly, and very wasteful. Don’t do it.

So, why not have a new system, which can generate the complete fraud. People are dying today, because DDT was
banned. It was one of the most efficient, most harmless typesfuels where we need them, and have them available on a
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of insecticide available. You have people dying of West Nile discoveries they develop? They devote a good part of their
life to that. Why should they do that? Why should they do that?virus, because of a lack of DDT. This was done to stop tech-

nology. It was done as part of the war against technology, to Why should you want to go to a university, secondary
school, a university which is a good one, in which you enjoytransform us from a producer nation, into an imperial con-

sumer society, a predator preying upon the rest of the world. yourself? You enjoy yourself in the process of developing
knowledge and competence, knowing that’s your mission forAnd therefore, this campaign against nuclear energy, was

a massive campaign of brainwashing. And someone who’s that part of your life. So, you take that period, which may run
to a dozen years of your life—from beginning of secondaryafraid of nuclear energy, and prefers solar or something, they

have to be a brainwashed zombie. And they should be told education to the time you may graduate with a doctoral de-
gree, in something else, get professional status—to devotingthat. Because only by knowing they’re brainwashed zombies,

can they free themselves of the slavery. your life, to developing your ability as a human being! And
your source of happiness, is being a human being who is
doing that!Launching a Classical Renaissance

Q: You were talking about, that the way that we’re going This happiness, in this way, is what Leibniz means by
happiness. What the Declaration of Independence means byto make a change in the world, is by organizing a youth move-

ment here in the United States, and using the power of the happiness. Because it’s Leibniz’s argument against Locke.
Happiness. Happiness, joy in being human! Joy in doingUnited States to shift the world. My question is, what’s the

role of the youth movement in places like Germany and things that a human being should do! Joy in knowing that the
power to be happy, is the power to deal with all kinds ofFrance, and Peru, Philippines, etc.?

LaRouche: The other side of what we’re doing—which problems that humanity faces. The joy of making a discovery.
The joy of being able to perform music well. These are joys,is not different, but it’s just a different facet of the same

thing—what we’re doing is we’re launching a Classical Re- per se!
Great drama is joy. Why would somebody put on a greatnaissance. Now, in Germany, if you see Germany, and look

at the educational system, you realize that the people who drama? Why would one put on great Shakespeare, or great
Schiller, for example, as drama? Why? Why would they de-did their abitur before the Brandt reform in education, were

almost a different species than the people who were victim- vote their lives to doing that kind of thing? Because they enjoy
it—in the highest sense. They know it’s important. Theyized by the changes in education since the Brandt reform. So,

therefore, what’s happened is, the German population has know the conveying of ideas, the ability to communicate these
kinds of ideas, from the geniuses of the past to the present—been culturally mangled, if not destroyed, by this change in

educational policy. it’s important! What’s your emotion when you’re doing it?
You’re happy!As I’ve said, an effective youth movement, of what we’re

doing, is a university on wheels. And, therefore, what we’re You may be fighting and squabbling about the thing, but
you’re happy about the fact that you’re doing that. You havereally doing is, we’re having fun. The basic thing is, we’re

having fun, in my sense of fun. I keep telling people, “Have a sense of satisfaction with your own life. We need in Europe
and elsewhere, we need people who are mobilized, happily,fun.” You’re having fun by taking a stinking, smelly, terrible

world, which doesn’t function, where people are abused, to undertake the great missions which stand before humanity
as a whole. And if you have happy people, who are happy inwhere they have no sense of morality, or personal purpose

for living, pleasure-seeking, but no satisfaction. It’s like the that way, you’ll do it all.
And our purpose, after all, is the self-development of hu-prostitute in hell. Seeking pleasure, but never finds satis-

faction. manity. And the natural condition of a self-developing hu-
manity is called happiness. And, therefore, you want peopleAnd instead of that, is a sense of enjoying life. Enjoying

being human. Knowing what it is to be human. Enjoying being to be happy, not in the sense of sensual satisfaction, but in
pleasure in the fact that they have a talent—it’s called a mortalhuman! Being happy because you’re human. And this state

of happiness, because of humanity, which is called the “Erha- life—and they’re spending it wisely, and they can laugh at
death, when it comes, because they spent their life happily.bene”: the sense of the sublime.

And it’s both the purpose and the instrument. If human We had a great friend of ours, Gertrude Pitzinger. She
was a great alto. She died a couple years ago. She was a greatbeings can be happy human beings, as they should be, they

have, by being happy, the power to address any problem, friend of ours for some time. One of the greatest singers in
Germany in the period of the 1930s, until she left the stage,because they can’t do it any better, any other way. And to

enjoy the fact that you’re such a person, gives you the strength to continue working as a teacher, a coach, for others. You
should hear her, some of the things she recorded. She wasto do what you have to do. If you’re happy at what you’re

doing, you have the strength to do what you’re doing. absolutely magnificent. And a magnificent personality.
Shortly before she died, Helga and I had a meeting withA great inventor, a great discoverer: How many years do

you think they spend working on some of the more important her. Her brother was there, and another friend. She knew she
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was about to die, and she wanted us over there, for a meeting. dered to execute Christ, at a time that Tiberius was giving
the order from Sicily, upon the Isle of Capri, on which heAnd it ended up, we had a discussion. The first time I met her,

I walked into her room, and she sang the famous second song was living.
You say, what is the mission of Christ? The mission offrom the Frauenliebe, from Schumann, for me. She’s that

kind of person—playful. But then what she did with Helga, Christ was to save European civilization, and world civiliza-
tion. As is said. As made clear in the Gospel of John, and bythe last time we met, we were in her room, her apartment, a

nice place, and she had recordings that she’d made all over the Epistles of Paul. It did!
What did Christianity do? It took the Platonic heritage, asthe place. She had books, a whole library full of books. She

no longer was singing, of course—she was 92 years old. But made clear by John’s Gospel, made clear by the Epistles of
Paul, and, despite the Roman Empire, which is one of theshe would have Helga go in to her library, and say: “Go get

this book. Bring this poem out. Now, you read the poem.” greatest evils, Romanticism, which dominated Europe until
the 15th Century, from 200 B.C. to approximately 1400 A.D.,And then she would turn to her collection of recordings she’d

made in the past, and she’d pull it out, and put it on, and dominated European civilization, and beyond. Mankind was
saved from total degradation, by the persisting influence ofperform it, again. And they had this thing between Helga and

Gertrude this way. the Christian mission.
And therefore, what we mean by spirituality, from thatAnd toward the close of the evening, after she’d done this,

she said, “What a wonderful life. I have lived to sing such standpoint, is that the quality which we call cognition, the
ability to see beyond the sensual, to discover the universalgreat art.”
principles which control the universe; and to utilize these
principles to control the universe, is an expression of a princi-The Spirituality of Man

Q: You speak a lot about man being made in the image of ple which is known as spirituality.
For example. The dialogues of Plato, including the sup-God, and having the divine spark of reason, that sets us apart

from the beasts. Do you believe also in the spirituality of man, plementary one, the Laws, are called in theology, spiritual
exercises. We had a friend of ours, who died of cancer re-being another distinct quality of man? Spirituality being our

personal ability to communicate with God, through prayer cently, a Cardinal [Francis Xavier Nguyen van Thuan], from
Vietnam, who wrote a book [Testimony of Hope: Spiritualand study, that gives us motivation, and inspiration—in a

sense, the Holy Spirit? Exercises Given to Pope John Paul II], which was based on
a series of presentations he gave at the Vatican on the orderLaRouche: Well, let me put it this way. You will never

see a chimpanzee praying to God. Now, the significance of of John Paul II. The book is on spiritual exercises. It was on
a certain part of his life experience, but it was the method ofthat is, that you have to be human. And you have to be human

in a very distinct way. In the way we’ve defined creativity. spiritual exercises. And the book is available, and so forth.
But he died, unfortunately. He was the head of Justitia et Pax,What is spirituality?

Spirituality is a word which, when properly used, con- who was considered at one point, a potential candidate to
succeed John Paul II as Pope. And then he died. A great friendnotes creativity. Connotes man in the image of the Creator.

Man acting as in the image of the Creator. Man making dis- of mine.
And so, the spiritual exercise, which is actually the princi-coveries. Changing the universe! Changing the course of his-

tory! Changing the conditions of mankind! Acting for God, by ple of discovery, is the dialectical principle, the Socratic dia-
lectical principle of Plato. It’s the principle of Paul. It’s thediscovering universal principles, including Classical artistic

principles, which are also universal physical principles. De- principle of the Gospel of John. And this principle was saved,
for mankind, by Christianity.veloping these principles, which puts the power of these prin-

ciples in the hands of man. And once the will of man, the It also played a part in Judaism, through the radiation of
Philo of Alexandria. It was reflected in the tradition throughcreative will of man, has engaged and adopted these discov-

ered principles, mankind is able to change the universe. Spain, of Moses Maimonides. It was reflected explicitly by
Moses Mendelssohn, in Germany in the 18th Century. It’sAnd that is man’s essential worship of God.

The other thing is the reflection upon the nature of univer- also in certain parts of the Islam of the Abassid dynasty—the
same principle.sality of the universe, and of the nature of God. For Christians,

also another thing is involved. The question of the personality That is, you have three powers in the universe. The power
which we call the abiotic; the power which represents life,of Christ.

European civilization was being destroyed by the Ro- as an active principle, or what life represents as an active
principle; and the power of cognition, which is called spiritu-mans. This consolidation of the Roman Empire occurred un-

der Augustus, and Christ was born, under Augustus, who was ality. So, therefore, how can you pray to God, unless you are
in tune with God? How can you speak to somebody, whosea real pig. A worse pig was the Emperor Tiberius, on whose

order Christ was crucified, through his son-in-law, or his legal language you don’t speak? You must speak that language.
The language of spirituality, is creativity.son-in-law under Roman law, Pontius Pilate, who was or-
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The problem today, is you have cults, which called them- But, the point is, you take the great discovery of Classical
Greek sculpture, which was then replicated by Leonard daselves religions, which have rituals, which have nothing to do

with God, but they have to do with a denial of God, by saying, Vinci, as a matter of principle, in terms of his paintings, and
drawings. The principle, the difference was this: Instead of“I’ve got an ‘in’ with this little guy under the floorboards.

And I’ve got it fixed so that he’s going to make me rich, and doing tombstone figures, dead people standing—it’s like a
tripod method of standing. Like the Archaic Egyptian, or themy enemies poor. And ‘God, please, make my enemies suffer!

God, please get those black people wiped out; I can’t stand Archaic Greek. What was the difference? Between Classical
sculpture and this Archaic form?them any more!’ ”

You know, that kind of prayer. That’s what you’ve got. It’s that you had a certain off-balance characteristic of the
Classical sculpture. Off-balance. You couldn’t fit a EuclideanThat is not Christianity. That is something else, and there’s

too much of it around. or Cartesian universe—it’s non-Euclidean, anti-Euclidean.
Anti-Cartesian. And you had a sense that the sculpture, as youBut there is really a quality of spirituality, which is per-

fectly understandable scientifically. Why not? I mean this is see with Greek Classical sculpture, for example, the sculpture
was an instantaneous cross-section of something in motion.our universe! Why should spirituality be something outside

the universe? Why should it be some special deal, with some- Frozen motion. An instant of motion. Eternity in an instant.
Like Keats’ poem, “Ode on a Grecian Urn.” “Truth is beauty,thing under the floorboards of the universe? It is not.

The problem here is, with the idea of prayer, is, most and beauty is truth.” Instantaneous. Frozen in time.
Now, what’s the principle?people don’t know what they’re praying to. Or why.
Then you look at Brunelleschi, and the dome. There’s the

principle. I recognized this, after this torment of a few monthsClassical Art
Q: I’ve read your essay, “Believing Is Not Necessarily I went through, on trying to figure, how does it work? Remem-

ber. It was impossible to construct this cupola. The woodKnowing,” and what I think is really interesting is how you
look at these two things, as social sciences and physical sci- didn’t exist to build it by the conventional Roman method. It

was a cupola twice the size, essentially, of the Pantheon, inences, and how they’re really joined by the same method.
Well, I’ve noticed that in our society, and in schools, in partic- terms of structure. You couldn’t build it.

How did he build it? He took a contract, and said he’dular, students tend to have this either, “I’m a science and math
student,” or, “I’m an art and history student,” and, particu- build it. How did he know he was going to build it? What

everybody thought was impossible. He used a principle. Thelarly, I always classified myself as the science, math student,
and I see how this has affected me, negatively, and the culture principle was the catenary. What’s the catenary? The catenary

is now known as the principle of universal least action.in general, by the fact that people have a lack of appreciation
for great art. And because of that, they don’t quite understand Leibniz’s principle. What does the catenary represent? It’s a

physical curve. It’s not a static curve, it’s not a Cartesianhistory, as an unfolding artwork.
So, I’d like you to comment on the dynamic of that in the curve. It’s a physical curve, physical action. Just take a hang-

ing chain. Test it, with this principle.noösphere, and how we can address this with people. Because
there’s a lot of emotional attachment to, “This is my artwork, That’s the principle of Classical culture!

Now, what Leonardo did later on: the same thing. Hemy music, you can’t tell me what’s right or wrong.”
LaRouche: The problem is, is you step on people’s toes developed a new conception of perspective, which is based

on the same principle. Leonardo demonstrated how to put thewhen you say, “The only art is Classical artistic composition.”
Now, you take most of this garbage which you see plastered principle of Classical Greek sculpture in the form of painting.

And you go into the thing like the Last Supper, in Milan,all over the walls in various places, you think: “Who urinated
on that wall? That’s not art.” which I saw on one occasion, directly. I was very provoked

by it. This has characteristics—this Last Supper, is actually a“No, that’s a work of art. You can’t say that about that
work of art.” Classical sculpture. It’s a painting, but it’s a Classical sculp-

ture. The eye of Christ follows you, wherever you go insideOr smeared it on something else, you know.
Now, the point is, the best example, which I’ve said be- this Basilica.

You look at the thing—it changes. You stand there—fore, you probably know it very well, by now. This question
of Brunelleschi’s Dome. And the principle that you have to it moves with you. You move, it moves, in your mind. It

communicates to the mind an action.recognize is, there’s a mystery which many sculptors who
call themselves artists, don’t know. That’s why they make Well, what is this? What is this principle of art, which

does this? The principle of the mind. What’s the principle ofsuch bad sculpture. They can’t do decent sculpture, so they
say, “Well, I got this mysterious thing. I’ll paste this here. I’m the mind? Well, what’s the connection to the cupola? It’s

Leibniz’s principle of universal least action.inspired. And you’ve got to look at this. It’s wonderful I’m
inspired. My drunken friends are inspired by this, too. What’s The same thing is true in music, where there’s the great

problem with the “comma” of Pythagoras. We don’t havewrong with you?”
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Pythagoras’s—we only have the report of what he discovered. York Times style book, you can not communicate ideas. You
don’t put enough commas in.Well, what he describes, if you replicate what he describes,

what is described, what does he do? What does the comma mean? A comma means, when
written, it means there’s a voice change, of some kind. Now,He takes a monochord, like a single string on a musical

instrument. Now you get a singer to sing up and down various any qualified singer, bel canto-trained, would recognize what
that means. And you want to see that demonstrated, take thescales, in various modes. And they were using modes. The

singer is singing up, and down, in various modes. Now, if you great Classical Lied, German Lied, Classical Lied, or Verdi.
Take it. Take these parts, what happened? It’s a break, a shift,try to put this on a scale, as a scale, and say, “What is the

frequency of these tones, of these keys, individual keys, up a shift. I’ve often cited the last of Vier Ernste Gesänge, the last
line, in the close, “. . .aber die Liebe.” And there’s a change.and down?” There’s a difference. In the bel canto approach,

or anything approximately bel canto. They’re different. There’s a key change. Everything is changed. And it’s a slight
break, it’s also a continuation of the line, with a break in it.In a violin playing, you get the same thing, right? Your

fingering is slightly different. How’s it work? The performer And you’re in a completely new dimension, with the “aber
die Liebe.”does not actually think of frequencies. The performer thinks

of music, in the mind. Like a singer. And they will just do it So, these ironies, which you use commas and other marks
of punctuation, and so forth, to get across in written form: Ifthat way. We demonstrated this with Norbert Brainin, for

example, at his performing. It’s in the mind! you think about how you should speak what is written in
poetry—you don’t recite words. You must present ideas. AndAnd what Pythagoras actually demonstrated is, by a phys-

ical experiment, of a monochord, and having the singer sing the way you do it, is by always using these musical qualities
of vocal shift. You have register shifts available to you; youagainst the monochord, and noting what the positions were on

the monochord, which fit this frequency, vibrating frequency, have voice coloration shifts available to you. You have the
elements of surprise.obviously, he came up and said, “There’s a gap.” There’s

always a gap, up and down, there are gaps. This interval of gap For example, Furtwängler, Furtwängler’s technique.
Furtwängler demonstrates that the composition does not startis a “comma.” This is not a mathematically derived function,

which some idiot tries to get. This is a physical phenomenon, with the first note. Never. Some of the greater performers
recognize the problem: that they can start with the first note,which is the essence of counterpoint. The essence of counter-

point is essentially that. but it doesn’t work. What Furtwängler would do: He’d re-
hearse people. Great artists always do this. Rehearse people.So, you find all through art, in painting, or literature, the

principle of art is—in literary composition, as in poetry—is The audience is waiting. The orchestra is waiting. They know
he’s going to give the stroke. They don’t know when.a combination of musicality, and irony. Including metaphor.

And the way people use commas—if you follow the New And he plants the idea beforehand in the rehearsal. So,
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the element of surprise. So the composition starts before the physical space-time. There are no definitions, there are no
axioms, there are no postulates, which presume, which pre-first note, and ends after the last note. There’s that space

between—you change space, so to speak—before the first exist prior to physical principles.
Therefore, the universe is composed of only the interrela-note, you have a pause, and you’re controlling the pause. Goes

up; control the pause. You end it; you control the end. And tion of universal physical principles, which I’ve just said ear-
lier. There are three types—the Vernadsky types: the abiotic,this frames the whole composition, so it’s a unit idea. You

catch the performance by surprise. Not fully by surprise, you the living, and the spiritual. No other physical principles exist.
They’re not known. No one has ever found one.catch them by surprise, to make sure that the counterposition,

the counterpoint, the formal counterpoint, is significant, but Therefore, the universe is composed to those universal
physical principles, which fill out these categories. All of theseyou’ve got to think about the counterpoint, as a general princi-

ple, not just a principle of how you compose a bunch of notes, principles are interactive, or, as is said, multiply-connected.
So, therefore, the geometry of the universe is these principles.in various parts.

So, therefore, you look at it, and you say, “What’s the We don’t know all of these principles. Life is the discovery
of additional principles. But the significance is, the principlesdifference between science and art?” It’s the same. The prob-

lem is, that on the one hand, science is not science, when you we know, are the principles we can act upon. Therefore man’s
action on the universe, is defined by the interaction of alltry to derive it from the formal set of definitions, axioms, and

postulates. And art is not art, when it’s splashed on the wall. those principles which we know, which we’re utilizing to act
on the universe.There’s a scientific principle. The difference is: In art, the

subject is the relationship of man to man, or man mastering We don’t know what we don’t know. But the difference
is this: What we know of the principles of the universe, arethe universe. In science, the subject is the individual under-

standing man’s relationship to the physical universe. But it’s principles which existed before we exist. They were always
there. By our adopting these principles, these principles comethe same thing. It’s connected by the fact that art is a way in

which to communicate physical science. in our power of practice. Therefore, what we know is our
ability to change the universe! And we don’t know anything
more. All we know is, there’s more to discover.How Do We Know the Universe Is Knowable?

Q: What is the principle that allows us to know that the So, therefore, in a Riemannian geometry, the number of
known principles, universal principles, is the only physicaluniverse, as a whole, is knowable?

LaRouche: Just one question? geometry which is allowed. That does not mean that these are
the only principles that exist; we have more yet to discover.Okay. It’s a matter of knowledge. You have to start from

knowledge. You can’t start from outside knowledge. All you Gauss reduced this question to a question of curvature: that
as we add new principles, as efficiently considered, in respecthave outside knowledge is contradiction. The first thing is:

What’s a contradiction? to the universe, the curvature of the universe of our action,
is changed. So, what you can measure is the curvature ofEither you have a chaotic universe, or one that makes

sense. Now, if it’s not chaotic, and makes sense, the first thing the universe.
For example, when we introduce new physical principles,about a universe is, it must be a universe. Which means there’s

nothing before, after, or outside it. And never was. Right? to change the environment—that is, to change the infrastruc-
ture of society—even if we don’t change the productivitySecondly, that the principle that you adduce, must always

exist in that universe, throughout that universe. If you deny in any factory as such, within the factory, or farm, we’ve
increased the productive powers of labor in all factories andeither of those things, you don’t know anything. That is, if

you deny the universe’s existence, if you define the restriction, all farms, by making transportation more efficient, by improv-
ing the power available for production, by improving water“What do you mean by universe?” if there’s nothing in it,

outside it, or before it, or after it. Number one. That to be supplies, by improving health care, by improving education.
Without doing anything inside any factory, just by addinguniversal, a principle must be always-existent, efficiently, in

the universe. There’s nothing outside, no condition outside, these changes in infrastructure, we change the curvature in
which the action in the individual plant, the individual farm,before or after, in which that is not true.

That’s the question of scientific method. occurred. Which means there’s more power. Your action is
more powerful, even if you didn’t do anything to change itTherefore, the inverse is, that if you’ve validated a discov-

ery, then it is a universal principle. Then you get the qualifica- otherwise, by changing the environment.
So, by adding new principles to our repertoire of practicetion . . . but it’s not all! This gets into the question of Riemann.

Now, Gauss, under the influence of Kästner, was the first in the universe, we change the curvature, or the effective
curvature, of our action on the universe, and that’s the waymodern figure to pose explicitly the question of what is a

principle of physical space-time. What Gauss identified es- we get a gain in productivity.
These are things we can know, we can demonstrate. Bysentially, in his 1799 paper, which I keep emphasizing, is that

there’s nothing that exists outside the principle of universal being able to demonstrate them, we also know what the area
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is, that we don’t know. And we know that the way to solve seriously considering doing some funny things at that time.
(You know, what I do all the time!) And so therefore, at thatmany of our problems, is to look for those new principles,

which we’ve not yet discovered. point, I was in a period of meeting the Indian people, seeing
the Indian poor and so forth, to get a keener appreciation of
what Gandhi was faced with, as a leader, in trying to lead theThe Influence of Mohandas Gandhi

Q: I have a ton of questions I wanted to ask you, but I very poor people, against the British Raj, which was a very
cruel set of bastards. The British had nothing to learn formhave to reduce it to one. I wanted to know of your influence

by Gandhi when you were in India, in the region; if you were the Nazis; they’d already developed it themselves.
But that’s what I learned from him: essentially that. It’s ainfluenced by the works of Gandhi, Mohandas Gandhi; and

in terms of leadership and strategy, and if this could be used, keener appreciation of—look at the weaknesses of the people
you’re trying to lead out of the desert, and to understandand how it could be used, with our youth movement now?

LaRouche: Well, not too much, actually. But a couple of what they’re capable of doing, and not to overestimate their
capability, but to try to find a way that will work within theirimportant things.

Naturally, I was very interested in Gandhi. I thought that capabilities for struggle.
most people’s appreciation of him, as I knew it at the time,
was wrong. But Gandhi was a contradictory character, who The Principle of the General Welfare

Q: I’m from Australia. Got a bit of a question here. Whilewent through a development. His key development was in-
fluenced by another person, Tilak. And you can’t understand we build a movement to improve the opportunities, and gen-

eral living standards, of people in the future, how do we lookwhat Gandhi did, or what the Congress Party did later, without
the impact of Tilak on the Congress Party, and on Gandhi after the homeless, and people in ghettoes today, giving them

a sense that they’re not forgotten, and that they matter?himself.
Gandhi came out of that experience realizing that he had LaRouche: You look at the homelessness, as you see it

in the streets of Washington, D.C., and you raise the question,a problem: How could the Indian people, especially the Indian
poor people, struggle effectively against the British Raj? That “What is the morality of our government?”

Again, it’s a question of the limitation of the homeless.was his problem. Therefore, he recognized that there was a
limitation. . . . So, he recognized that his tactic of struggle, They’re not really much of a fighting force. They’re a defeated

force. There are cases of people who are homeless, who areand leadership of the average Indian person, in this struggle,
had to be adapted to the capabilities of the people he was not defeated. They sometimes get rather resourceful and

clever, and maintain their dignity; but a lot of the homelessleading. And therefore he did things, which from one stand-
point, would seem ridiculous, but from another standpoint, have lost their sense of personal dignity, in the degradation

of their condition.were not.
Therefore, he became more and more effective in under- What we have to do with the homeless thing, is, rather

than trying to treat this as a single-issue approach, is to strikestanding the Indian people, especially the poor, and under-
standing their limitations, and their ability to struggle. And the conscience of the nation as a whole.

Now, everybody in a sense is suffering, or most people intherefore, utilize their ability to struggle, optimally. And he
almost won; he did in one sense win. So, in observing the the United States today are suffering, conditions which are

related to the condition of the homeless. Homelessness is anIndian people, and coming to understand them better, particu-
larly when I was in India after the war, when I came back aspect of a much larger problem. Let’s take the case of senior

citizens with Medicare, Medicaid. Let’s take Medicare in gen-from Burma into the Kanchrapara-Calcutta area, and was
dealing with the movement at that time, in Bengal, and trying eral. Let’s take health insurance. Let’s take the massive col-

lapse of the hospital system in the United States. Let’s taketo get to meet Gandhi on one occasion there—actually, two
occasions. the collapse of doctors, who are being driven out of the profes-

sion, and people deprived of care. Take the regulation of phar-Once I was going over in a train from Bombay to Calcutta,
on my way into Burma, and Gandhi was in a train on the other maceuticals. Take the question which I seem to have kicked

George Bush into taking some attention to: the question ofside, and I was a U.S. soldier in this crazy train, with poor
tracks. I mean, these were very poor living conditions. We AIDS in Africa, and the availability of pharmaceuticals as

generics, to help the Africans, who desperately need at leastwould say in Germany, Holzklappe. Really tough! And I
wanted to get across there to meet with Gandhi, and I was this minimal protection, which we could afford by these

drugs. Which now they seem to know how to administer, evengoing to get the whole train of GIs with me. “Hey, you want
to meet Gandhi! There’s Gandhi. Let’s go talk to him about though it’s not a success.

So, by our expression of one thing, the idea of the principlethis, what he’s doing.”
And then again, when I was in Calcutta, at the end of the of the general welfare, as a fundamental moral principle,

which is mandatory upon the United States by virtue of thewar, I tried to get up—he was up in Dumdum. outside of
Calcutta, and I wanted to meet with him, because I was very Preamble of its Constitution. And to get people to find out in
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their own experience of life what homelessness means, in He’ll say, “I got my own problems, buddy! I got to take
care of of me, my community, and my family! I can not beterms of other problems. By people losing their jobs, with no

hope for re-employment. People losing everything. Losing bothered with that thing out there!”
So, people cut their losses, and cut their morality, by disas-health. Seeing their relatives die, because the health care’s

not there; it’s been taken away. Seeing these kinds of condi- sociating themselves from something like homelessness, to
the degree they can. And the reason they do that, is becausetions. To get the people of the United States to recognize that

the fight for the principle of the general welfare, is a fight we do not have a moral standard, accepted by the population
in general, which equips us to cope with this problem. Peoplewhich can not be compromised.

Then, under those conditions, we’ll say: “Homelessness? would rather not look at the problem, and say, “I hope they
don’t camp in my neighborhood.” And even the poor andWe end it. We end it!”

The problem today is, you can’t do anything if you can’t suffering will say that. That’s what I run into. They don’ t
care. Because they say, “I can not afford to care, I’ve gotget the American people—you can do very little, and you’ll

be very ineffective. It’s a losing war. Unless you can get too many problems of my own to worry about them.” And
therefore, as long as we have that attitude, there’s nothingthe American people to reject this so-called system which

we have now, and to go back to the idea of the general much we can do.
But, I think, on the other hand, that if we want to get reallywelfare. Government is not legitimate if it is not efficiently

committed to the defense of the general welfare, of all the aggressive about this, we can make the issue of the general
welfare stick, by going through all the issues, or at least aliving, and even more important, more important than the

living, are the unborn, posterity. If they will not accept that typificiation of all the issues. “What about this? What about
this? Do you believe in the general welfare principle, or not?principle, this nation is doomed. And therefore, if you’re

dealing with any specific problem like homelessness, you If you don’t, then what are you complaining about?”
have to start from that, and make it apparent to anybody,
because he’ll say, “I don’t want to look at that. I can’t be A Sense of the Sublime

Q: . . . In getting more younger people around the office,involved with that. Look, I’ve got to think about my own
family to care about. I got to worry about my health care. we’ve decided to read Plato, every week, read it out loud. A

lot of us hadn’t really read Plato seriously, and my questionI got to worry about my job. I got to worry about this!”
is actually about the Crito. There’s something that I don’t
think I fully have resolved yet. And that is: Why doesn’t
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Socrates escape?
Now, he makes his argument to Crito, basically saying

what this culture, Athens and everything else, has provided
for me, from birth. He makes it from the point of view of the
culture itself, of the lawmakers, you know. And basically
saying, “We provided for you and gave you so much, why
would you look to destroy us by breaking our laws?”

Now, I don’t really understand that concept. Society is
looking, even though it provided for Socrates, it’s looking to
do him the greatest harm, by killing him. Although in the
Apology he does say, “I know you guys want to do me the
greatest harm; how wrong you are!”

But, for a counter-example, what about the American
Revolution? You had people within the British system, upper-
middle income, who were provided by the British system—
education, food, everything else. Yet they still chose, pur-
posefully, to act upon and destroy and undermine that system,
through revolution and violence.

I know that when you were condemned to jail, there were
probably a lot of “Critos,” probably giving you the opportu-
nity to live, either in Europe, continue your life’s work com-
fortably—and I guess my question is, relative to my problem
with the Crito: Why is it that you chose to go to jail, rather
than to maybe live somewhere else, and continue your work?

LaRouche: Well, that’s a good question. Well, it was
obvious, I had no choice. I had no moral choice.
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You see, it’s like a soldier in war. If you don’t like the Christ die? The exemplary act of the sublime. The expendi-
ture of the talent of mortal life, for immortal purpose. Andwar, you think you’re going to get killed, you don’t go in and

say, “I’m going to leave here and go fight another war.” That’s there are such things as immortal purposes, and I know that.
And I understand the weakness of the people who do notnumber one.

You also have to look at the Phaedo, and you have to look have that sense of immortality. If you don’t have it, you can
not lead.at the question of the sublime. I had people with me who were

being indicted, and so forth, and their cowardice stuck out. That’s why I spoke about Martin Luther King earlier.
Martin was an exceptional leader, precisely because he wasAnd what you would have is, lawyers typically would come

to them, and say, “Look, you’re going to lose. You’ve got to unique among those, and had this sense of immortality. He
was a real preacher! Most of the preachers I wouldn’t trustcut a deal with the enemy. If you cut a deal, they won’t be too

hard on you, and you will live to fight another day.” with a Bible. They treat it as a weapon against Christianity.
That argument was made to me, and I kicked it in the

head. And at the time we were in Alexandria, and it came up, Scientific Farming vs. Environmentalism
Q: I’m from Southern California, and I’m an organicand my associates didn’t tell me what they were planning to

do, because they knew I had said no, and they knew I would farmer by trade, and an environmentalist. My question today
is, what role does organic farming play in producing qualityreject it.

So, I came back to the States after a trip to Europe, and food for the world, and clean water, and rebuilding our supply
of topsoil, and ensuring quality land for our future genera-I’d been sold down the river, by my associates. Because they

had accepted the argument, they were so frightened, they’d tions?
Also, Mr. LaRouche, if you could touch on the non-foodaccepted the argument of making a compromise, to live to

fight another day. And from that compromise, some of them petroleum-based products, such as artificial colors and flavors
and preservatives, which are currently tainting our food sup-never came back.

When you’re a soldier in war, and you have a mission, ply, it would be greatly appreciated.
LaRouche: Well, if you’re a good farmer, you’re a goodyou have to think like Jeanne d’Arc. You have to have a sense

of the sublime. A person who walks away, as I refused to, farmer, period. That’s principle number one.
This hype about organic farming—I know how this gotwould not be morally fit to lead the United States today. Be-

cause I did not walk away, I am morally qualified to lead started—it’s really not true. You had some horrible practices
in terms of industrial farming, and also in marketing. Thethe United States today. If I had walked away, I would not

be qualified. problems of agriculture, and distortions of agriculture, are
largely a destruction of the policy of infrastructure develop-And that’s what is said by Plato, and probably said by

Socrates himself. It’s the same principle, the principle of the ment, in the United States.
We never developed the control of the northern branchessublime. You have one life, and, as it’s said in the New Testa-

ment, in the idea of the talent, you have only one mortal life. of the Mississippi, or the Missouri. We never did it. We never
developed the system. We also broke down everything weIt’s finite, and you don’t get another. . . . So, all you’ve got is

the choice of how you spend that mortal life. And you spend did to develop the farmer. I’m talking about the real farmer,
the farmer who develops the land area, develops better qualityit in a way, without fear of immortality. And I can spend life

without fear of immortality, which is the primary qualification crops, who engaged in scientific investigation of how to de-
velop better crops, the kind of farmer who is ahead of theof a leadership of this nation, under these conditions.

The reason I’m unique, above all, is not the fact that I various resources of the government, and the agricultural in-
stitutions, ahead of them, in terms of successful innovationsknow more than most of these, all these other politicians put

together, in terms of what needs to be done now. The fact is, in farm production. We destroyed the American farmer, who
was doing an excellent job in quality of food.I’m morally qualified, because all of them are Hamlet, and

none of them, has the ability to face the question of immor- And the so-called additives and so forth, that’s really not
that. . . . Neglect is a greater problem than anything else. Nottality.

And, the point is, when you think of the effect of that, and enough food is the greater problem than anything else.
Now, this was part of this brainwashing of the Americanyou look later in the 18th Century, when Moses Mendelssohn

wrote the Phaedon, which is his commentary and exposition public, which came from about 1964, which started with this
terrible woman, this liar, this degenerate, Rachel Carson, withon the Phaedo of Plato, which deals with the same thing—

the question of the soul—and he answered the question her Silent Spring. And everything that was said from that
point, by that faction, was a crock, an absolute crock.properly. But for Plato, that idea would never have been

understood. Without Plato’s expositions on the questions But I’d say, a good farmer is a good farmer; produces a
good quality food. Why should anybody bother him? He’s ansurrounding the death of Socrates, this would never have

been understood. Christianity would not be possible without asset. I don’t care if he wants to be organic or not, it makes
no difference. Let the other guy do it the other way, too.this. The implication of Christianity is exactly this: Why did
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And there is no danger. If we have a competent Agriculture welfare: that government has no legitimacy, except as it is
dedicated, as a sovereign, to the promotion of the generalDepartment, and proceed on science—not the phony science

which has taken over in the name of environmentalism, as welfare of present and future generations of the population as
a whole.in the case of the banning of DDT, a completely fraudulent

operation—if we have competent agriculture, and a compe- In other words, if a government doesn’t do that, it is not a
legitimate government.tent institution, we will develop good food, because the farm-

ers will do it. The second was, of course, England. That was copied by
Henry VII, and the philosophy of Thomas More is exemplaryI want to put the farmer back in, the family farm, or

the multi-family closely held farm of 200 to 400 acres, or of that tradition.
Now then, in 1511 through 1648, Europe went throughsomewhat larger, or the ranch of a couple thousand acres, in

some cases, I want the independent farmer back in business. I a holocaust, in which the idea of the nation-state was not
obliterated entirely, but effectively was eliminated. What hap-want him protected by our government—just the same way

I want the entrepreneur protected. I don’t want the giant pened is, the Venetians, largely with the Hapsburg religious
war—where Spain and England had been allied with France,corporations running everything. Because they don’t run the

economy for the benefit of the nation! The honest entrepre- and so forth, in trying to crush the Venetian influence, the
Hapsburg influence—the Venetians won and thereforeneur runs his operation on the basis of pride, pride in what

he’s doing. Whether he’s an entrepreneur, a manufacturer, drowned Europe in recurring religious war, from 1511,
through 1648.a machine-tool operator, or a farmer—he takes pride in what

he’s doing! The farmers I knew, the independent farmers, In 1648, Jules Cardinal Mazarin had succeeded in orches-
trating the Treaty of Westphalia, which ended the religioustook pride in what they were doing. They were good people.

They may have had some problems here and there, but wars of that period. His protégé and associate was, especially,
Jean-Baptiste Colbert. Colbert founded the first—after thiswho doesn’t?

The problem here is, our national policy should be to period of religious war—founded the first design of a modern
nation-state, and in France today, one can still see the workspromote quality agriculture, with scientific backing. Get these

frauds out! If somebody wants to be an organic farmer, let that were done during this administration of Jean-Baptiste
Colbert, which illustrate how that was being done.them be an organic farmer. If they produce a good product,

it’s fine. No quarrel with me. And more power to them. Then you had Louis XIV, who was a piece of work, who
was actually a predecessor, in intent, of Napoleon Bona-
parte—and that was destroyed.Canada and the Idea of the Nation-State

Q: I’m from Montreal in Canada. I was reading some The result, the ideas of Colbert and the work of Colbert,
was embodied in the continued influence of Leibniz, with hisspeeches about Louis Joseph Papineau, who was an old politi-

cian in the 1830s. I don’t really know him a lot, but he was development of the modern conceptions of economy, from
1671 through his death in 1716. And it was the Leibniz modelsaying that he really understood what the British effort was,

to really ruin what was going on in the United States. And which became the modern nation-state.
Now, on the other side, as the Hapsburgs were being con-Papineau was really conscious of that, and at one point, he

said that the only way that the United States can really achieve tested, also by Venetians, there developed around the Nether-
lands and England, in particular, and parts of Switzerland,their goal, is by getting Canada to really scrap the British

influence, and to become a nation-state; because he talked a the Burgundian part of Switzerland, there developed what
became the Anglo-Dutch liberal model, or the empiricistlot about how the parliamentary system is crap.

So, I’ve worked on this idea of what a nation-state should model, exemplified in England by Francis Bacon and Thomas
Hobbes, and as an Anglo-Dutch model specifically, by Johnbe, but the definitions that I got from different politicians, like

Daniel Johnson, who received Charles de Gaulle—for me it Locke and Mandeville, and people like Hume, Adam Smith,
and so forth. So this model was a model which is not a truesounds a lot more like dividing, than really uniting a nation.

It’s really like a sociological study; there are some faults there. nation-state, and the problem in Europe, and the problem in
Canada also, spilled over from the British monarchy, is, thatSo I would just like you to comment on what is a nation-

state, exactly? these are not truly nation-states. Because, as I’ve emphasized,
as again this past week, as long as a slime mold called a centralLaRouche: Well, we’re talking about a modern nation-

state, and a modern nation-state has two phases. First of all, banking system, operates independently of a government, and
imposes conditions upon government, there is no sovereigntythe first modern nation-state was developed out of Italy, out

of the Renaissance. But the first one was in France, actually, for that nation. If the banking system, and financial system,
and monetary system of a nation, is not controlled by theunder Louis XI, and this was the work from the efforts of

Jeanne d’Arc; and then Jacques Coeur, who played a key role government, exclusively, without any alien influence, you
don’t have a nation-state.in developing the Dauphin, who became Louis XI, and that

was the first modern nation-state. That is the first state which Now, the problem of Canada was always just exactly that.
You had two things. The development of Quebec was startedwas constituted on the basis of the principle of the general
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actually by Colbert, in the colonization of Quebec, where he much good up there. If we move that south, we change the
character of the Northern Hemisphere, because we now, withtook whole families, including my ancestors, and dumped

them in Quebec, from villages in France. That’s the way it the water from the south of Mexico, from the high-level area,
moving north, you then create a new system of water manage-was done. And so, from the beginning there was a current in

Quebec, into the middle of the 19th Century, in particular, ment, like the NAWAPA project, and this becomes a basis of
large-scale cooperation on energy, water management, trans-which was always for this model of nation-state, the freedom

from England, which took various forms, various expres- portation, and development generally.
So, then we would have a reconstruction of the sovereignsions. And which tended to an alliance, during that period,

with the United States, or at least some portion of the United nation-states of South, Central, and North America, under
which you could have, in effect, the influence of the UnitedStates.

So, it’s a legitimate question that comes up again. My States would be sufficient, such that Canada would automati-
cally orient itself toward its primary role, which is that ofapproach to it today, of course, is that we don’t have to fight

a war about this, to achieve the result. If the United States participation in this great project for the Americas.
So, therefore, at this time, we don’t need to fight, essen-were to come under my Presidency right now, I could solve

the problem very quickly. And sometimes there’s more than tially, a war, or a revolution, to get the independence of Can-
ada. There’s another way to skin that cat. And that is, if theone way to skin a cat, as they say. And that is, if we create a

system, a global system, through renegotiation of the bank- crisis itself forces us to create a great reform, globally, be-
cause of this financial-monetary-economic crisis, the veryrupt present monetary system and financial system, through

bankruptcy reorganization, of an international community of means which are required to effect that reform, would create
the context in which naturally, you would have an evolutionprinciple, among respectively sovereign nation-state repub-

lics: Under those conditions, then we would have in the West- in that direction, and the question would then be, the con-
sciousness among Canadians, of the advantage of that ar-ern Hemisphere, a partnership of the type proposed by John

Quincy Adams, a partnership among nation-states, largely, at rangement, and then you could realize the result.
But you have to create the situation where the Canadiansthat point, on the basis of large-scale cooperation.

For example, the development of NAWAPA. In northern themselves would understand and accept that idea, as an im-
portant idea. And with support from the United States, andCanada, we have a tremendous amount of water, fresh water,

which is flowing into the Arctic Ocean, which doesn’t do from the Americas, of that type, I think they’d join it.
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Behind the Iraq Dossier Hoax:
Intell Was Cooked in Israel
by Jeffrey Steinberg

According to media accounts, the 10 Downing Street “dos- drawn, largely, from Iraqigovernmentdocumentsconfiscated
during the 1991 Persian Gulf War. Al-Marashi, in turn, heav-sier,” cited favorably by U.S. Secretary of State Colin Powell

in his disastrous Feb. 5 report to the United Nations Security ily footnoted his article to other, earlier stories published in
Rubin’s obscure online journal, by Amazia Baram, the jour-Council, was plagiarized from an American graduate school

paper, based on information more than a decade old. The nal’s deputy editor.
This was no bit of grammar school plagiarism. The publicscandal that erupted when the Blair dossier hoax hit the press,

seriously undermined the credibility of those war party advo- relations team that put together the Blair and Powell propa-
ganda drivel were themselves linked to Rubin and his fellowcates of an immediate Anglo-American invasion of Iraq. As

Lyndon LaRouche wrote, Powell was set up by a gang of Israeli pranksters, through Ahmed Chalabi’s discredited and
corrupt Iraqi National Congress (INC). Chalabi, Universitypublic relations flacks who can’t think straight.

So far so good. But a deeper probe into the scandal reveals of Chicago prote´gé of the late utopian Albert Wohlstetter,
then fugitive swindler, was adopted as the Iraqi oppositionist-that there was good reason that the spin-meisters at the Coali-

tion Information Center—the Washington-London civilian of-choice by Israeli “X Committee” agent and chairman of
the Defense Policy Board Richard Perle and his British Arabgovernment propaganda unit that crafted both the Blair dos-

sier and major portions of Secretary Powell’s own lighter- Bureau handler, Dr. Bernard Lewis, in the 1980s.
than-air book of evidence—did not reveal the sources of their
information. The entire cooked intelligence picture wasRubin and the Chicken-hawk

Intelligence Agency“Made in Israel.” It was cooked up at a right-wing think-tank
complex notorious as a hotbed of radical Likudnik propa- Rubin issued a statement following the Downing Street

dossier flap, taking full credit for the cooked intelligence re-ganda, and with links to the Office of Vice President Dick
Cheney, via his Chief of Staff Lewis Libby and his former port. His only complaint was that, while the Blair government

apologized to Al-Marashi, they did not issue a similar publicclient, Marc Rich.
The essential facts are as follows: Two days before Pow- statement of regret to him and his journal.

To have done so would have been suicidal, as a quickell’s UN appearance, 10 Downing Street issued a 16-page
paper, “Iraq: Its Infrastructure of Concealment, Deception, review of Rubin’s pedigree makes clear.

According to three current biographies, Prof. Barry Rubinand Intimidation,” purportedly based on high-level British
intelligence data. In fact, at least 11 of the 16 pages were is the deputy director of the Begin-Sadat Center for Strategic

Studies in Israel, and a senior fellow at Hebrew University’slifted, verbatim, from an Israeli journal,Middle East Review
of International Affairs, whose sole proprieter is Dr. Barry Harry Truman Center and Haifa University’s Jewish-Arab

Center. He is the director of the Global Research in Interna-Rubin, an American-born Israeli citizen. The 11 pages were
drawn from two articles, by Ibrahim al-Marashi and Robert tional Affairs Center, research director of the Lauder School

of Government Policy and Diplomacy, and a senior fellow atRabil, that appeared in the September 2002 edition of that
journal. the International Center for Counterterrorist Policy (ICT)—

all of which are part of the Interdisciplinary Center, Israel’sAl-Marashi’s article, a profile of Iraqi intelligence, was
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first private university, in Herzliya. The Coalition Information Center
It takes two to tango. The Blair dossier—based on theThe Lauder School was named after Ronald Lauder, the

former Reagan Ambassador to Austria, former president of cooked-in-Israel propaganda of Rubin—and the Powell UN
speech, were both largely the work of the Coalition Informa-the Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Or-

ganizations, soon-to-be-successor of Edgar Bronfman Sr. as tion Center (CIC), an Anglo-American government propa-
ganda unit set up to counter opposition to the U.S. bombinghead of the World Jewish Congress, and a notorious financier

of Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon and former Israeli of Afghanistan, and later transformed into a permanent shared
venture of the White House and 10 Downing Street.Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu.

The ICT, which co-sponsored a May 26, 2002 Herzliya According to recent news accounts in New Yorker maga-
zine and the New Republic, the CIC was the brainchild ofcenter conference on suicide terrorism with the Anti-Defama-

tion League of B’nai Brith, is financed by the Marc Rich Gen. Wayne Downing (USA-ret.)—who was chief of
counter-terrorism at the National Security Council until lastFoundation, the tax shelter of fugitive Russian Mafiya don

Marc Rich. Avner Azulay, a former Mossad officer and direc- June—and his deputy, former CIA officer Linda Flohr. The
two hired a discredited public relations firm, the Rendontor of the Rich Foundation, is an ICT director. Another pub-

licly listed associate of the ICT is Maj. Gen. Meir Dagan, one Group, which had a reputation for burning through govern-
ment cash, but which had been instrumental in the launchingof Ariel Sharon’s most notorious thugs, and the current head

of the Mossad. of Chalabi’s INC. Downing, before joining the White House
team, was the “military advisor” to the INC. In mid-February,Rubin, a transplanted Israeli citizen, still spends a good

deal of time in the United States. On Feb. 4, he was one of the Downing was in India, as part of a delegation from the Jewish
Institute for National Security Affairs (JINSA), anotherspeakers at a Willard Hotel luncheon in Washington spon-

sored by Eleana Benador Associates, a New York City public thinly-disguised Israeli espionage and recruiting front which
targets retired American military and intelligence officers.relations firm that counts among its clients the entire chicken-

hawk apparatus. Among the other speakers with Rubin were John Rendon, a Jimmy Carter-era Democratic National
Committee executive director, made his connections to TeamBenador clients Perle, Michael Ledeen, Frank Gaffney, Lau-

rie Mylroie, former UN weapons inspector Richard Spertzel, Bush in 1989, when he handled the propaganda for the over-
throw of Gen. Manuel Noriega. In Panama, Rendon hookedand former Iraqi weapons scientist Khidhir Hamza.

Rubin is also the chief Middle East columnist for Conrad up with CIA Iran-Contra operative Flohr, who got Rendon
the propaganda contract for Operation Desert Storm. In 1991,Black’s Hollinger Corp.-owned Jerusalem Post, and a senior

fellow at the Washington Institute for Near East Policy President Bush signed a Presidential Finding, authorizing a
covert campaign to overthrow Saddam Hussein, and Rendon(WINEP), the think-tank spawn of the American Israel Public

Affairs Committee (AIPAC), the official Israel lobby in got an estimated $150 million in CIA cash to manufacture a
Potemkin Village opposition to the Baghdad regime, builtAmerica. His writings frequently appear in Middle East Quar-

terly, the hyper-shrill propaganda journal of Daniel Pipes. around Chalabi. According to investigative reporters Sey-
mour Hersh and Jeff Stein, most of the CIA money wentRubin and Pipes are both funded by the Bradley Foundation,

one of the quartet of ultra-right-wing tax-exempt funds, along to overpaid public relations consultants, posh London flats,
flights on the Concorde, and even more suspect cash diver-with the Smith Richardson Foundation, the Olin Foundation,

and the Mellon Scaife Foundation. sions. Ultimately, the CIA Inspector General got into the act,
and Rendon was dumped by the Agency.Typical of Rubin’s prolific writings was a Dec. 3, 2002

Op-Ed in the Wall Street Journal, entitled “Sharon the Cen- Things improved for this crowd, once again, when “Bush
43” came to town. Flohr, who had gone to work for thetrist?” The article celebrated Sharon’s Likud party primary

victory over Netanyahu, and assailed both Netanyahu and the Rendon Group after retiring from the CIA in 1994—and
working for Oliver North’s bullet-proof vest company—wasLabor Party candidate, Gen. Amram Mitzna, whom Rubin

labelled an apologist for the Yasser Arafat whom he termed tapped by Downing to join him at the National Security
Council (she is now officially listed as the director ofan unrepentant terrorist.

In his Benador schpiel, Rubin echoed Perle and Doug counter-terrorism for the NSC and director of security for
the Office of Homeland Security). Not only did Rendon putFeith’s “A Clean Break” strategy, arguing that the U.S. inva-

sion of Iraq and the overthrow of Saddam Hussein would together the CIC, but, following Sept. 11, 2001, he won a
$100,000 per month Pentagon contract to work for the short-herald the “ third Arab revolution” of the postwar period, trig-

gering a spontaneous outbreak of democracy, human rights, lived Office of Strategic Influence. This was a black-propa-
ganda unit inside the Feith’s “chicken-hawk intelligenceand free trade throughout the Arab world. Rubin’s simplistic

fantasy of a Middle East re-made in the American-Israeli agency” led by William Luti, a retired Navy captain who
was seconded to the Pentagon from the Office of Vice Presi-image has prompted some genuine experts to denounce him

as the “Bernard Lewis for dummies.” Princeton Professor dent Dick Cheney. When the New York Times exposed the
planned OSI agitprop unit, the plans were scrapped, butLewis is the author of the “Arc of Crisis” strategy for perma-

nent instability in the Middle East. Rendon retained the Pentagon cash-flow.
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Military Conference While Donald
Rumsfeld lectured
Europe and the UN at
Munich, opposition to
his war plan hardened.Europe, Asia Talk Back Russian President
Putin (left, with
France’s Chirac) onTo Rumsfeld and McCain
Feb. 10 backed the
French-German
initiative against anby Rainer Apel
imminent Iraq
invasion; China
publicly supported itThis year’s 39th Munich Conference on Security Policy—
on Feb. 11.the annual former “Wehrkunde” meeting—gathered several

hundred defense politicians and experts, notably from NATO
member countries, on Feb. 7-9, and documented what one
may appropriately term “the clash of two civilizations”—an “letter of the eight,” attacked the UN inspection regime in

Iraq as useless and a waste of time, and called for regimealmost unbridgeable gulf between the pro-war party and those
thatwant toavoid amilitary operationagainst Iraq.Resistance change in Baghdad as the kickoff for regime changes through-

out the entire Mideast and Gulf region. McCain then attackedagainst the war push led by the American and British confer-
ence attendees, was especially strong from government offi- the Franco-German cooperation in resisting the war drive as

unacceptable,and warned that the Iraq issuemight tearNATOcials of France and Germany who spoke at the Munich event.
The conference began as all had expected it would: U.S. and the United Nations apart, as the 1920s League of Nations

was torn apart by the Abyssinian War issue. McCain alsoSecretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld praised the “new
friends,” like those eight European leaders who signed the got counterattacked, by French Defense Minister Michelle

Alliot-Marie, who spoke after him. She endorsed the GermanJan. 29 letter of support for the U.S. cause against Saddam
Hussein, taking that as indicative “that momentum is building Foreign Minister’s call for an enhanced inspection regime as

a viable alternative to war, which “must always be the lastthroughout the world” for an imperial policy. On the other
side, Rumsfeld saw those “old allies” like France and Ger- resort.” She said that before any military action were

launched, its risks for the civilian population, for the fightingmany that were, in his view, “undermining NATO” and
America. Rumsfeld then also lashed out against the United troops, for the states neighboring Iraq, and especially the

risk of a global conflict between the West and Islam, mustNations, portraying it as an institution of untrustworthy peo-
ple who had allowed “terrorist states,” Iraq and Libya, to chair be weighed. Alliot-Marie then vehemently defended the Jan.

22 Franco-German “Elyse´e Treaty” Declaration as abso-its disarmament and human rights commissions, respectively.
After his speech, Rumsfeld took his seat among the audi- lutely crucial for the future integration and development

of Europe, and rebuked its U.S. adversaries like Rumsfeldence, so confident that heremoved his earphones so as not
to hear the translation of the next speaker, German Foreign and McCain.

To the embarrassment of the war faction, earlier hints inMinister Joschka Fischer. But the German official, who
speaks excellent English, responded to that provocation by the morning news of Feb. 8 that France and Germany were

working on a joint UN initiative for enhanced inspections inpushing his prepared manuscript aside and confronting
Rumsfeld directly, “Excuse me, I am not convinced by what Iraq, were not only confirmed by German Defense Minister

Peter Struck at the Munich event later in the afternoon, butyou’ve just said!” Fischer said that real evidence for the war
against Iraq was not there, telling Rumsfeld, “You still have received public support also from Russian President Vladimir

Putin, during talks with German Chancellor Gerhardto make your case!” Fischer said that it was unacceptable
to start a new war in Iraq, with all the implied dangerous Schro¨der in Berlin on Feb. 9. And the evening after the close

of the Munich conference, Feb. 10, the governments ofrepercussions for the entire region, while the war in Afghani-
stan still has not come to an end and reconstruction of that France, Germany, and Russia issued a joint declaration—

endorsed by China on Feb. 11—in favor of inspections andwar-torn nation has only just begun.
The Foreign Minister continued mostly in German, but increased efforts to avoid a war.

Thus, whereas Rumsfeld had tried to portray a world thatfrequently switching to English to address Rumsfeld person-
ally. The scene was tense as it has never been before at was on the side of the Bush Administration, there was ample

evidence only three days later, that the world was rather onWehrkunde conferences.
Similarly tense was the aftermath of the next American the side of the French and the Germans. This was also the

pattern visible in other presentations at Munich, when thespeaker, Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.). He also praised the

44 International EIR February 21, 2003



Russian, Indian, and Iranian speakers voiced support for the
more differentiated Franco-German position than for the sim-
plistic Anglo-American position.

The position of President George Bush was, in any case,
further eroded by the boasting of Sen. Joseph Lieberman’s (D- Will There Be Regime
Conn.), who remarked at Munich that the present American
policy on Iraq was actually based on a joint initiative by Mc- Change in Britain?
Cain and himself—the Iraq Liberation Act: “You might there-
fore say that when it comes to Iraq, President Bush is just by Mark Burdman
enforcing the McCain-Lieberman policy.”

The massive opposition in Great Britain to a war againstIranians Urge Dialogue of Civilizations
Iran’s first-ever invited speaker at Munich, Deputy For- Iraq, while the collapse of the British and world economy

is demolishing whatever remaining illusions of “normalcy”eign Minister Gholamali Khoshroo, said on Feb. 9 that the
West has been wrong to see the events of Sept. 11 as an attack and “prosperity” still exist, has created a situation in which

tectonic shifts in the British political landscape can be ex-by Islam on America as the leading power of the West. There
still is an inaccurate Western concept of Islam, of what it pected. One question being asked in informed quarters is

whether Prime Minister Tony Blair might be dumped beforemeans in culture, civilization, society, Koshroo said. Iran,
for its part, is deeply concerned about the militarization of an anticipated war with Iraq could begin, and whether this

might be the kind of shock that would seriously slow orinternational security policies since Sept. 11, as it is about the
increased presence of foreign troops in the Persian Gulf region stop the war momentum.

Another crucial issue now emerging is the role of theand Afghanistan. And although it seems that an Iraq war is
likely, Iran still holds that war must be prevented. British monarchy, given consistent reports that Royal heir

Prince Charles is mobilizing, privately, against the pro-warAs victims of Iraqi chemical weapons during the 1980-88
Iraq-Iran War, the Iranians might generally be believed to policies of the Bush and Blair regimes.
have a just motive for a war of revenge against Baghdad;
but Khoshroo stressed that Iran is against such a war. It also ‘Nightmare for Tony Blair’

The relevant matter was posed by senior London Guard-opposes a forced regime change in Baghdad, because of the
impact it would have on the humanitarian situation of the ian commentator Martin Kettle, on Feb. 11, in an article

entitled “Blair Should Beware of Regime Change in Britain.”civilian population inside Iraq, on the neighboring countries,
and on global crude oil prices. It has gone largely unnoticed, He began, “ It is not just Baghdad, but London, that is threat-

ened with regime change.” Kettle insisted that an air ofKoshroo said, that not only Iran, but the other states in the
Persian Gulf, in January officially voiced their opposition to “unreality” hangs over Blair’s 10 Downing Street, as the

Blair regime rushes into a “ folly” that could easily bea war. When discussing the situation of Iraq, its immediate
neighbors must be consulted, Khoshroo urged. avoided, if it would back alternatives to a military solution

for dealing with Iraq.Before the Iranian diplomat, Brajeesh Mishra, India’s na-
tional security advisor, had criticized the present, Western The latest opinion polls show the magnitude of the disaster

facing Blair, especially because such polls are used as muchobsession with al-Qaeda, which he said was preventing a
broader discussion about other, perhaps more dangerous as- to shape public opinion as they are to monitor it. The Feb. 11

London Times headlined, “Voters Desert Blair Over Iraq.”pects of global terrorism. The “coalition against terrorism”
which the United States rallied after Sept. 11, 2001, is not The article stressed that support for the Blair-led Labour Party

“has fallen to its lowest level for more than a decade,” becausequalified to deal with the problem in a competent way, as it
“ includes states that are part of the problem,” Mishra said. He of Blair’s Iraq policy. It noted that while most Britons polled

regard Saddam Hussein as an active threat, nine out of tenreiterated India’s proposal for an international United Nations
charter against terrorism—which has, as Russian Defense want weapons inspectors to be given more time, and a major-

ity are sympathetic to the Franco-German position opposingMinister Sergei Ivanov confirmed at the Munich conference,
the official support of the Russian government. war. A special poll conducted by the BBC, released on Feb.

12, showed that fewer than one in ten would support a warAnd the representative of China, Gen. Xiong Guangkai,
deputy chief of the Chinese general staff, urged the West to without further United Nations authorization.

Pointing to such polls, and to expectations that at leastovercome double standards and cooperate in the formulation
of a more precise definition of, and more efficient fight 1 million people would turn out for country-wide anti-war

demonstrations on Feb. 15, the Financial Times lead editorialagainst, the plague of terrorism in all its variants.
Eurasia, apparently, does not share the Rumsfeld ap- on Feb. 13 was headlined, “The Nightmare for Tony Blair.”

Indeed, Blair looks like he is suffering from an advancedproach to military affairs and security.
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case of insomnia. The front page of the Feb. 13 Independent worldwide, beginning Feb. 7, to have been significantly
plagiarized from an academic report written by an Iraqi-ran a photo of him, staring glassy-eyed into space, under the

banner headline, “Under Siege From Every Side.” The Inde- American graduate student, about the situation in Iraq—in
1991! Elements of the plagiarized text had been altered bypendent reported that on Feb. 12, one of Blair’s own Cabinet

Ministers, International Development Secretary Clare Short, Blair’s spin doctors, to bolster the case against Saddam
Hussein.attacked U.S. policy toward Iraq; and that on the same day,

in the Parliament, 26 Labour Party MPs spoke on Iraq, and On Feb. 9, the London Independent reported that the Brit-
ish intelligence agencies oppose the premises underlying the19 of them attacked Blair’s backing for a U.S.-led war. War

opponent Alan Simpson said that the Blair government campaign for a war with Iraq, and their personnel resent the
“politicization,” misuse, and falsification of their work to sup-“should be more concerned with the prospect of the disinte-

gration of the Labour Party, than engaging in a war which the port conclusions they actually oppose. A British intelligence
officer was quoted: “You cannot just cherry-pick evidencepublic believe to be quite immoral.”

Former Labour minister Glenda Jackson told Germany’s that suits your case and ignore the rest. . . . Yet that is what
the P[rime] M[inister] is doing.” A U.S. intelligence sourceSpiegel On-Line on Feb. 13, that she had given up all hope in

her own government, and that the only chance for peace rested told the paper that “partisan material is being officially attrib-
uted to these agencies.”with the initiatives of the French and German governments.

She affirmed that this was the worst domestic crisis in Great The intelligence professionals struck back by leaking to
BBC a classified British Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) doc-Britain since the British-French-Israeli Suez War fiasco of

1956. ument written in January, with the assessment that there are
no current links between the Iraqi regime and al-Qaeda, toAnother sign of the times, is that leaders of five British

trade unions warned, on Feb. 10, that if Blair propels Britain contradict a main point of Colin Powell’s UN citation of the
British government’s analysis. The Independent was told, “Ainto war with Iraq, the country could face “massive” industrial

strike action, in protest. DIS document like this is highly secret. Whoever leaked it
must have been quite senior and had unofficial approval fromBlair and his entourage have responded to the anti-war

ferment with extraordinary security alerts and domestic de- the highest levels of British intelligence.”
On Feb. 10, the Blair government’s behavior was chal-ployment of troops. On Feb. 12, a contingent of 450 troops

and 1,700 extra police, together with tanks, were deployed lenged by Labour Party parliamentarian Tam Dalyell, the
longest-serving member of the House of Commons (knownto Heathrow Airport, as Cabinet ministers announced that

Britain was under immediate threat from Osama bin Laden’s as “ the Father of the House of Commons” ), and the most
vocal opponent of the war. Dalyell was suspended for theal-Qaeda. This “news,” not coincidentally, followed the re-

lease of the new “Bin Laden tape,” the which, American and day when he insistently demanded responses from the Blair
government about its “ Iraq dossier.” Dalyell was told toBritish officials falsely insist, proves that there are operational

ties between al-Qaeda and Iraq. Labour Party chairman John leave, after he refused to obey speaker Michael Martin’s
repeated requests to sit down as he raised “points of order”Reid said on Feb. 12, that Britain is facing the greatest security

threat since Sept. 11, 2001. on the subject.
The furor began when several Parliamentarians de-The reaction throughout the U.K. to such dire pronounce-

ments has been one of cynicism and skepticism. Within manded a statement on the “dossier,” and after Dalyell’s re-
quest for an emergency debate had been rejected. Raising ahours, Reid issued a second statement, claiming that he had

been “misinterpreted.” Charges flew throughout the UK that point of order, Dalyell said, “This is a matter of trust and
deceit—Parliament has been deceived. The British peoplethe security threat had been staged to build up a mood of

panic to force support for a Gulf war and to discourage have been deceived . . . on a matter which is the basis of peace
and war.” Dalyell argued, that the UK was on “a motorwaypeople from coming out on Feb. 15 to demonstrate, espe-

cially as the government’s claims were that terrorist acts without exit, to war.” Soon thereafter, he was told to leave
the Commons.would most likely occur on that very date, the last day of

the Muslim Eid holiday. Earlier, Dalyell had complained that plagiarizing an out-
of-date Ph.D. thesis “ reveals a lack of awareness of the disas-
trous consequences of such a deception. This is not a trivial‘The British People Have Been Deceived’

The British government’s credibility hit rock-bottom, leak, it is a document on which is the basis of whether or not
this country goes to war, and whether or not young servicemenafter its “ Iraq dossier” caper of the week of Feb. 3. This is

the dossier about which U.S. Secretary of State Colin Powell and servicewomen are to put their own lives at risk, and indeed
[the lives of] thousands, tens of thousands of innocent ci-proclaimed, in his Feb. 6 address to the UN Security Council:

“ I would call my colleagues’ attention to the fine paper that vilians.”
Outside the Commons chamber, Dalyell stated, “ I think Ithe United Kingdom distributed yesterday, which describes,

in exquisite detail, Iraqi deception activities.” It was revealed am the first Father of the House ever to have been asked to go
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from the Chamber, and I feel very, very strongly about it.”
Meanwhile, some London sources are speculating that the

“dossier” caper had been so macabre and crude, that it may
have been an intentional effort to hasten Blair’s demise— Iraq War: Goodbye to
perhaps even including Blair’s chief spin doctor, 10 Downing
Street Press Office Alastair Campbell. African Development
‘Biggest Issue Since Hitler by David CherryInvaded Sudetenland’

The problems for Blair have opened on another front, as
When South Africa’s ambassador to the UN corrected theelements of the British monarchy move against his war policy.

Some weeks ago, reports surfaced in the UK, that the heir to U.S. ambassador, in a Security Council debate on war against
Iraq on Jan. 27, it was a high point in South Africa’s intensethe throne, Prince Charles, had been dis-invited to the United

States, and was cancelling a scheduled end-February/late- campaign to prevent the war—a war that South Africa says,
correctly, will do incalculable harm to the continent and theMarch visit there, because the Bush Administration would

have been irate over his privately expressed views opposing world.
U.S. Ambassador John Negroponte had insisted to thethe war. On Feb. 9, the News of the World tabloid reported

that “a serious rift has opened up between Prince Charles UN Security Council that Iraq must follow the South African
model of disarmament—referring to its voluntary disman-and the government” over Iraq, and over Blair’s repeated

subservience to those in Washington promoting war. The tab- tling of its nuclear weapons program under International
Atomic Energy Agency supervision, beginning in 1989. Butloid further reported that, on Feb. 3, Prince Charles had visited

France to meet French President Jacques Chirac, who is South African Ambassador Dumisani Kumalo spoke next,
and pointed out that South Africa’s case proves what Negro-against war with Iraq.

On Feb. 10, Harold Brooks-Baker, publisher of Burke’s ponte’s government denies: that it takes time for the inspec-
tors to do their work—it took two years in South Africa’sPeerage, which documents the individuals and families of

the British aristocracy, told EIR, “What Charles is doing, case. The inspectors in Iraq, Kumalo said, must have the time
they need. South African President Thabo Mbeki echoed theraises the question most dramatically since the 1930s, of

what a member of the royal family can comment on about point to the press the next day in Pretoria.
The Security Council meeting that day was unprece-politics. In the 19th Century, the demarcation lines had been

relatively clear. But in the 1930s, the Duke of Windsor dented in not being held behind closed doors. It was, again,
South Africa’s Dumisani who had urged—on behalf of thecreated a terrific uproar, when he spoke out against the

suffering of the miners in Wales. Now, we have Charles’ Non-Aligned Movement, which South Africa currently
chairs—that UN arms inspectors release their findings at aclear view, against this war. One thing is certain. The Prince

of Wales is in tune with the views of the vast majority of Security Council meeting open to all ambassadors. The result
was that about 100 countries spoke out, and the proposal forthe British population, about this war. The population is not

in tune with Blair. The vast majority, are either outright war took a pounding.
against an Iraq war, or support what Chirac and [German
Chancellor Gerhard] Schröder are doing. The number of General African Opposition

African governments—including ones with strong U.S.people who support Blair’s blind following of America, on
Iraq, is probably lower than 10%.” ties—have made clear their opposition to the war plans im-

posed on Washington by the cabal of Cheney, Rumsfeld,Brooks-Baker stressed that Charles’ visit to Chirac “ is
definitely part of all this. I can’ t tell you what the monarch Wolfowitz, and others of the Utopian faction. Ethiopian

Prime Minister Meles Zenawi, in an interview published Jan.herself is thinking, but the Prince of Wales is enunciating
a clear position. You have to understand, that the Iraq war 31, said that any military intervention into Iraq should only

come with UN approval.is the biggest issue facing this country since Adolf Hitler
invaded the Sudetenland. . . . What Charles is doing is divid- The same week, New Vision, the government-owned

newspaper in Uganda, ran an editorial noting that “ the cost ofing the royal family from the government, more and more
and more. Our Prime Minister is out on a limb, and the only the Iraq war will be high.” And for what? “The United States

will have set a very dangerous precedent for the future . . .way to draw back from the limb, is to somehow persuade
Bush to wait for the United Nations process to play itself that powerful nations can invade weaker ones that they dislike

even if they present no real threat.”out. The problem is, Bush doesn’ t seem to be disposed to
want to do this. This all makes for a highly volatile political Months earlier, Assistant Secretary of State Walter

Kansteiner made a stopover in Conakry to offer the govern-situation, which is far more dangerous than most people
realize.” ment of Guinea a “new partnership for economic develop-
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ment” in exchange for Guinea taking a hard line—as a rotating war drive.
Naturally, there were some in the press who branded Man-member of the UN Security Council—against Iraq. Guinea

has had good relations with the United States. But a source dela an ingrate. Hadn’ t President Bush, in his State of the
Union Message on Jan. 29, promised a large increase inclose to Guinean President Lansana Conté told Agence

France-Presse that this was not likely to work. Guineans spending in the fight against AIDS in Africa? As if the prom-
ised increased spending would mean anything if Africanwould have difficulty understanding why their country should

have anything to do with a U.S.-led war on Iraq, the source economies are crushed by a massive oil price hike—adequate
nutrition is the most important “medication” for preventingsaid. Most Guineans are Muslims. So are many others in Sub-

Saharan Africa. and treating AIDS. Thus, Bush has no policy against AIDS.
In fact, EIR was reliably informed that Bush’s AIDS proposalThe case against the war, as presented by South Africa,

rests on three pillars: the lack of any justification, first and was swotted up in the few hours between Lyndon LaRouche’s
State of the Union Message and Bush’s, because people inforemost; the economic consequences; and the proliferation

of terrorism worldwide that would result. President Mbeki the White House were eager to steal some of LaRouche’s fire.
Another major figure in the South African campaign issaid at the Feb. 3 summit of the African Union (AU), of

which he is currently chairman, that the war would “set back Deputy Foreign Affairs Minister Aziz Pahad, who is charged
with strengthening South Africa’s ties with all Middle Easterndevelopment and progress years, and perhaps decades.” He

recalled the quadrupling of the oil price at the time of the countries. As a result of his work, a group of South African
businessmen participated in the 2002 Baghdad InternationalArab-Israeli War in October 1973. “That is the origin of this

African debt which cannot be paid now. You have seen what Trade Fair. When a visit to Iraq by Mbeki was under consider-
ation in November 2002, Pahad was accused of “hobnobbing”is happening now as regards oil and the financial markets

generally; the uncertainty which has arisen around this, has with Iraq by Joe Seremane, deputy leader of South Africa’s
British-oriented Democratic Alliance, who said such a visitpushed up the price. . . . It is clear if we get back to that

situation of high prices of oil, the same thing will happen would jeopardize benefits from the U.S. Africa Growth and
Opportunity Act. Pahad answered that the government wouldagain. And so all of these things we are talking about, African

development, Nepad [New Partnership for Africa’s Develop- not cower under pressure from people outside the country
who want to “control us.” “ We have relations with all coun-ment], and so on, we would have to say goodbye to those as

a direct consequence.” tries in the world. And if the same principle [of guilt by associ-
ation] is applied fairly, we will then have no relations with“Very frankly,” Mbeki continued, “we don’ t see what

positive results can be achieved out of this in a situation in anyone.”
which, as far as the [African] Union is concerned, it is possible
to resolve the matter of weapons of mass destruction without Counterattacks on South Africa

South Africa’s effectiveness in leading the opposition toresort to war.”
Thanks in part to the long South African campaign, the the war can be seen in two scurrilous counterattacks by the

British and U.S. press. In Fall 2002, the British Spectator andAU summit of heads of state—through the AU Central Organ
for handling conflict—said no to the war, declaring on Feb. 3 the U.S. Insight on the News charged that “Mr. Mandela’s

country” was selling aluminum tubes for uranium centrifugesthat “a military confrontation in Iraq would be a destabilizing
factor for the whole region and would have far-reaching eco- to Iraq. The South African Department of Foreign Affairs

responded on Oct. 10, “These allegations . . . are not onlynomic and security consequences for all the countries of the
world and, particularly, for those in Africa. . . . The territorial factually incorrect, but may prove to be libellous. These futile

attempts are aimed at discrediting the South African govern-integrity of Iraq should be respected and . . . any new decision
on the matter should emanate from the UN Security Council.” ment and former President Nelson Mandela.” Mandela of-

fered his own uncomplicated response to the charges telling
Newsweek, that the United States, not Saddam, threatenedMandela Goes After Bush

Mbeki has been backed up by former South African Presi- world peace. The accusations disappeared.
A new smear popped up in the Wall Street Journal on Jan.dent Nelson Mandela, who caught the world’s attention on

Jan. 30 with his angry remarks to the International Women’s 31. “U.S. and British officials and non-proliferation experts,
are alarmed by mounting evidence that germs and other sub-Forum in Johannesburg. “What I am condemning,” he said to

great applause, “ is that one power, with a President who has stances . . . are still being stored—and possibly transferred
out of the country—in violation of South Africa’s treaty obli-no foresight, who cannot think properly, is now wanting to

plunge the world into a holocaust.” Citing the atomic bombing gations,” the Journal huffed. These substances, it went on,
should not even exist! (Except at Fort Detrick, Maryland,of Nagasaki and Hiroshima, he asked, “Who are they now to

pretend that they are the policemen of the world?” Mandela Porton Downs, U.K., and Nes Ziona, Israel.) The sketchy
story seemed to be based on a sting against a South Africanridiculed British Prime Minister Tony Blair, calling him the

American “ foreign minister” for his supporting role in the scientist whose main interest is in developing an antidote
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to anthrax. the battlefield.
The artillery fire was led by a major editorial documentAn earlier attack came from the British-steered South Af-

rican Institute of International Affairs in late June 2002. Its published under Vatican imprimatur by the Jesuit magazine
Civiltà Cattolica, which demolished the so-called doctrine ofDeputy Director, Moeletsi Mbeki, told the Foreign Corre-

spondents Association of South Africa, “The weakness of “pre-emptive war” and the arguments given for its application
against Iraq. The document blasted Washington’s “sort ofSouth Africa’s foreign policy is that it often does not address

the concerns of the country’s major constituencies, but rather messianic vocation in favor of the human race” shown by its
pursuit of “ the creation and the buildup of the ‘Kingdom ofwhat the government thinks is important in the world.” It’s a

false dichotomy, but as for the government addressing what Good’ ”— overthrowing dictatorial states which allegedly
threaten U.S. security, including its economic security andit thinks is important in the world, South Africa is guilty

as charged! energy supplies. It is argued, the magazine wrote, that Iraq
is such a threat because it has concealed weapons of mass
destruction from UN inspectors. “ In reality, the reason to
militarily attack Iraq is seen as weak by many.”

Civiltà Cattolica added that of the 91 violations of UNVatican Peace Effort
resolutions so far, 59 have been committed by U.S. allies:
Israel 32, Turkey 24, and Morocco 16.Grows, Despite Italian

The Vatican-authorized article pointed to the real reason
for an attack against Iraq: the insane “Chicken-hawks” andGovernment Betrayal
their utopian doctrine. This “seems to be the geopolitical posi-
tion occupied by Iraq in the Middle East,” fi rst of all “ theby Claudio Celani
necessity on the side of the U.S.A. to have secure access to
Iraqi oil.” But “ for the U.S.A., some remark, it is not only a

A major role in the global war-prevention effort is being car- matter of having access to the immense reserves of Iraqi oil
but rather also of ‘stabilizing’ the whole Mideast region.”ried out by Pope John Paul II, who sent his special envoy,

Cardinal Roger Etchegarray, to Baghdad on Feb. 9, soon after According to “a position in the U.S. administration, promi-
nently represented by R. Perle, chariman of the Defense Pol-the Pope and his collaborators conferred with visiting German

Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer in Rome. The Pope was icy Board, and by P. Wolfowitz, Deputy Defense Secretary,
‘ the occupation of Iraq should be the occasion of democratiz-the first to learn from Fischer about the new Franco-German

proposal for strengthening the inspections in Iraq, subse- ing and introducing Iraq to modernity and globalization. This
would catalyze a deep reform of the entire Arab world.’ ”quently supported by Russia and China. The mission to Bagh-

dad by Cardinal Etchegarray, the chairman emeritus of the But, the article warned, a “pre-emptive war” is justified
only if there is “an actual aggression or at least an imminentJustitia and Pax Council, was to convince Saddam Hussein to

accept it. Next, Iraqi Deputy Prime Minister Tariq Aziz, a one. . . . As concerns Iraq, there is neither an actual military
attack against the U.S.A., nor is the threat of an imminentChristian, is expected to visit Rome, to bring word of Iraq’s

decision. military attack plausible. One must instead say, that it is Iraq
which is the object of American and British air attacks in theThe Pope seems to be rejuvenated by the effort to stop the

war, wrote a London Times correspondent on Feb. 10. two no-fly zones.”
The argument that Iraq could supply terrorists with weap-Fischer came out visibly impressed by his audience on

Feb. 7 with the Pope, Vatican “Prime Minister” Cardinal So- ons of mass destruction and therefore this must be “pre-
vented,” Civiltà Cattolica wrote, is “a very dangerous argu-dano, and “Foreign Minister” Monsignor Tauran. He told the

press: “We have a common preoccupation with the war in ment, because it would open the way to endless war. . . . If
every country that feels threatened were, in order to ‘prevent’Iraq. My interlocutors were interested in knowing the various

positions on [U.S. Secretary of State Colin] Powell’s report the threat of being attacked, to militarily attack first the threat-
ening country, there would be endless wars all over the globe.in order to study the situation” ; that is, to prepare for the battle

at the Security Council. . . . Think only about the controversy between Pakistan and
India over Kashmir. . . . Under a moral profile, pre-emptive
war, like any other war, is to be morally condemned.”The Pope’s Divisions

Everybody knows Stalin’s famous quote: “How many
divisions does the Pope have?” Without military divisions, A Lesson in Global Strategy

Civiltà Cattolica reminded its readers that the U.S. Catho-but with the strength of human reason and faith in God, the
Pope is mobilizing against the war. In the days preceding and lic Bishops, in a letter sent by their chairman, Wilton D. Greg-

ory, to President George Bush on Sept. 12, 2002, condemnedfollowing the diplomatic catastrophe of Secretary Powell’s
Feb. 5 appearance at the UN, the Pope’s divisions moved onto a war on Iraq. The article concluded with a lesson in global
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strategy: “A war against Iraq will necessarily involve the inva- affected a factor which, in the past, was a major element of
the strength in the Vatican diplomacy: its decades-long closesion of Iraqi territory and, because Iraqi defenses are concen-

trated in the large cities, . . . battles in these cities will provoke collaboration with Italian foreign policy. Traditionally, Vati-
can and Italian diplomacy have run on parallel tracks, thea large number of civilian victims.” It continued, “On the

other side, if it is predictable that the U.S. will win the war,” former moving where the latter could not, and vice versa,
according to a commonly shared view of international affairs.it “will not win the peace. The whole destabilization of the

Middle East can be foreseen, since the attack against Iraq will Suddenly, after Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi’s visit with
President Bush on Jan. 31, the Italian government “betrayed”be considered by politicized Islamic masses, which already

nurture a deep hatred against the West, as an act of war against the Vatican policy. Berlusconi signed, together with seven
other European countries, a paper in “solidarity with theIslam and Arab and Islamic countries. This cannot avoid cre-

ating serious troubles for ‘moderate’ countries. . . . Osama United States,” in counterposition to the French, German, and
Vatican position.bin Laden himself, or whoever has replaced him, aiming at

seizing the Saudi oil, would see his objectives at hand.” Berlusconi’s about-face was even more surprising be-
cause, one day earlier, Italian Foreign Minister Franco FrattiniThe article cautioned: “However, the most serious conse-

quence of a war against Iraq would be a revival of terrorism had signed a common statement of all European foreign min-
isters on the necessity of seeking a solution to the Iraq conflictagainst the United States and allied Western countries. . . .

Thus, the ‘crusade’ proclaimed by President Bush after Sept. through a continuation of UN inspections. Even on the day
when Berlusconi left for Washington, Monsignor Tauran had11, 2001, not only will not defeat terrorism . . . but it would

give it new energy. It has become evident that terrorism is not stated that “ Italy has a very reasonable position, which we
share. We have a permanent, very profitable dialogue, andfought and defeated through war, but through other means,

such as intelligence services and diplomacy. In conclusion, many coincidences on international issues.”
Accordingly, the disappointment of the about-face of thewe cannot but repeat what John Paul II said when, in Novem-

ber 1991, President Bush’s father unleashed the first war Italian government, epitomized by Berlusconi’s nodding
while Bush was saying “ the game is over,” and Berlusconi’sagainst Iraq: ‘War is an adventure with no return.’ ”
later attempt to pull Russian President Vladimir Putin on
board the war drive in a visit to Moscow soon after. Ber-100,000 Bodybags

On Feb. 6, the day after Colin Powell’s UN performance, lusconi’s friendship with the Bush family is not a surprise,
and neither is his effort to play the “U.S. card” in order to gainArchbishop Renato Martino, head of the Justitia and Pax

Council, stressed in an interview with the monthly Thirty more political weight in European affairs. But so far, this had
occurred within the boundary of Italian traditional foreignDays, that “ there is no clear and evident demonstration that

Iraq is among the responsibles of international terrorism, nor policy, which had never caused a split with France and
Germany.that it possesses weapons of mass destruction, such as to con-

stitute an imminent danger for humanity.”
Martino then revealed that “during the first days of Febru- Italy’s Government Under Pressure

The Italian government is now facing not only massiveary, in the Sigonella military airport,” the NATO base near
Catania, Sicily, “100,000 bodybags and 6,000 coffins have opposition at home (four out of five Italians are against the

war), but even within its ranks. Significantly, 50 members ofbeen delivered.”
On Feb. 10, U.S. Ambassador to the Vatican and Bush’s Parliament belonging to the government coalition had already

signed a letter, called “a signature for peace,” against an attackcampaign supporter Jim Nicholson organized a conference
for Michael Novak, the notorious neo-pagan “Catholic” econ- on Iraq. One of its initiators, Deputy Chairman of the Cham-

ber of Deputies (Congress) Alfredo Biondi, a former Justiceomist, who was flown in from the United States. Evidently
finding it impossible to defend the concept of “pre-emptive Minister, explained on Feb. 1 that the backers of peace are

continuing to organize support for the letter despite the gov-war,” Novak changed tactics, defining the war against Iraq as
a “defensive war,” because it would be a continuation of the ernment about-face. “Friendship with the U.S.A.,” Biondi

said, “ is not a rule of submission. . . . I, as an old European [aprosecution of the 1991 war, waged in defense of Kuwait!
Not daring to attack the Pope, Novak complained that the sarcastic reference to Rumsfeld’s outburst against France and

Germany] who has seen the [Second World] War, who hasJesuits and “ the Curia” unfortunately are not sophisticated
enough to understand such subtleties. lost relatives and friends under the bombs, I tell the U.S.A.:

Before using your weapons, you must prove that an enemy isUpon his arrival in Rome, Novak was summoned to the
Vatican and questioned by Sodano, Tauran, and Martino. As threatening us.”

Also, on Feb. 9, the chairman of the Chamber of Deputies,a Vatican source told the newspaper Corriere della Sera, the
high Church representatives got a bad impression of Novak Pierferdinando Casini, openly criticized the Italian govern-

ment position. Casini is the most prominent Christian Demo-because of his “apparent lack of will to listen.”
However, the Anglo-American pressures have negatively crat in the government coalition, and his statements reflect
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the Vatican organizing. Similar to Biondi, Casini is helping
Pakistanthe government he supports save face, and therefore he must

formally criticize Franco-German “unilateralism.” But, he
said, referring to Berlusconi’s “Eight Dwarves” statement of
backing for war, “both methods are wrong. . . . Bush said that
the game is over, but the cause of peace deserves extra game- Musharraf Looks for
time. The European peoples and the rest of the world are
demanding this from us.” Options in Moscow

Another prominent Catholic politician, Lombardy Gov.
Roberto Formigoni, also expressed disagreement with the by Ramtanu Maitra
government position. Formigoni, who met with American
Civil Rights heroine Amelia Boynton Robinson during her

On the face of it, Pakistan President Gen. Pervez Musharraf’srecent visit to Italy, is a member of Berlusconi’s party,
Forza Italia. Feb. 4-6 visit to Moscow was an exercise in futility. India

shouted from the rooftop that the trip was a failure, and so did
a number of Russian commentators who did not see anythingBlair Holds Berlusconi by the Balls

There is reason to believe that concrete threats—that he of significance emerging from the trip. In the long run, how-
ever, those hasty assessments may prove to be decidedlywould share a similar fate as his old friend Bettino Craxi, who

was hounded out of politics by the “Clean Hands” attack on wrong.
During the trip, Russia and Pakistan signed three agree-Italy’s political system during the 1990s—played a role in

Berlusconi’s shift. In fact, a corruption trial currently ongoing ments—on security, cultural, and diplomatic cooperation.
The agreement on cooperation between the two Interior Min-in Milan against Berlusconi, suddenly became a threat to the

Italian Prime Minister when his lawyer’s request to transfer istries is understood to be a typical deal, identical to Russia’s
agreements with other nations. The cultural agreement in-the trial to another jurisdiction was unexpectedly rejected on

Jan. 28 by the appeals court. This means a possible indictment cludes a draft on bilateral cultural exchanges during 2003-06.
The third pact establishes exchanges of trainee diplomats.by the Milanese judges (whom Berlusconi accuses of political

bias against him) and the threat of an impeachment. True, none of the agreements are of much significance.
Moreover, soon after President Musharraf’s return, NewThe consensus was broken. By whom? The fact is, that

the prosecution machine against Berlusconi is historically Delhi ousted five Pakistani embassy officials, including the
Pakistani chargé d’affaires. Pakistan retaliated immediately,tied to Anglo-American networks: Transparency Interna-

tional and the U.S. Justice Department. The main prosecution removing five Indian officials from Islamabad. Therefore, it
is logical to conclude that Russia, a close friend of India, “didwitness is a British subject, one David Mills; who, it has

been revealed, is the husband of British Prime Minister Tony not succeed” in closing the vast gap that separates Pakistan
and India at the diplomatic level. However, it would be noth-Blair’s Minister for Culture Tessa Jowell. Mills allegedly

built up the offshore holding network used by Berlusconi’s ing short of a miracle if Russian President Vladimir Putin,
during a meeting with President Musharraf, had reduced themedia concern Fininvest to illegally channel money abroad.

But when Milan prosecutors, after the Cassazione sentence, hostility that engulfs India-Pakistan relations.
arrived in London to interrogate Mills, it was revealed that
Mills is not compelled to be a witness because he is under Central Asia to the Fore

According to some analysts, Pakistan was also looking toinvestigation in Britain for the same crimes. The British inves-
tigation was opened last Summer, but it was revealed only ink a memorandum of understanding in Moscow to allow the

Russian natural gas monopoly, Gazprom, to join a plannednow! In the meantime, of course, Berlusconi had signed the
“Eight Dwarves” statement. Now, Mills’ lawyers have an- project to build a $3.2 billion gas pipeline from Iran to India.

The agreement envisaged Russian assistance for convertingnounced that their client is going to decide in four weeks
whether he will appear as a witness, thus hanging a sword of Pakistani diesel vehicles to the compressed natural gas mode.

However, in recent months, the deal has failed to translateDamocles’ over Berlusconi’s head.
The Anglo-Americans are using not only the stick, but into any concrete action.

Even if Pakistan had failed to clinch business and eco-also the carrot. During his meeting with Berlusconi, Bush
announced that the U.S. government is in favor of appointing nomic deals during the trip, it is important to note that Pakistan

and Russia need each other to maintain stability in a highlyItalian Defense Minister Antonio Martino as the new head of
NATO. Martino is a neo-conservative economist, the only volatile region. Moreover, Pakistan, although not a major eco-

nomic power, has close ties with both China and the UnitedItalian member of the oligarchical Mont Pelerin Society, and
is on record for having endorsed the concept of “pre-emptive States. Pakistan is also in the middle of what is labelled the

“war against terrorism.” In reality, Pakistan perhaps harborswar” as a “wise” policy.
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Delhi as the chief guest on India’s Republic Day, India and
Iran signed an agreement to develop the Iranian port of Chah
Bahar and build 200 kilometers of railroads from Chah Bahar
to the Garland Road in western and northern Afghanistan.
This road would link India and Iran to Central Asian trade.
On Jan. 6, at another meeting at Tehran, India, Iran, and Af-
ghanistan agreed to give Indian goods heading for Central
Asia and Afghanistan preferential treatment and tariff reduc-
tions at Chah Bahar. India also agreed to finance the upgrade
of the road between the port and the Afghan border.

To ensure the smooth conduct of trade and transportation,
it seems Russia is shoring up its assets within Afghanistan.
Jane’s Defence Weekly recently reported that a helicopter deal
worth $40 million was reached between Russia and Jamaat-e-Russian President Vladimir Putin and Pakistani President Pervez
Islami, the faction within the Northern Alliance in Afghani-Musharraf meet in the Kremlin. Musharraf’s announced desire to

join the Shanghai Cooperation Organization may open up new stan headed by Afghan Defense Minister Gen. Mohammad
possibilities for regional cooperation in Central Asia. Qassim Fahimi. The contract calls for Russia to provide trans-

port helicopters, gunships, and spare parts directly to Fahimi’s
ministry rather than to the Afghan National Army, which is
now under construction under the watchful eyes of the Unitedmore anti-American terrorists than any other country, and yet,

the United States has no option but to maintain close ties with States and its allies.
Iran, on the other hand, has provided military aid to thethat nation. It seems that after sitting on the fence for decades,

Moscow has come to realize the necessity of bringing Paki- private militia of the governor of Herat, Ismail Khan. Reports
of similar military hardware support provided by India tostan into the circle of nations with which it must open a dia-

logue for restoring regional security. the Northern Alliance have also surfaced. In other words,
President Putin wanted President Musharraf to know thatFor Russia, it is important that it has an open line with

Pakistan. Now that the Americans are ready to pack up and Russia is aware of developments and is preparing for the
eventuality of the Americans’ departure. President Putin, ofleave Afghanistan, abandoning the promised reconstruction,

it is only to be expected that Pakistan, with a large Pashtoon course, does not like the rise of the Taliban under the wings
of the Pakistani regulars. It is likely that he has conveyed topopulation of its own, will again pick up the pieces to serve

its own geopolitical interests. It did the same once before President Musharraf, in so many words, that this time around,
neither Russia, nor Iran, nor India will be caught napping,when, in 1989—following the departure of the defeated So-

viet army and the Americans losing interest in Afghan af- leaving the plains of Afghanistan to Pakistan and to the reli-
gious fundamentalists such as the Taliban.fairs—Pakistan backed various Afghan mujahideen leaders

and eventually gained control of the Taliban militia. Pakistani While aware of Islamabad’s political and religious com-
pulsions, Moscow would not like to keep Islamabad out of itsregulars armed, trained, and fought alongside these militia,

and helped the Taliban to conquer almost 95% of Afghanistan ambit of dialogue. Pakistan’s closeness to China is a factor
that Russia cannot ignore. It should be noted that China wel-by 1999. Subsequently, Pakistan also harbored and trained

some of the anti-Russian secessionists from Chechnya and comed Musharraf’s visit to Moscow, and expressed hope that
the visit would further peace and development in the region.some of the Central Asian states. Moscow, lacking any lever-

age on Islamabad, watched helplessly. When asked to comment on the visit, a Chinese government
spokesman said that Pakistan and Russia are both neighboringThere is no question that a similar situation is developing

again in Afghanistan. It is only a matter of time before the and friendly countries of China.
But, President Musharraf did not go to Moscow only tocurrent Afghan government goes into exile, and the Ameri-

cans and their allies leave Afghanistan. Russia, situated in the listen to Russian initiatives. He added a bit of a surprise from
his side: Islamabad suddenly came up with a bold idea to joinregion, does not have the option to quit. If it wants to remain

a great power, Russia must ensure that its own territory, and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), a regional
grouping dominated by China and Russia. Pakistan intendsthat of neighboring countries, is secure. And it seems that

Russia, once bitten, is working to achieve that end. to join and expects Russian backing, Musharraf told RIA and
the ITAR-Tass news agencies on the eve of his trip. Russian
leaders refrained from any clear-cut reaction, and the idea wasTrade Initiative

Moscow is working in close coordination with two of its not mentioned during the talks in the Kremlin. Nonetheless, it
is evident that Russia will dutifully weigh what Pakistan hasmajor allies in the region, Iran and India, to bring the benefits

of expanding Indo-Iranian trade to Central Asia. In January, offered. What price Islamabad will have to pay to join the
SCO, however, will not be decided entirely in Moscow.when Iranian President Mohammad Khatami was in New
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ample of the police, the whole “reform” of the military could
Peru be aborted. Former minister Lynch called for a popular mobi-

lization to stop what he calls the “swing to the right” of the
Toledo regime.

Globalization Endangers in PeruIs Toledo Breaking
What is at stake, is whether the imposition of globaliza-

tion’s program for Peru is going to continue, or not. DespiteHis Ties to Soros?
the propaganda of Economics Minister Javier Silva Ruete,
who insists that the Peruvian economy is “the most solid inby Luis Vásquez Medina
the continent,” the truth is that the popular protest against the
International Monetary Fund (IMF) program being imposed

The resignations of Peru’s Interior Minister Gino Costa and by the government, has overflowed every effort to contain it.
This program, which was begun under the puppet governmentNational Intelligence Council head Fernando Rospigliosi at

the end of January, quickly followed by the resignations of of Valentı´n Paniagua, whom the State Department installed
in November 2000, has as its goal the dismantling of theother officials belonging to the most fanatic faction of one-

worlders, could well mark the beginning of the Toledo gov- Peruvian nation-state. It can be summarized in five points:
1. The destruction of the Peruvian Armed Forces by 2005,ernment’s break with the supranational forces which Lyndon

LaRouche has characterized as “utopian globalism.” at the latest. This is one of the points most demanded by the
globalists. Rospigliosi, an ardent follower of Samuel Hun-It would appear that President Alejandro Toledo—in-

stalled in office 2000 with the help of a $1 million contribution tington, has been one of the most ferocious enemies of the
Armed Forces in Peru.from the king of drug legalizers, George Soros—is smelling

which way the winds are blowing in Washington. His own 2. The freeing of all the terrorists. Already hundreds of
convicted terrorists have been released, and now the doors tohold ongovernment becoming increasingly tenuous (his party

took barely 10% of the vote in last November’s municipal and the jails are opening wide, after Peru’s Constitutional Court,
taking up a demand of the Inter-American Human Rightsregional elections), Toledo, seeing the revolt against Vene-

zuelan President Hugo Cha´vez grow, opted, in the interest of Court, ruled null and void all convictions handed down by
faceless military courts. To survive politically, Toledo, aftersurvival, to purge the mostChavista elements from his team.

Interior Minister Gino Costa was literally thrown out of the Court’s decision, promised the nation that “under his ad-
ministration, not one more terrorist would get out.”his post by President Toledo, when the latter had to choose

between Costa and the loyalty of the National Police, which 3. The legalization ofdrugs before theToledo government
ends. This drive, in which Garcı´a Sayan and Villaran arehad rebelled against the Interior Minister. Rospigliosi pre-

sented his resignation in protest over the ouster of Costa, prominent, has reached the point that just days ago, a so-
called “democratic” Congressman—Michel Martı´nez, tied towho was his political partner. Between them, they controlled

practically all domestic security in the country. the movement of the pro-FARC (narco-terrorists) Congress-
man Javier Diez Canseco—entered a bill to end all prohibi-A large group of secondary-level officials followed Costa

and Rospigliosi out of the government, among them the for- tions against growing coca in Peru, long the demand of the
drug cartels. A few weeks ago, the president of the Parliamentmer Minister of Women, Susana Villaran, who directed the

controversial Police Ombudsman. The majority of the rest of and the leader of Toledo’s party, Carlos Ferrero, cancelled a
meeting of coca-growers organized by Martı´nez, which wasthose who quit, were members of the Legal Defense Institute,

a non-governmental organization which became famous for to have taken place on the Parliament’s premises.
4. The destruction of the idea of the Peruvian nation,its defense of the terrorists in the 1990s, and which is financed

by the U.S. Agency International Development, the National through the promotion of ethnicity and the so-called Indian
“nationalities.” Heading up these efforts, is First Lady ElianeEndowment for Democracy, and the Ford Foundation.

And when to these recent resignations we add the “golden Karp, who, with the help of the United Nations and the World
Bank, is pushing measures intended to grant political andexile” of Toledo’s former Foreign Minister Diego Garcı´a

Sayan, and the early departure of Education Minister Nicola´s economic “autonomy” to the “Indian nations oppressed since
500 years ago.” Karp was the principal political ally ofLynch, it is no exaggeration to say that we are seeing a stam-

pede out of Toledo’s government by the most radical faction Rospigliosi.
5. The continuation of Peru within the IMF economicof the globalizers on the Peruvian political scene. This is the

faction which served as the transmission belt for the suprana- system. In2003, service on the foreign debt will reacha record
more than $2.8 billion, while the amount that leaves the coun-tional forces’ ties to mega-speculator George Soros.

The globalist crowd is fearful. Soros-tied journalist Gus- try as capital remittances is greater than $5 billion a year—
that is, more than double what enters the country as foreigntavo Gorriti warned that the change endangers “the whole

democratic transition,” and were the Army to follow the ex- direct investment annually.
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AN OPEN LETTER TO THE DNC

The State of the
Political Parties
by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

February 9, 2003 present that proposition as pertaining not merely to the
changes from current Party policies which it adumbrates, butThis open letter was distributed by the Presidential pre-

candidate’s political committee, LaRouche in 2004. also the specific quality of leadership which must be brought
back into government by choice of the selection of a certain

There are some facts the Democratic National Committee quality of our next President, a selection consistent with the
requirements of presently unfolding conditions of nationalmust finally face, if the Party is not merely to survive the crises

already in progress, but play a more effective and relevant role and world crises.
For reasons identified in my January 28th State of thein response to the mounting peril to civilization than we have

seen from the Party, and the Congress as a whole, since the Union address, the likely fate of our republic—even its con-
tinued existence—depends on such a standard of selectioninauguration of President George W. Bush.

For that purpose, I turn your attention, first, to the contrast for the process leading, from the present time, into the Party’s
Summer 2004 selection. On this account, I now put the fol-of my January 28th State of the Union address to President

Bush’s address delivered later that same day. I ask you to lowing question to you:
Was Prince Hamlet your implied preference for the nextview the combined state of our national political parties in the

context of the current State of the Union as I described the head of state of Shakespeare’s kingdom of Denmark? Or, did
you, in your imagination, foolishly, blame Hamlet himself forcurrent situation in that address. I put the following proposi-

tion to you: the continuing catastrophe which that kingdom had brought
upon itself? Is the Democratic Party, like its presently visibleThe foremost issue considered by sane and responsible

men and women, is not which candidate might lead which rivals, an ongoing Classically tragic catastrophe for our re-
public? Are you committed, tragically, to nominating a Ham-party to victory in the November 2004 election, but whether

the Democratic Party were, or might become, morally and let, or worse, for 2004?I put that case as follows.
In the modern history of the national Democratic Party,otherwise capable of adopting and supporting a candidate

who would play the needed role in overcoming today’s eco-since Franklin Roosevelt’s 1932 campaign on behalf of “the
forgotten man,” until the period of the 1964-1968 Richard M.nomic collapse of the world’s present monetary-financial sys-

tem. The challenge is choosing a candidate who will play aNixon “Southern Strategy” campaign for the Presidency, the
national Democratic Party was understood by most citizens,role like that which Franklin Delano Roosevelt performed so

well, during both his Presidency and his preceding campaignas a party committed to the three great principles of the Pre-
amble of the U.S. Federal Constitution. These are: first, thefor election to that office.

That is the proposition on which my pre-candidacy for principle of perfect sovereignty under the terms of natural
law; second,the principle that no government is morally legit-the 2004 Democratic Party Presidential nomination stands. I
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Democratic pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche and President George W. Bush during their Jan. 28 State of the Union speeches. The
question, LaRouche has told the Democratic National Committee, is not to look for a Presidential candidate who can take advantage of
Bush’s problems, but whether the Party itself is capable of backing the kind of leader who could overcome today’s economic collapse.

imate except as it is efficiently committed to promotion of the on the beach of history.
If we view the present situation in retrospect, over thegeneral welfare; and, third, that it is more efficiently dedi-

cated to the security and betterment of the future generations course of the past four decades’ transformation in our nation’s
leading cultural matrices, we must recognize Scalia’s Carlof our posterity, than even that of the living adult generation.

I point to the general cause of the present crisis of both Schmitt-like state of mind, as a typical result of that font of
moral perversion known as Presidential candidate Nixon’sour leading national parties, as rooted in the mid-1960s, and

later, adoption of that “cultural paradigm-shift” to that rabidly “The Southern Strategy.” The adapting of the Democratic
Party’s leadership to the “suburban strategy,” since approxi-existentialist egoism, which is typified by Friedrich

Nietzsche, Martin Heidegger, Theodor Adorno, and Hannah mately 1981, has become the role of a “right-wing” Demo-
cratic “Tweedledee” in rivalry with a “right-wing” Republi-Arendt, or the kindred views of the Nashville Agrarians’ Pro-

fessor William Yandell Elliott. This same cultural paradigm- can “Tweedledum.”
So, under the influence of such trends, we have seen thedownshift, was echoed among the so-called “radical left,” and

also, in a particular, “right-wing” way, by Nixon’s 1966-1968 precipitous decline, since 1977, of the physical standard of
living of the lower eighty percentiles of our family-income“Southern Strategy” campaign. Under the influence of that

campaign and its sequels in both leading parties, all three of brackets. That decline typifies the predetermined outcome of
the shift into an increasing decadence in U.S. policy of prac-those principles of our Preamble were savaged, and, in the

course of decades past, almost obliterated, as today. tice during the recent four decades. The disintegration of our
nation’s basic economic infrastructure, as unleashed underThis forty years of progressive decadence in our national

intellectual and political life, has been recently typified by the the guidance of Elliott-selected Presidential advisors Henry
A. Kissinger and Zbigniew Brzezinski, is a co-factor in, andodious decisions and worse arguments, for the radical version

of “shareholder value,” as that of Associate Federal Justice complement of the worsening calamity of the economic lower
eighty percentiles of our households.Antonin Scalia. The ugly utterances of Scalia today merely

typify the way in which our government has shown increasing For the immediate situation, we, working within the Dem-
ocratic Party’s context, must define fresh views on three as-toleration for the reckless disregard, even vehement hatred,

for the supreme Constitutional principles of sovereignty, of pects of day-to-day work during the coming months. These
are: first, the tragic crisis confronting both major nationalthe general welfare, and of obligatory service to posterity.

It is this post-1954, pro-existentialist cultural-paradigm parties; second, the crucial problems to be faced within the
Democratic Party itself; and, third, the challenge of discover-shift, in both its left-tending radical versions and in right-

wing populist versions akin to the spirit of Nixon’s “Southern ing an appropriate mode of bi-partisan cooperation with cer-
tain relevant currents of the Republican Party.Strategy” campaign, which has brought the world into the

present world economic crisis. It is that cultural paradigm-
shift, from the culture of a producer society, into the deca- The Crisis of Both Major Parties

As I emphasized in my January 28th State of the Uniondence of a consumer society, which has brought our national
parties presently into a political condition today, which re- report:

During the recent nearly sixty years, the political-partysembles that of doomed fish which an outgoing tide has left
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and the habituated policy-shaping reflections of national par-
ties and government. Thus, our government and parties today
usually react to challenges in ways which might remind us of
the mythical goldfish, which, when released from his small
bowl into a large pond, continued to swim in tight, seemingly
traditional circles when there was no longer a compelling
need to do so.

A forewarning of the mid-1960s change for the worse,
was already signalled to some of us, by developments during
the closing months of World War II.

Following the decisively victorious Normandy landing
of June 1944, the traditional enemies of President Franklin
Roosevelt, in both the U.S.A. and United Kingdom, said to
themselves, in effect: “We no longer need a Franklin Roose-
velt to bring us up out of the Depression or to bring the world
to victory over Adolf Hitler.” Those of that persuasion were
determined that the expected early death of the President
would be the opportunity for a turn back toward both the
ideology more typical of the Coolidge period. For some then,
this was also the occasion for the activation of that new, wildly
utopian sort of imperialist policy, one put forward by the
author of that evil, utopian doctrine of “world government
through preventive nuclear warfare,” Bertrand Russell. This
glassy-eyed utopians’ doctrine is that of those, in both parties,
presently allied with Senators John McCain and Joseph Lieb-
erman, and with Vice President Cheney’s Lewis Libby.

At the close of that war, under the perceived threat of a
conflict with the Soviet Union, most of the returning U.S.“ The challenge,” LaRouche writes to the Democratic leadership

and the Party’s other candidates, “ is choosing a candidate who war-veterans and their wives soon assented to what was seen
will play a role like that which Franklin Delano Roosevelt then as a right-wing turn in economic policy, and also a turn
performed so well, during both his Presidency and his preceding

to the neo-colonialist and pro-monetarist policies introducedcampaign for election to that office.”
during that period. Nonetheless, as the election of President
John F. Kennedy was to show, the generation which had
grown up during the Great Depression and experienced that
war, could not be weaned of the Franklin Roosevelt legacy sosystem of the United States, has undergone two successive

radical changes in direction of cultural trends. The first post- easily. Thus, the Eisenhower Presidency was, on balance, a
period of moderation, under the traditionalist military creden-war change, which dominated the twenty years from the Dem-

ocratic nominating convention of 1944 until the official tials of a President who resisted the utopian “military-indus-
trial complex” policies of such 1950s followers of nuclearlaunching of the U.S. Indo-China war, was dominated by

what was, even at its relatively worst, a relatively successful terrorist Bertrand Russell as Professor Elliott-groomed Zbig-
niew Brzezinski and his crony Samuel P. Huntington.world monetary-financial system and economic policy, a pol-

icy consistent with our republic’s traditional role as a producer The utopians’ post-Eisenhower “Bay of Pigs,” the 1962
missiles-crisis, the assassination of President John F. Ken-society. The launching of the 1964-1972 Indo-China war, and

the radical cultural-paradigm shifts, at home, which accompa- nedy, and the launching of the Indo-China war, were only
typical of a bloody period of transition, a cultural-paradigmnied it, prepared the way for the decisive shift, downwards,

into that decadent, 1971-2003 form of consumer-society shift, from the still, overall successful producers’ society of
the 1933-1964 period, to what has devolved, since the “Gulfeconomy—a shift which has led us, now, into a potentially

terminal world monetary-financial crisis, one presently a far on Tonkin” resolution, into the failed imperial consumer soci-
ety of today.worse threat than that experienced during the 1929-1933

period. By the beginning of the 1980s, the cultural values, and
political axioms of the population, had already undergone aFor both major national parties, these cumulative effects

of these two successive periods—1944-1964, and 1964- radical change. The early 1980s shift of the Democratic Party,
into becoming a party dominated by “suburbanite” consumer-2003—has been to introduce certain successive, regrettable

changes of axiomatic assumptions into both popular opinion society values, was accompanied by adoption of policies of

56 National EIR February 21, 2003



government which amounted to a manic fit of compulsion to of popular opinion and leaders alike, to sweep aside those
popularized bad habits of decades, which, unfortunately, haveuproot and obliterate the memory of those laws, customs, and

other institutions which had pulled our nation and its people come to pass for the currently prevailing custom and popular
opinion of today.up out of the Depression. In effect, since a time coinciding

with the formation of the Democratic Leadership Council, the
trend has been that the Democratic Party’s putatively leading Party Unity? With Whom?

Since 1964, when a policy of Vietnam military service ascombination of factions, was committed to obliterating all
vestiges of those policies of President Franklin Roosevelt’s “triage” of our less privileged young became practice, the

trend of economic and related policy of the U.S.A. has becomeleadership, which had transformed a sick U.S. economy, into
becoming virtually the only world economic power existing the spread of practices sometimes called “lifeboat econom-

ics,” a practice which has come to include a growing list ofat the close of the 1939-1945 war.
So, impelled by the continuation, under both major par- categories of such victims as the homeless, the unemployed,

the “minorities” generally, the sick, and the ageing. Theties, of that downward drift into a sucked-out consumer soci-
ety, the U.S.A., in 2000-2002, had entered the terminal phase Nixon campaign’s “Southern Strategy” of 1966-1968 institu-

tionalized the spread of such a mind-set in the Republicanof an accelerating, general economic collapse of the 1971-
2003 IMF/World Bank-dominated monetary-financial Party and among those defecting Democrats of Phil Gramm

known as the “Boll Weevil” caucus. The Democratic Party’ssystem.
So, the U.S.A. today finds itself in the grip of a Classical adoption of the so-called “suburban” electoral-campaign ori-

entation, was an echo of the same trend in “life-boat econom-tragedy, as such tragedies were portrayed by the ancient
Greek tragedians, and by William Shakespeare, and Friedrich ics.” So, it came rightly to be said, as a warning to erring

leaders within the Democratic Party, that the United StatesSchiller. In all real-life tragedies, as in Shakespeare’s Hamlet,
the threatened self-inflicted doom of the nation is caused, not “does not need two Republican parties.”

Under such conditions, as expressed within both the lead-by bad leaders, but by an accumulation of habituated popular
customs and opinions of the people and their institutions. ing national parties, while some among the lower eighty per-

centiles of family-income brackets are herded into the pollsShakespeare’s Hamlet and Julius Caesar are typical stage
models for this Classical concept of tragedy, as are Schiller’s for election-days, the great majority’s relationship to the po-

litical processes within the parties is chiefly that of spectatorsDon Carlos and Wallenstein. The Spain of Schiller’s Don
Carlos is doomed, in real life, as on the stage, by that rotten- of the mass media. Today’s critics do not ask what the public

thinks of the mass media, but speak fearfully of what the massness of Hapsburg Spain’s Sixteenth-Century culture which
doomed Seventeenth-Century Spain, as Schiller portrays— media might say against the opinion of the citizen. Chiefly,

our citizens rarely dare to object to the change. Our political-apart from the French-born Queen—the common follies of
his characters from that play. party processes tend, thus, to become a parody of what the

great St. Augustine described as ancient imperial Rome’s pol-Shakespeare’s rotten kingdom of legendary Denmark is
doomed, because its prince, Hamlet, clings to the ways of itics of mass-media-orchestrated “bread and circuses.”

Thus, we live today under government, by a mass-media-customary national folly, out of his expressed fear of facing
accountability in immortality, after death. In real life, as in orchestrated, mere submissive assent of the people, not con-

sent of the informed mind of the citizen. Events have nowClassical tragedy, cultures are doomed because they lack
leaders who show the wisdom and courage to break with reached the point, that, in one way or another, that trend is

coming to an end. Now, throughout North America and Eu-rotten customs, to lead the nation upward and out of the accus-
tomed popular “rottenness” which imperils the society. Such rope, young adults of the 18-25 age-interval revolt against

their parents’ generation, and against today’s teachers andis the threatened tragedy which now looms before the U.S.A.
and its Democratic Party, alike, today. university professors: “You have created for us a no-future

society!” It is the same no-future society already presented toAs Gottfried Leibniz emphasized, the Creator has given
us the best of all possible worlds (the “universe”), in which senior citizens, to the burgeoning mass of homeless, and so on.
mankind has options available to him, options by means of
which the effects of natural catastrophes can be ultimately
overcome, and the follies of human custom put aside by an
appropriate act of will. The peril of the U.S.A. today is nothing

✪ LAROUCHE IN 2004 ✪but the ugly consequence of our nation’s slide into its current,
relatively decadent habits of popular custom and belief, nota- www.larouchein2004.combly the errant mental habits which have been accumulated in
our popular culture and leading institutions during the period Paid for by LaRouche in 2004.
since, most emphatically, 1964-1981. The great danger to
our nation, and to the Democratic Party, is the reluctance
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FIGURE 2
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In this state of affairs, the survival of our nation, demands government, must define the Party and its new role in revers-
a voice like that of Presidential candidate Franklin Delano ing the present onslaught by the forces of an onrushing “no-
Roosevelt’s cry for the cause of “the forgotten man.” As the future society.” Otherwise, given the dismal results of recent
lower half of the upper twenty percentiles of our nation’s trends in policy-shaping, who will accept the invitation to
family-income brackets have also been decimated by the eco- come to our Party?
nomic depression which has been onrushing, and accelerat- Admittedly, there is a stubborn residue in both major par-
ing, during the 2000-2002 interval, we have reached a point at ties which will disagree vehemently with what I propose.
which the demands for ever-more-savage, depression-driven Typical opponents are the circles of Vice-President Cheney
cuts in the public welfare, are presently, as in 1932-1933 and his flock of so-called “chicken-hawk warriors,” and also
Weimar Germany, a looming threat to the continuation of the circles of the collaborators, Senators John McCain and
Constitutional government in our U.S.A. Joseph Lieberman, whom the Hudson Institute heralds as the

The future of the Democratic Party, and of the republic, “Bull Moose” Presidential ticket for 2004. Typical are the
now requires opening the doors to an active role of the major- fanatics associated with Professor Elliott’s devotees Zbig-
ity of our citizenry, a change which can not be accomplished niew Brzezinski and Samuel P. Huntington.
except by returning to candidate Franklin Roosevelt’s herald- On this account, we must recognize that there are pres-
ing the cause of “the forgotten man” of 1929-1932. This ently three conflicting, historically determined currents in
means, now as then, pointing the finger of blame to those leading U.S. political opinion. One is to be recognized as
1964-1999 changes in policies which created the presently the tradition of our republic’s principal founder, Benjamin
skyrocketting depression throughout Europe and the Ameri- Franklin, a tradition consistent with the three great, ruling
cas, especially the policies launched, first, under President principles of our Federal Constitution: sovereignty, general
Nixon, during 1971-1972. It means a return to the model of welfare, and posterity. The other two are varieties of active
thinking expressed as the Franklin Roosevelt recovery meth- or implicit imperialist policies, one akin to the British “liberal
ods of 1933-1944. imperialist” tradition, as lately described in a New York Sun-

Admittedly, in a democratic process, this change I have day Times Magazine feature by Michael Ignatieff,1 and the
proposed must be thoroughly and constructively debated other typified by the rabidly utopian imperialism of H.G.
within the Party; but, it must be debated on the basis of the Wells and Bertrand Russell. The latter are represented today
comparative facts of U.S. historical experience since, espe-
cially, Coolidge became President. That debate, situated 1. Michael Ignatieff, “The Burden,” New York Times Sunday Magazine,

Jan. 5, 2003.within the framework of our Constitutional system of self-
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by those who persist in proposing military policies reminis- Now, as during the period of the second war against Brit-
ain, 1812-1815, the urgent task is to rescramble the political-cent of the imperial Roman Legions’ conduct of genocide

against the peoples on that Empire’s borders, and the univer- party system. The concept of such a timely reform is implicit
in a review of the history of our political-party system’s evolu-sal fascist model of the Nazis’ international Waffen-SS and

Samuel P. Huntington. tion, a review guided to large degree by study of Carey’s
argument in that book.We must assess the presence of those factions, within our

nation and foreign affairs, in the light of the three principal, This rescrambling must, inevitably, take two general
forms:immediate challenges to the security of our nation, and the

world at large.
First, if both the Republican and Democratic parties
react sensibly to their present situations, the electoralThe first challenge, is the need to reverse those domestic

and foreign policies of the 1964-2002 interval which scene will be dominated by a reassortment of the actual
and implied components of the two leading parties,have led both our nation and the world into the presently

terminal economic collapse of the existing, failed mon- each with their appropriate, component factional cur-
rents. Otherwise, U.S. electoral politics will be trans-etary-financial system.

The second challenge, is the threat of a plunge into formed into a desperate mess with foreseeable, but
probably incalculable immediate results.a permanent state of spreading world war, which is

currently represented inside the U.S.A. by the influence Second, in the best short- to medium-term outcome,
the leading currents within both major parties will es-of such wild-eyed utopians as Vice-President Cheney,

Senators John McCain and Lieberman, and their like. tablish lines of programmatic and related collaboration
which are systemically different than those of the recentThe third, and most important challenge, is to recog-

nize what I have defined as the existing opportunities two decades and more since Paul Volcker’s appoint-
ment as Federal Reserve Chairman. The nature of thefor realizing the goals, at last, of a durable global com-

munity of principled economic and related cooperation presently cascading types of national and global eco-
nomic and related emergencies, will impart to such col-among a system of sovereign nation-states embracing,

principally, Eurasia, the Americas, and the cause of laboration, forms echoing those of the period of Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt’s bringing together of thosejustice for sub-Saharan Africa.
who planned the post-1936 mobilization for the then-
inevitable new world war.The third and last challenge, is to be recognized as echo-

ing President Franklin Roosevelt’s vision for a post-war
planet freed from the legacies of imperialism and colonial- Such developments would be fruitful only on the condi-

tion that they found their basis in agreement on the threeism. The effects of the economic collapse of the failed 1971-
2002 world monetary-financial, “floating-exchange-rate” fundamental principles set forth in the Preamble of our Fed-

eral Constitution. It should become the included leading func-system, have produced the political preconditions for a return
to something akin to the 1944-1958 Bretton Woods system tion of the Democratic Party to work to unite a powerful

combination of political tendencies of our nation around aof general economic recovery. This requires now the forma-
tion of great, cooperating blocs of sovereign nation-states fuller understanding and efficient application of those princi-

ples upon which the existence of our republic was uniquelythroughout Eurasia, the Americas, and an African continent
freed from the imperial rule of foreign-imposed genocide. founded.

In all, healthy politics is mission-oriented policy-making:Instead of economic rivals, we must now see other national
economies as indispensable markets for long-term common in brief, what must be done by, and for today’s generations,

for the assured improvement of the world delivered to thegoals of great infrastructure-building and technology-trans-
fer agreements. coming next two or more generations. That great principle,

called variously agapē, the general welfare, or the common
good, which Plato’s Socrates counterposes to the doctrines ofUnity in the National Interest

The successive and combined failures of both the Feder- Glaucon and Thrasymachus, must be recognized as the origin
of our founders’ notion of the meaning of a true republic,alist party, and that of Presidents Jefferson and Madison,

prompted the heir of Benjamin Franklin’s publishing consor- and as the principle of law which has rescued our republic,
repeatedly, from the sundry follies of our parties and electedtium, Mathew Carey, to publish the first edition of his book

entitled The Olive Branch, the book which outlined what governments of our nation’s past history.
At the moment, the world fears us more than likes us; but,became that American Whig tradition from which Presidents

such as John Quincy Adams, Abraham Lincoln, and Franklin should we make this proposed change, it will love us again,
both for what we have been in the best moments of our na-Roosevelt adopted their leading historic roles in our na-

tion’s affairs. tion’s past, and what we shall again become.
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over theperiod from1928—when theGermanMu¨llergovern-
ment collapsed—through the appointment of Adolf Hitler as
Germany’s Nazi Chancellor on Jan. 30, 1933. We must not
only recognize the similarities of today’s world’s economic
and military crisis to those of the 1928-1929 interval; today’sPowell Apparent
threat is far worse than that of 1928-1933.

How must we assess a Democratic candidate who, today,Victim of Hoax
would be panicked by a tainted report—such as that Powell
was assigned to carry into the UNO—into pushing the U.S.A.by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.
into a war from which the U.S.A. itself might ultimately not
return; a war such as the “Clash of Civilizations” war against

This memorandum and accompanying documentation was the Arab world, and who knows besides, which the Chicken-
hawk consortium of Vice President Cheney and stained Sena-released on Feb. 9 by the candidate’s Presidential campaign

committee, LaRouche in 2004. tors John McCain and Joseph Lieberman continue to push, so
feverishly, today?

With the 2004 U.S. Presidential campaign now in motion, Compare the challenge to the U.S. Presidency today by
the standards of the contrast between the roles of Presidentsthere are more than a few reasons to doubt that any of my

visible rivals for that office have the combined intellectual Franklin Roosevelt and Paul von Hindenburg, in a time so
much like today’s: 1931-1933.and moral qualifications needed to deal with the combined

onrush of a general economic collapse, and a desperate push Once again, as during 1928-1933, the world is gripped by
an acceleratingeconomic collapseof the world’s failed, 1971-toward a spreading dark age of world wars from which no

actual exit is foreseen. 2003 international monetary-financial system. In such peri-
ods of economic history, a monetary-financial collapse whichA suddenly unleashing, already raging international scan-

dal over certain dubious elements included in U.S. Secretary has already entered its terminal phase, as during 1928-33, or
today, is a period in which dictatorships and world wars eruptof State Colin Powell’s UNO Security Council address, tends

to discredit my Democratic Party rivals even more more than as a result of the failures of leading governments and political
parties. Such is the situation today. In such a period, the failurea Powell who was plainly carrying out a mission crafted by

others. to find, and select an exceptional leader, such as Franklin
Roosevelt, means that some foolish nation, such as Hinden-For example, U.S. credibility is under assault as today’s

Reuters’ “World News” dispatches featured breaking news burg’s Germany, will probably hand its fate over to something
like a new Adolf Hitler, or, perhaps, a Senator John “Bullwhich strongly suggests that Colin Powell’s UNO Security

Council address was, in significant part, a hoax based on Moose” McCain.
None of my supposed rivals among the currently visiblecooked-up documents of Britain’s Blair government.

According to Reuters, “Glen Rangwala, an Iraq specialist candidates for the 2004 Presidential nomination measures up
to the standard required for a period of crisis such as thatat Cambridge University, who analyzed the Downing Street

dossier” praised by Powell, “told Reuters that 11 of its 19 ongoing now.
pages were ‘taken wholesale from academic papers’. . . . Sec-
tions in the dossier on Saddam’s security apparatus drew

Appendix: What They Are Sayingheavily on an article written last year by Ibrahim al-Marashi,
an American postgraduate student of Iraqi descent who works
at the Monterey Institute of International Studies in Cali- The following are only a sample of the updates and discus-

sions in which I dealt yesterday [Feb. 8]. They are a samplefornia.”
Reuters described the British dossier referenced by Pow- of what a President should have reviewed, as I did yesterday.

They are, therefore, also a sample of what any serious candi-ell: “It claimed to draw upon ‘a number of sources, including
intelligence material.’ But Friday, officials admitted whole date for a Presidential nomination should have been review-

ing yesterday. Should any among these be seriously consid-swathes were lifted word for word—grammatical slips and
all—from a student thesis.” ered for a Presidential nomination under the conditions of

economic collapse and threat of more or less world-wide war,
in the world today?Today, as in 1928-33

The challenge posed to U.S. citizens by the alleged Blair They are referenced here for the purpose of affording the
reader a sense of the avalanche of reports on the mass ofdossier, is that no one is competent for nomination as a 2004

Democratic Presidential candidate who does not meet a stan- disinformation which the office of Britain’s Prime Minister
Tony Blair contrived to jam into Secretary Powell’s presenta-dard of international leadership posed by comparing today’s

crisis-situation with the situation in Germany and the U.S.A. tion to the UNO Security Council.
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Item 1: First, on the report presented as the British Prime
Minister’s dossier:

Source: Feb. 7 BBC
British sources undercut the anti-Iraq war hysteria by

revealing that a British dossier on Iraq, released on Feb. 4,
and lavishly praised in the UN speech by Colin Powell the
next day, is significantly based on material produced by a
graduate student. This is causing quite a stir in Britain itself,
and is being used against the Tony Blair government.

In his speech, while rambling on against Iraq, Powell de-
clared, “ I would call my colleagues’ attention to the fine paper
that the United Kingdom distributed yesterday, which de-
scribes, in exquisite detail, Iraqi deception activities.”

The problem is, as Britain’s Channel 4 reported after Pow-
ell spoke, that the dossier includes plagiarized material, and
information that is 12 years out of date. Channel 4 charged
that most of the data came from two academics and a graduate
student, and that certain wording was changed by the British
government to make a stronger case against Iraq. BBC writes British Foreign Minister Jack Straw (left) indicated that the Blair
today: “The Channel 4 report said that even typographical and government was unconcerned about the fraudulent nature of the

“dossier” it gave Secretary of State Colin Powell—but the rest ofgrammatical errors from the student’s work were included in
the world was very concerned. LaRouche says that as a result,the U.K. Morning government dossier. It also noted that the
“Powell’s UNO Security Council address was, in significant part,student acknowledged that the information was 12 years old a hoax based on cooked-up documents of Britain’s Blair

in his report, but the government doesn’ t make the same ac- government.”
knowledgment.”

The British Conservative Party’s Shadow Defence Secre-
tary Bernard Jenkin said that the Tories are deeply concerned
by all this: “The government’s reaction to the Channel 4 News intelligence, but we don’ t see any links between Zarqawi and

Iraq,” one German intelligence official said. “We assume thatreport utterly fails to explain, deny, or excuse the allegations
made in it. This document has been cited by the Prime Minis- the secular ideology of Iraq is too distant from the religion of

al-Qaeda for them to cooperate.” German Minister of Interiorter and Colin Powell, as the basis for possible war. Who is
responsible for such an incredible failure of judgment?” Otto Schily said German intelligence didn’ t show [that] Mr.

Zarqawi operated in areas of Iraq controlled by Baghdad, norLiberal Democrat foreign affairs spokesman Menzies
Campbell added: “This is the intelligence equivalent of being that terrorists such as al-Qaeda had linked up with a state

like Iraq.caught stealing the spoons. The dossier may not amount to
much, but this is a considerable embarrassment for a govern- German officials scored a break a year ago, by rounding

up a dozen members of Al Tawhid. Its members said thatment trying still to make a case for war.”
while Zarqawi was their leader, they had planned attacks on
Israel and Jewish sites in Germany. Members of the cell sayItem 2: What about Powell’s report of links between Iraq and

al-Qaeda? Iraq never figured in the picture; they say Al Tawhid focussed
on the Palestinian cause and establishing a theocracy in Jor-Source: Wall Street Journal, Feb. 7, 2003

German Interior Minister, Intelligence and counter-ter- dan. They say Zarqawi was not himself a core operative of al-
Qaeda. Counter-terrorism experts in Germany say that at bestrorism officers question Colin Powell’s evidence of Iraq/al-

Qaeda links. German officials, including Minister of Interior an indirect link exists between al-Qaeda and Iraq.
Meanwhile, in a commentary in today’s New York Post,Otto Schily, questioned the assertion of U.S. Secretary of

State Colin Powell on Feb. 5 to the UNSEC [UN Security aptly titled “Godfather of Terror,” universal fascist Michael
Ledeen went into “spin” overdrive, claiming that GermanyCouncil], that a terrorist named Abu Mussah al-Zarqawi pro-

vided a firm link between al-Qaeda and Iraq. German counter- endorses Powell’s position. Ledeen crows: “We’ re certainly
making progress when Germany one of our most reluctantterrorism experts, after an 18-month investigation, have com-

piled their own dossier of “hundreds of pages” on Zarqawi allies is the source of such devastating intelligence.”
and his organization Al Tawhid—and they say none of it
supports the Powell argument that Zarqawi worked coopera- Item 3: Expert opinion by a leading retired CIA officer,

Dr. Stephen Pelletiere, a professional with leading experiencetively with Baghdad.
“ It’s possible the U.S. has sources unavailable to German in the Middle East, interviewed Feb. 7.
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LaRouche organizers mobilized
around Washington with his
memo, and found citizens furious
with the fakery around Iraq war
plans, and Powell’s speech.
LaRouche says it “tends to
discredit my Democratic Party
rivals even more more than a
Powell who was plainly carrying
out a mission crafted by others.”

“It’s all just show business,” says former CIA analyst, of cials—that they have conducted an extensive investigation
of Zarqawi, and that they have no information supportingPowell’s speech. Dr. Stephen C. Pelletiere, the CIA’s senior

political analyst on Iraq during the Iran-Iraq war, and a profes- Powell’s that he works closely with Saddam Hussein, Pelle-
tiere called that “disturbing,” saying that “ it makes yousor at the U.S. Army War College from 1988 to 2000, told

EIR today that he did not find Secretary of State Powell’s wonder if the Administration is just going through the mo-
tions. They’ve determined that they’ re going to invade Iraq,presentation to the UN Security Council to be persuasive.

“The al-Qaeda connection is the one that’s falling apart and they’ re aware that they need a cover from the UN,”
Pelletiere said, “but they’ re really not going out of theirmost spectacularly,” Pelletiere said. He pointed to two articles

in yesterday’s New York Times, one an interview with the way, to make a very good case, if it can be shot down
that easily.head of the al-Ansar group, who’s living in exile in Norway,

who said he had no awareness of any connection to al-Qaeda, “When you take that, on top of the Blair dossier, you get
the impression that this is all just show business. There isn’ tand who said that he had no knowledge of Zarqawi, the so-

called high-ranking al-Qaeda operative whom he’s supposed any real intelligence investigation going on here.”
to be sheltering.

“All of that raises a question,” Pelletiere said, adding that, What do the “nerve gas” intercepts signify? When asked
about the intercepts of alleged conversations cited by Powell,“ the Kurds, who are ringing the al-Ansar enclave, and who

are assumed to be fairly knowledgeable about what goes on Stephen Pelletiere told EIR that the Iraqi official’s statement
cited by Powell—“Don’ t mention ‘nerve gas’ in any of yourin that part of the world, claim that the town that Powell

singled out as an al-Ansar enclave, actually is in the posses- dispatches”—could have been just a routine dissemination of
advice from the Iraqi government, based on knowledge ofsion of a rival group, the Komola. I know the Komola, because

I worked on them when I was at the Agency in the 1980s, so how the United States gathers “sigint” (signals intelligence).
“We routinely take thousands of hours and hours of conversa-that’s a bona fide group,” Pelletiere said. “The Ansar is a new

group, but it may be an old group with a new name. because tions, and then the computer trolls through and picks out cer-
tain phrases,” Pelletiere explained. “So if they don’ t wantthere has always been a small group of Kurds in the North

who oppose the secularist Kurds of the two warlords—Tala- their conversations taped, it would make sense to advise their
subordinates to stop using certain key words, because that’sbani and Barzani. This little group was Islamist,” Pelletiere

stated. “So it would appear Powell’s just got his information going to trigger the sigint.”
“The guy isn’ t actually saying that ‘We’ve got this stuff.’wrong.”

When he was told about the statements by German offi- He’s just saying: ‘Don’ t use that phrase.’ ”
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Intelligence analysts upset over “politicization” of intel- and that he must be disarmed. Iraq’s behavior during the past
few months has done nothing to change my mind,” Senatorligence. Citing his experience in the CIA in the 1980s under

then-Director William Casey, former CIA analyst Pelletiere Edwards said. “Secretary of State Powell made a powerful
case. This is a real challenge for the Security Council to act.told EIR that he is afraid that this kind of “politicization” is

resurfacing. “And of course, the Agency was badly shaken Saddam Hussein is on notice.”
• Rep. Richard Gephardt (Mo.) said, “ I believe Secretaryby that, back in the ’80s, and there was a reaction away from

it, and I understand that there are a number of Agency analysts Powell made a compelling case that Iraq is concealing its
weapons of mass destruction and is in material breach of UNwho are speaking out, and are very unhappy with what they

see.” Security Council Resolution 1441.” Gephardt said that he
hoped the presentation “will strengthen our alliance with“ I’ve seen a lot of this at Langley, and I’ve seen a lot of

this in Britain,” Pelletiere noted. “British intelligence leaked other nations about the course of action ahead. I encourage the
Administration to work with our allies during the upcomingthe material on Blair, in which they showed that they didn’ t

have any proof of links with al-Qaeda; and then [Foreign weeks on how best to resolve this matter in the interest of our
mutual security.”Secretary] Jack Straw came out and said, ‘Blair doesn’ t give

a damn.’ Obviously, there’s a lot of dissent in the intelli- • Sen. Bob Graham (Fla.), who may campaign for Presi-
dent once he recovers from recent heart bypass surgery, said,gence community.”
“ In my opinion, this linkage of Saddam Hussein’s weapons
of mass destruction and groups like al-Qaeda and Hezbollah,Item 4: From another relevant U.S. intelligence specialist:

Source: cfr.org, Feb. 5 with a substantial number of trained terrorist operatives
placed inside the United States, represents the greatest dangerSenior Council on Foreign Relations official says voice

intercepts can be faked. Michael Peters, a career military of- to our people. I continue to urge the President, in the relatively
few days left before the start of war with Iraq, to use everyficer, who is now the Executive Vice President of the New

York Council on Foreign Relations, was interviewed about measure to protect Americans by dismantling these interna-
tional terrorist organizations here and abroad.”Secretary of State Powell’s UN Security Council presenta-

tion, by cfr.org editor Bernard Gwertzman. In response to • Sen. John F. Kerry (Mass.) said Powell had laid out a
“compelling case.” Kerry said he would back using militarythe question, “You can always fake voice intercepts?” Peters

answered: “Right. Any kind of intelligence, but especially force to disarm Iraq, but urged the Administration to continue
seeking support from the world community.signals intelligence. Messages are so truncated and cryptic

that there are a lot of blanks to fill in.” • Former Gov. Howard Dean (Vt.) said in an interview,
“While it is clear that Saddam Hussein is a dreadful person,Peters also said that the Administration used Powell, be-

cause he is a much more effective messenger than Bush. that is not reason to disarm him unilaterally. I don’ t think the
evidence rises to the level of an imminent threat to the United

Item 5: Now look at what some would-be Presidential nomin- States and therefore that military action is justified.”
Dean said he had not been moved by Powell’s argu-ees have been saying on the issue of launching a war against

the Arab world. Do those would-be Democratic Presidential ments—although he made clear that he was not opposed to
action to remove Saddam Hussein if Iraq was not in compli-candidates meet the standard of persons we should trust with

the fateful decision of war or peace? ance with the United Nations, as opposed to action by the
United States alone. He said, “ I’m not convinced: I don’ t thinkSource: various wire and newspaper accounts, and indi-

viduals’ websites, Feb. 5-7. the case has been made for unilateral action.”
• The Rev. Al Sharpton of New York did not return re-Democratic candidates and leaders quoted on Iraq, and

reacting to Powell’s UN speech: porters’ calls seeking comment. He has been consistently op-
posed to a military strike on Iraq.• Sen. Joseph Lieberman (Conn.), in a statement released

after Powell’s speech:
“Patience is a virtue, but too much patience with danger-

ous lawlessness is a vice. In my view, the case against Saddam WEEKLY INTERNET
is clear, and it is compelling. The time for containment has

AUDIO TALK SHOWpassed. The time for patience with Saddam’s deceit in the
face of Saddam’s danger is over.” The LaRouche Show• Sen. John Edwards (N.C.) said on Wednesday [Feb. 5],
that Secretary of State Colin L. Powell made a powerful case EVERY SATURDAY
before the United Nations that Saddam Hussein violated a

3:00-4:00 p.m. Eastern TimeSecurity Council resolution on Iraq’s possession of weapons
of mass destruction. http://www.larouchepub.com/radio

“ I have long argued that Saddam Hussein is a grave threat
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and it could easily fall that much more. This would have the
added advantage of forcing the President to focus his attention
on the fundamental crisis that rightly should be the primary
focus of his attention.Disastrous Iraq War
U.S. Resistance to War DriveCan Still Be Stopped

The popular mood in the United States against an Iraq war
is well known to anyone who is paying attention. As is theby Edward Spannaus
case in Europe, there is simply no significant support in the
U.S. population for this adventure.

President Bush and the Chicken-hawks in Washington are Within the institutions that surround the Presidency, op-
position is becoming much more visible: This is the casebeing confronted with a growing world-wide resistance to

their push for a Middle East war, resistance expressed most among the uniformed military, the intelligence community,
establishment think-tanks, and the Republican Party.notably through more visible American-institutional opposi-

tion, and a consolidated bloc of Europe’s three major pow- Syndicated columnist Robert Novak recently pointed out
that many conservative Republicans are alarmed by the Bushers—Germany, France, and Russia—joined by China.

The crucial timeframe in which the war must be stopped Administration’s drive for what he called “an American impe-
rium.” Novak referenced a conservative Republican, promi-is the two-week period between the Feb. 14 UN Security

Council session, and the end of the month. With over 150,000 nent in Washington’s think-tank culture, who recently
e-mailed to a friend his concerns about the U.S. strategy “forU.S. troops already deployed in the Persian Gulf area, and

with the Bush Administration having rhetorically painted it- remaking the entire Middle East.” He said he cared little about
Saddam Hussein, “but I do care that once we cross the Tigrisself into a corner, most informed observers believe that the

end of February will represent the point of no return, unless and Euphrates rivers, we may have started down the road to
a Pax Americana through an American imperium from whichthe Administration backs down from war by then.

Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche, whose mo- there is no return.”
A handful of leading Democrats in Congress have alsobilization since last August has catalyzed much of the opposi-

tion now emerging, is insistent that the war can still be been outspoken against the war and Bush’s foreign policy,
including Sens. Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) and Carl Levin (D-stopped, and identified three crucial potentials:

1. The Administration could adopt an “exit strategy” Mich). The strongest statement came in a Feb. 12 floor speech
by Sen. Robert Byrd (D-W.V.), who castigated the Senate forwhich would combine the Russia-France-Germany proposal

for expanded UN inspections, and the plan for “coercive in- its silence at a time that the country is planning a war which
“represents a turning point in U.S. foreign policy and possiblyspections”—backed by UN “blue helmet” troops—coming

out of leading U.S. establishment think-tanks. The outlines a turning point in the recent history of the world. . . . This
nation is about to embark upon the first test of a revolutionaryof this proposal were reiterated in a Feb. 9 op-ed in the Wash-

ington Post by Jessica Matthews of the Carnegie Endowment doctrine applied in an extraordinary way at an unfortunate
time,” said Byrd. “The doctrine of pre-emption—the idea thatfor International Peace; the plan was developed by Matthews,

Gen. Charles Boyd of the Council on Foreign Relations, and the United States or any other nation can legitimately attack
a nation that is not imminently threatening but may be threat-former UN chief weapons inspector Rolf Ekeus.

Given how far down the road to war the President has ening in the future—is a radical new twist on the traditional
idea of self-defense. It appears to be in contravention of inter-travelled, this plan is, in LaRouche’s judgment, the last best

alternative to a total fiasco. national law and the UN Charter, and it is being tested at a
time of world-wide terrorism, making many countries . . .2. The government of British Prime Minister Tony Blair

could fall, leaving Bush with no significant ally in his “coali- wonder if they will soon be on our—or some other nation’s—
hit list.”tion of the willing.” Blair is hanging on by a thread, with

public opinion in Britain running over 80% against the Iraq Six Democratic members of the House of Representa-
tives, along with soldiers and families of servicemen, filed awar, and with a majority inside Britain’s political institutions

viewing the Bush war drive as “imperialism for dummies” suit in Federal court in Boston against President Bush and
Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, to block them fromand sure to fail. While some in the British elites would delight

at the United States being drawn into a suicidal trap, none of launching an attack on Iraq without the Congressional Decla-
ration of War the U.S. Constitution requires. The lawsuit citesthem wishes to see Great Britain share that fate.

3. A sudden, precipitous collapse of the U.S. dollar, trig- the debates in the 1787 Constitutional Convention, and one
plaintiff, Rep. John Conyers (D-Mich), stated: “The Foundinggered by a pullout of foreign investors from the United States,

would dampen the war drive decisively. The grossly overval- Fathers did not establish an imperial Presidency with war-
making powers. The Constitution clearly reserves that forued dollar, propped up only by a continuous influx of capital

from overseas, has already dropped by 20% in recent months, Congress.”

64 National EIR February 21, 2003



Intelligence Community in Revolt Another op-ed, by former CIA analyst Ray McGovern,
called “Wishful Thinking, Once Again, in Washington,”There is significant opposition among the uniformed mili-

tary, to the war plans being crafted by the civilians in the compared what is happening today, to the willful falsification
of intelligence estimates that allowed the United States to sinkPentagon. The military’s concerns are generally voiced by

retired officers such as Gen. Anthony Zinni, the former head deeper in the quagmire of the Vietnam War. McGovern is a
leader of a group of retired CIA analysts called “Veteranof the Central Command. What has emerged over the week

of Feb. 10 is increasingly outspoken opposition from within Intelligence Professionals for Sanity” which wrote an open
letter to President Bush opposing an Iraq war, and decryingthe U.S. (and British) intelligence communities.

On Feb. 12, the International Herald Tribune published the increasing “politicization” of intelligence.
McGovern also wrote a column on Feb. 13, denouncingop-eds by two former CIA officers. The first, by Graham

Fuller, former vice-chairman of the CIA’s National Intelli- CIA Director George Tenet for caving in to political pressure
and for contradicting his own Agency’s assessments that theregence Council, was a scathing attack on Rumsfeld for his

mocking of the “old Europe.” Fuller observed that the “old is scant evidence of links between Saddam Hussein and al-
Qaeda. McGovern said that Tenet’s testimony before the Sen-Europe,” led by Germany and France, has put five centuries

of war behind them, and has forged a union committed to ate Intelligence Committee on Feb. 11 was “remarkable, and,
for CIA analysts, demoralizing in the extreme.” McGovernpeace and economic cooperation. Fuller charged that it is the

United States which now represents “the old World,” which explained that “Tenet is fortunate that CIA’s Inspector Gen-
eral is a reliable CIA bureaucrat and that so many CIA analysts“sees itself as a benign hegemon—or policeman—of the

world, undercutting any and all efforts by potential rivals . . . have mortgages and kids in college. Otherwise, the outrage
among analytic ranks might spell revolution.”to cast a shadow over overwhelming U.S. power.”

crats, against war-hawk Sen. Joseph Lieberman (Conn.).
The other clear pattern, was that even around the na-

tion’s capital and among large numbers of Federal govern-U.S. Citizens Not ment employees, the firm European resistance of early
February to the drive for war, opened the floodgate of‘Terrorized’ Into War
disgust for this “chicken-hawk” policy among Americans.
Large numbers stopped to emphasize to the LaRouche or-

In the days after the Justice Department’s Feb. 8 announce- ganizers, “I don’t want a war!” or, “I do not think we should
ment of an “orange alert” and accompanying bewildering be over in Iraq”; and demanded to know that LaRouche is
announcements by the Homeland Security Department totally opposed to the United States fighting in Iraq. A
and the FBI, Americans resisted “Sharonization” of the Belgian TV crew, out looking for “anti-European Ameri-
nation’s national security crisis—the attempt to force them cans” to interview, could find few.
to support war out of fear of terrorism, as has been done The same resistance was displayed dramatically in a
to Israelis under Ariel Sharon. While the announcements town meeting in Alexandria, Virginia on Feb. 11, held by
scared some into rushing to buy sheeting and duct tape to Rep. James Moran (D). Several hundred people, ranging
“defend” homes against chemical attack, informal media from senior citizens to children brought by their parents,
polls found 75% not responding to the “terror alert” an- attended the meeting, broadcast on CSPAN TV, to which
nouncements at all. Moran had invited Pentagon bigwigs, including chief

Activists with Lyndon LaRouche’s movement, who spokeswoman Victoria Clarke, to “inform the public” on
distributed the Presidential pre-candidate’s “Powell Ap- a potential Iraq war. “The public” wasn’t buying it. As
parent Victim of Hoax” broadside en masse in the area Washington Post columnist Courtland Milloy noted, they
around Washington, D.C., have found resistance to the “listened respectfully, at first,” but then “couldn’t contain
war policy toughening under the example of LaRouche’s themselves” at the condescension and lying from the Pen-
leadership and Europe’s opposition. News of the hoax em- tagon officials. Attendees compared the Patriot II Act idea
bedded in Colin Powell’s Feb. 6 UN presentation, circulat- of Attorney General John Ashcroft to “George Orwell’s
ing nationally, was reflected in considerable anger at the 1984,” or “more like the Gestapo”; demanded to know
Secretary of State, who only a week earlier was widely what was the threat from Iraq; and became increasingly
trusted on the war issue in national polls. There was even hostile. Eventually Moran, after admitting that “Congress
greater anger expressed against Vice President Dick Che- has abdicated its responsibility” to oppose dangerous war
ney, Defense Secretary Donald “Duct Tape” Rumsfeld— policies, had to end the meeting early to prevent embarrass-
as some are calling him—and particularly among Demo- ment and loss of protocol for Ms. Clarke et al.
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man official told the New York Times . . . ‘as of yet we have
seen no indication of a direct link between Zarqawi and
Baghdad.’ ” The German intelligence services had spent 18
months rounding up the group that Zarqawi created, but it isAl-Qaeda Dossier Comes
not al-Qaeda.

The Fourth Freedom report also challenged the claim thatFrom New Yorker Magazine
the Islamist Ansar al-Islam group in northern Iraq is run by
Baghdad. On that point, the most extensive refutation of theby Michele Steinberg
al-Zarqawi-Ansar-Baghdad tale came from the International
Crisis Group, headquartered in Brussels, and also based in

Colin Powell’s testimony at the UN on Feb. 5 has unleashed Washington, which issued a lengthy report from Brussels
and Amman.a flood of well-aimed critiques, that counter, in great detail,

and with great competence, the dossier presented against Iraq Both organizations site the case of Najmeddin Faraj
Ahmad, known as “Mullah Krekar,” now living in Norway,by the Bush Administration. War is not an option, say these

reports, many of which are prepared by intelligence and mili- who founded the Ansar al-Islam group. Krekar was arrested
in the Netherlands in December 2002, held for nearly a month,tary veterans, who are trying to avert another Vietnam War di-

saster. interrogated by the FBI, and released in mid-January. Krekar
told the BBC on Jan. 31 that his group aims to bring downOn Feb. 13, Ray McGovern, a CIA analyst for 27 years

and a co-founder of Veteran Intelligence Professionals for the Saddam Hussein regime “and replace it with an Islamic
regime.” An Arab source with extensive knowledge of Is-Sanity (VIPS), wrote a commentary entitled “CIA Director

Caves In.” He said, “Wanted: gas masks for CIA’s analysis lamic fundamentalism told EIR that Krekar had also revealed
that during the interrogations, the United States had offereddirectorate. Not because of Code Orange, but to stanch the

stench and give analysts’ arms some rest. They have been to pay him a large amount of money to say that he is supported
by Saddam Hussein. When Krekar refused, the United Statesholding their noses ever since CIA Director George Tenet’s

testimony to the Senate Select Committee on Feb. 11. Tenet offered him money to work against Saddam Hussein. He re-
fused again. EIR’s source asked, “If this group is so danger-caved in to political pressure to establish a link between Iraq

and al-Qaeda. . . . In briefing the Senators, Tenet demon- ous, why did the U.S. release its leader?”
Then, on Feb. 11, another key assertion by Powell—thatstrated high tolerance for cooking intelligence to the recipe

of policy.” al-Qaeda, through Ansar al-Islam, has an active base in north-
ern Iraq, producing chemical weapons—was shown to beMcGovern compares this cooking of intelligence to the

Vietnam-era spinning of intelligence that led to “filling the false. Powell had shown satellite photos, pinpointing the loca-
tion of the Ansar al-Islam camp. But three days later, 20 re-entire left half of the Vietnam Memorial in Washington with

the names of those killed or missing in action.” porters from various publications, including the New York
Times, visited the site in northern Iraq, and found nothing.Tenet was just following the example set by Powell at the

UN on Feb. 5. But the dossier is quickly shredding. According to the Los Angeles Times, the reporters saw “a
dilapidated collection of shacks without indoor plumbing or
the electrical capacity to produce the weapons” that PowellNo Hard Evidence

A report entitled “Still No Hard Evidence of Link Be- had described.
So, from what hat did the Bush Administration pull itstween Hussein and Al-Qaeda,” issued by the Fourth Freedom

Forum in Washington in mid-February, goes to the heart of Baghdad/Ansar/al-Qaeda rabbit? From all indications, the
major, if not sole source of the “connectos” is New Yorkerthe Powell dossier: the figure of Abu Musaab al-Zarqawi.

Powell claimed, that al-Zarqawi masterminded the assassina- magazine—available on newsstands for $3.95, quite a saving
for the U.S. government. Author Jeffrey Goldberg—a free-tion of U.S. diplomat Lawrence Foley in Amman, Jordan in

October 2002; and that al-Zarqawi is a collaborator of Osama lancer and favorite of the neo-conservative chicken-hawks,
who once worked for the New York Times Magazine and isbin Laden who created a terror training camp in Iraq and runs

a terrorist cell in Baghdad. With all these allegations, ask the the former New York bureau chief for Forward, the national
Jewish newspaper—has all the details, published in two arti-authors, why is al-Zarqawi not listed in the FBI’s current

roster of “most wanted terrorists”? cles in February 2002 and 2003. Goldberg indicates one of
his main sources is Barham Alih, the so-called prime ministerThe report also says, citing a Feb. 7 story in Agence

France-Presse, that “Powell displayed a diagram linking of the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan, which is fighting a war
against Ansar. Alih, however, doesn’t have a country, unlessZarqawi to two Islamic militants previously arrested in Paris,”

but French intelligence sources said that “ ‘interrogations of the United States wins the war against Iraq and gives him
Kurdistan. Like Iraqi exile and Presidential wannabe Ahmedthe suspects did not establish a link between the two men and

al-Zarqawi. . . . Al-Zarqawi’s name never once appeared in Chalabi, Alih might say just about anything to get the war in
which he is promised a piece of the pie.our different investigations.’ ” They also note, “A senior Ger-
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In the same speech, Lieberman stressed that “in a world
facing new and evolving threats—terrorists, rogue regimes,
and weapons of mass destruction—NATO is split.” Back inMcCain and Lieberman:
the United States, Lieberman and McCain called in the press
on Feb. 11 and proposed a Congressional move to further‘Bull Moose’ Mate Again
this split by isolating France and Germany, whose leaders
continue to oppose the “McCain-Lieberman policy.” Mc-by Scott Thompson
Cain’s Feb. 11 press release quoted Lieberman: “France and
Germany . . . are important allies of America—but in this

Senators and potential Presidential candidates John McCain case, the tone and volume of their dissent is in danger of
drowning out the voice of a nearly united Europe. We must(R-Ariz.) and Joseph Lieberman (D-Conn.) are seeking again

to put Congressional pressure on President George W. Bush not let that happen.” Joined by Sens. Lindsey Graham (R-
S.C.) and Evan Bayh (D-Ind.), they said they will “introduceto go to war immediately—as at the Feb. 8-9 “Wehrkunde”

meeting in Munich, where the pair proclaimed that the Iraq a Sense of the Congress resolution praising 18 European allies
for their support for enforcing UN Security Council Resolu-war is “their policy.” They continue to blackmail President

Bush to go through with this reckless Clash of Civilizations tion 1441 which demands Iraqi disarmament.”
According to a Feb. 11 transcript of the four Senators’war, including through McCain’s ongoing threat to follow

his hero, President Teddy Roosevelt’s 1912 “Bull Moose” press conference by Federal News Service, they gave a back-
handed slap at France and Germany, praising the Europeancampaign, in the 2004 Presidential election. This McCain

option, concocted at the Hudson Institute by his chief spokes- nations that have offered to support a U.S. war—i.e., “the
Vilnius 10”and “the Gang ofEight.” The eventquickly turnedman, Marshall Wittman, threatens the President with a third-

party vote drain like that by which Teddy Roosevelt knocked into a French- and German-bashing session, with special
venom directed at France. The public relations stunt was high-off Republican Presidential candidate Howard Taft and

elected the “Ku Klux Klan Democrat,” Woodrow Wilson. It lighted by Graham’s sycophantism towards Lieberman. “I
want to say,” Graham began, “that Senator Lieberman’s pre-makes McCain and Lieberman virtual “running mates” for

2004, promoting the same set of dangerous utopian war pol- sentation in Munich was outstanding. It made me proud to be
an American, it made me proud to be a member of the Senate.icies.

At the same time, despite theirvox populi rhetoric about Senator McCain has been a voice in foreign policy for a long
time, and I’m a Republican and he’s a Republican. But the“reform of government” and helping “the middle class,” Mc-

Cain and Lieberman have both been seeking to dismantle fact that Senator Lieberman would stand up with Rumsfeld
and McCain and have a united front about what our nationwhat remains of U.S. infrastructure—including transporta-

tion, water, and energy—in the name of cutting “larded pork.” needs at this time was heartening.”
Even before his “Manchurian candidate” moment atMoreover, asEIR has reported, both Lieberman and Mc-

Cain are being promoted by the so-called “New Democrats” Wehrkunde, where McCain blasted those who would not sup-
port pre-emptive war against Iraq, he had tried to dominateof the Democratic Leadership Council (DLC), set up by the

financial support of Michael A. Steinhardt, the son and bene- the Senate and abridge the Constitution by arguing that there
was no need for a Congressional Declaration of War againstficiary of the Meyer Lansky Syndicate’s number-one jewel

fence, “Red” Steinhardt. The DLC is dedicated to destroy the Iraq, as President FDR had sought even after Pearl Harbor. In
a Jan. 29 press release, McCain called for defeat of a resolu-last vestiges of President Franklin Roosevelt’s commitment

to the “forgotten man” under the General Welfare clause of tion to this effect by Sens. Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.) and
Robert Byrd (D-W.V.). McCain argued: “Mr. President, overthe Preamble to the Constitution. The DLC, of which Lieber-

man was the longest serving head from 1993-2000 under three months ago, I worked with Senators Lieberman, War-
ner, and Bayh to manage the resolution authorizing the use ofSteinhardt’s patronage, has twice published pieces by Witt-

mann praising the McCain “Bull Moose Party” option. military force against Iraq. . . . Seventy-seven Senators then
voted to authorize the President to use our armed forces. . . .
That debate is over. . . . The Senator from Massachusetts ap-‘Bush Enforcing McCain-Lieberman Policy’

Demonstrating the overweening lunacy of Lieberman and parently believes we should revoke the President’s authority
as Commander in Chief . . . unless there is clear evidence ofMcCain was the former’s Feb. 8 Munich Wehrkunde speech,

entitled “NATO’s Future Role.” Lieberman boasted, “In fact, an imminent Iraqi threat to the United States. But in the world
we live in, there is no such thing as knowledge of imminencefive years ago, after Saddam ejected the UN inspectors, John

McCain and I gave up on containment and introduced the of attack. . . . I believe the case to disarm Saddam Hussein
has become more compelling.” A spokesman for SenatorIraqi Liberation Act, which, when it became law, made a

change of regime in Baghdad official U.S. policy. You might Byrd toldEIR, that his resolution was then bottled up in the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee by Committee Chair-therefore say that, when it comes to Iraq, President Bush is

just enforcing the McCain-Lieberman policy.” man John Lugar (R-Ind.).
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Gutting U.S. Infrastructure the “privatization” schemes of the neo-conservatives’ Amtrak
Reform Council. It is notable that the minimum to keep Am-U.S. citizens may have been puzzled by the sight of Na-

tional Guardsmen who had been called up for “ the McCain- trak running, carrying more passengers than the airlines in the
Northeast corridor, is $1.2 billion annually, as compared toLieberman policy” of war with Iraq, having to use their “ fre-

quent flyer miles” to get to the war zone on civilian aircraft. an estimated $3 billion a day for war against Iraq.
McCain now claims that $1.1 billion in specific rail en-But, this is apparently fine for McCain and the DLCers, who

would gladly shut down what little remains of America’s hancement and connection projects of the Federal Transit
Administration should be cut. He argues against any spendingnational economic infrastructure.

In contrast to Democratic Party Presidential pre-candidate on “ transportation planning, research, and development.” He
would eliminate dozens of “ instrument landing systems”Lyndon LaRouche’s “Super-TVA” policy proposal for infra-

structure and recovery measures in the spirit of those of FDR which would make airports more secure, to save $27 million;
and he calls for $131 million in cuts against improvementsin the last Depression, McCain opposes any appropriation for

basic infrastructure as just so much “pork.” In a Dec. 4, 2001 of “Terminal Air Traffic Control Facilities,” when everyone
knows the existing system is overloaded. Further, he calls for26-page press release, “McCain Objects to $4 Billion in

Porkbarrel Projects in FY’02 Transportation Appropriations $433 million in cuts in the Federal Aviation Administration’s
suggested improvements at nearly 100 airports. Thus, Mc-Bill,” McCain pushed a House-Senate conferees report to cut

both the Boston Central Artery Tunnel Project (“The Big Cain represents a form of universal fascism where even “ the
trains do not run on time.”Dig” ), and the national rail carrier Amtrak, in accordance with

to jump-start the process. We can’ t allow the situation to
deteriorate further.” President Mubarak had just that weekEgyptians Warn U.S. phoned Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, to discuss
ways to move the peace process forward. In a dig at thoseOf High Cost of War
U.S. officials, such as former National Security Advisor
Zbigniew Brzezinski, who had helped create the mujahi-

As the Washington media were preoccupied with hyping deen during the 1980s, El Baz remarked, “Some of these
a war against Iraq, little attention was paid to an Egyptian terrorist gangs were viewed by some political circles here
delegation that had spent over a week early in February, as former allies at the same time that they were contaminat-
talking to U.S. officials. The delegation included President ing the minds of the younger generation.”
Hosni Mubarak’s son Gamal Mubarak, who heads the pol- Another speaker at the forum, Lawrence Eagleburger,
icy planning committee of the ruling National Democratic who was George H.W. Bush’s last Secretary of State,
Party, President Mubarak’s chief political advisor Dr. stressed, “There is only one nation that can get Israel mov-
Osama El Baz, and Minister of Foreign Trade Youssef ing in the right direction, and that is the United States.”
Boutros-Ghali. The delegation sought to negotiate some EIR asked panelist Gen. Anthony Zinni (USMC-ret.),
recompense for the economic disaster which would befall a prominent opponent of another war against Iraq, what
their nation, should the United States launch an attack on effect an American Empire paradigm-shift would have on
Iraq. They were anxious to stave off U.S. military action, the U.S. military. Eagleburger intervened: “There would
as well as to prevent any spillover in this “clash of civiliza- be a revolution in the ranks if anybody tried to do that,” he
tions” offensive into U.S.-Egyptian relations. said. Zinni concurred: “The military takes on the burden

To defray its costs of a U.S. war on Iraq, Egypt is of a new deployment only when it has to. The biggest
asking for an additional U.S. aid package and has renewed squeals come from the Pentagon whenever a new foreign
its appeals for a bilateral free-trade agreement. The Bush deployment is added. You would not find anyone in the
Administration is still considering a request for $2 billion military that would support such a policy, or even the idea
in new military assistance along with $10 billion in loan that the U.S. must become some kind of colonial power.”
guarantees. Eagleburger again interjected, “You have to remember

The delegation was also intent on getting the Bush how difficult it was to get the American people to support
Administration to revive peace efforts between Israel and even the limited operations we had in Bosnia and in Ko-
the Palestinian Authority. At a forum in Washington on sovo. Anybody who even thought of turning the U.S. into a
Feb. 6, on “Egypt and the United States, Further Prospects colonial power would see radical shift in the public opinion
for a Strategic Partnership,” Osama El Baz said: “We have polls. The U.S. will not become a colonial power.”
wasted valuable time in the Arab-Israeli conflict. We have —William Jones
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LaRouche through one Fernando Quijano—are part of a
widespread homosexual clique in positions of power within
the diocese.

AsEIR has documented, this faction, associated with Wil-
liamF. Buckley,Jr.’sbrother-in-law L.BrentBozell andWar-
ren Carroll, the founder of Christendom College, is virtuallyMichael Novak Catholics
an heretical,Sede vacante grouping. It directly opposes the
Christianity of Pope John Paul II and such leading collabora-Want Pope To Support War
tors of the Pope as the late Cardinal Francis Xavier Nguyen
Van Thuan, author ofThe Spiritual Exercises of John Paul II:by William F. Wertz, Jr.
Testimony of Hope (seeFidelio, Spring 2001). These Carlists,
under the super-orthodox pose, are actually neo-liberals in

In an example of absolute imperial arrogance, Michael Novak the tradition of the British pseudo-philosopher Jeremy Ben-
tham’s “In Defense of Pederasty.” Perhaps the documentedof the American Enterprise Institute (AEI) in Washington

flew to Rome, at the behest of U.S. Vatican Ambassador Jim sexual perversion of Robert Hanssen—the former FBI agent
convicted of spying for the Soviets and a parishioner at St.Nicholson, with the announced intention to meet with Pope

John Paul II, to convince the Pope to support the pre-emptive Catherine of Siena along with Supreme Court Justice Antonin
Scalia and FBI Director Louis Freeh—was not just Hanssen’swar doctrine of Novak and fellow Utopians in and around the

Bush Administration. It should come as no surprise that the personal aberration, but rather a reflection of a broader prob-
lem, which has not yet been rooted out. Also of note, is thePope rejected this obscene overture from Novak, who thus

exposed himself as the Donald Rumsfeld of the Catholic fact that the Arlington Diocese is one of only two in the United
States which do not allow girls to be altar servers, as permittedChurch.

But what is behind Michael Novak and his sidekick at by the Vatican, beginning in 1994.
Without endorsing the group supporting FatherJames Ha-the AEI, George Weigel, the nationally syndicated columnist

whose columns have appeared in theArlington Catholic Her- ley, “The Roman Catholic Faithful,” which itself takes a nar-
row-minded and doctrinaire view of Church problems, Ha-ald in the northern Virginia suburbs of Washington, rejecting

the “just war” teaching of St. Augustine and St. Thomas Aqui- ley’s allegations must be taken seriously, given that he has
made them under oath. Lending credibility to his sworn alle-nas to which the Pope adheres? Weigel and Novak simultane-

ouslyadvocate theanti-Christian, Bogomileconomic policies gations is the fact that charges Haley made to Arlington
Bishop Loverde against three priests in the diocese—Revs.of Adam Smith. Novak, Weigel, and Rev. Richard John Neu-

haus have systematically attempted to hijack such papal en- Verrecchia, Erbacherand Hamilton—have proven tobe accu-
rate. Loverde failed to act on those allegations.cyclicals asCentesimus Annus and portray them as endorsing

the “free trade,” Thatcherite policies of the Mont Pelerin Soci-
ety and the International Monetary Fund. Father Haley’s Allegations

Haley, ordained in 1987, first reported in 1992 that FatherAs EIR has reported (seeEIR, April 19, 2002, “Schools’
Plot:Who’sSnuffingYour Neighbor’sKittens?”), theArling- James Verrecchia, pastor at All Saints in Manassas, was

having an affair with a married woman in the parish, andton Diocese of the Catholic Church has been taken over by a
fascist, “Carlist” cabal centered on Christendom College in simultaneously possessed a collection of homosexual porno-

graphic pictures. All Saints was the parish where Chris-Front Royal, Virginia, and St. Catherine of Siena parish in
Great Falls. While claiming to be super-orthodox Catholics tendom College founder William Carroll’s wife Anne had

established the “private Catholic” Seton High School. Ver-who are close to the Pope (Weigel, for example, authored a
papal biography), this clique is actively organizing against recchia was also under the influence of a so-called prophet

by the name of Mark Brandt, who claimed to have visionsJohn Paul II. Michael Novak’s connection to this cabal dates
back to the 1970s, when a number of his articles were pub- of the Virgin Mary. Haley reported this to Loverde, but

when Verrecchia, in response, slandered Haley to the Bishop,lished in the Buckley family’sTriumph magazine.
Now, a scandal has broken out in the diocese, of which Loverde failed to take action against Verrecchia, who later

impregnated the woman and left the priesthood to marry her.only a few distorted elements have surfaced in the media, but
which gives, so to speak, a bottoms-up view of the true nature The Bishop, on the advice of Father Rippy—the diocesan

chancellor and a friend of Verrecchia’s—in July 1999 can-of this problem. In a sworn deposition taken on July 24, 2002
in the case ofJim Lambert v. Bishop Paul Loverde, Arlington celled Haley’s prospective appointment as pastor of Our

Lady of Hope in Potomac Falls, and transferred him “tempo-Diocese priest Father James Haley alleges that many of the
priests previously exposed byEIR as associated with the rarily” to St. Lawrence parish.

The pastor there, FatherWilliam Erbacher, showed FatherChristendom College-St. Catherine of Siena fascist-Carlist
cult—which ran an operation against associates of Lyndon Haley a picture book of St. Lawrence and pointed out to him
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what he referred to as the “boys of the previous pastor, Father into the seminary program. Father Gould was overruled by
Bishop Loverde. Subsequently, Father Gould was removedMcAfee.” Father Franklyn McAfee is now the pastor at St.

Catherine of Siena—where Hanssen, Freeh, and Scalia at- from his position of Vocations Director.”
However, clearly a problem existed in the Arlington Dio-tended. According to Haley, Erbacher said that McAfee was

in the practice of giving altar boys $500-1,000 in cash to cese prior to Loverde’s becoming Bishop. There was one case
in the Arlington Diocese in the 1990s, under the late Bishopcontinue serving into post-pubescence. Haley further said that

according to Erbacher, McAfee took many of these boys to John Keating, of a priest who committed suicide after being
accused of homosexual activity, and another case of a priesthis beach house. Haley reports that according to Erbacher,

Father Jerome Fasano, McAfee’s predecessor at St. Cather- suspected of homosexuality, who died under mysterious cir-
cumstances. In August 1992, the chancellor of the diocese forine’s, also took the altar boys to his beach home.

In his deposition, Haley stated that Father Rippy, Father 13 years, William Reinecke, was found on the grounds of
Holy Cross Abbey near Berryville, shot dead, an apparentDanny Spychala, now Assistant Chaplain at Fairfax Hospital

in Falls Church with residence at Saint Ambrose Rectory suicide. After Reinecke’s death, a young man came forward
alleging that he had previously confronted Monsignor Rein-in Annandale, Father Erbacher, and Father Bill Saunders all

seemed to be homosexuals. Saunders was formerly the presi- ecke with charges of sexual molestation.
The Roman Catholic Faithful also reported that “ In 1995,dent of the Notre Dame Graduate School of Christendom

College, is now the pastor of Our Lady of Hope parish, and Father Keith Ramey, pastor of Queen of Apostles Parish in
Alexandria, was found dead in his bathtub with a bag overwas recently made Dean of the Deanery in western Fairfax

County, inclusive of St. Catherine of Siena, and Loudoun his head. He had been taking sleeping pills, although it was
unclear if this was a suicide or whether Father Ramey wasCounty, by Bishop Loverde. Saunders also writes a weekly

column in the Arlington Catholic Herald entitled “Know engaged in some other activity. Ramey was well known as
a rather flamboyant homosexual.” His associate pastor wasYour Faith.”

Father Rippy, who was replaced as diocesan chancellor Father William Saunders, the Christendom College graduate
school president. When Father Saunders started a new parishin 1999, and is now at Our Lady of Lourdes in Arlington,

is alleged by Haley to have travelled, together with Father in Potomac Falls, Bishop Loverde replaced him at Queen of
Apostles with Father Salvator Ciullo, who was later discov-Erbacher, to Las Vegas on several occasions.

Finally, while at St. Lawrence, Haley went to Bishop Lo- ered to have stolen large amounts of parish money.
verde with evidence that Father Erbacher was stealing funds
from the collections and was engaged in homosexual pornog- The Answer

If humanity is to survive, one must identify the cause ofraphy. As in the case of Father Verrecchia, Erbacher was
in possession of a large collection of homosexual material. the decadence which clearly afflicts not only the Arlington,

Virginia diocese of the Catholic Church, but society in gen-Erbacher was later removed for embezzling funds.
eral. The source is the shift over the last 35 years from a
“producer” society, which emphasizes the fact that man, byThe Bishop’s Pattern of Inaction

Once more, the Bishop failed to act on the charges and virtue of his capacity for cognition, is created in the living
image of God, the Creator, to a “consumer” society, in whichinstead transferred Haley, this time to St. Mary’s in Freder-

icksburg—where, once again, the priest there, Father Dan man is regarded as merely a pleasure-seeking animal. It is
the toleration and advocacy of the bestial, imperial philoso-Hamilton, was charged by Haley with being involved in ho-

mosexual activity. Hamilton resigned as pastor of the parish phy and policies of Aristotle, Jeremy Bentham, William
James, and Adam Smith that underlies today’s consumer so-in September 2002.

When Haley responded to a subpoena in a lawsuit brought ciety.
There are those with a missionary disposition, like Popeby Jim Lambert—whose ex-wife married former Father Ver-

recchia—Haley was asked by Bishop Loverde to resign from John Paul II and the late Cardinal Van Thuan, who oppose
this decadence, in that they address the spiritual aspect ofthe priesthood. He has since been stripped of all priestly

duties. man, which is to say the cognitive quality, that distinguishes
man from the beast. They do this through spiritual exercisesIn his deposition, Haley also makes a number of allega-

tions against Bishop Loverde personally to explain Loverde’s using the method of Plato’s Socratic dialogues. Unfortu-
nately, the number of those fighting the current decadencerefusal to take timely action in the cases of homosexuality

reported to him. with such methods is few.
Therefore, as Lyndon LaRouche has emphasized, “ theIn addition, according to The Roman Catholic Faithful,

“After Loverde became bishop of Arlington, the diocese re- answer lies in those of us who have a devotion to the concept
of spiritual exercises, and it is upon us—whether we’ re in theceived an application for the priesthood from a man who

admitted to having been in a same-sex relationship for ten clergy or not—on whom the rescue of civilization depends
for our role as leaders.”years. Father Gould recommended against accepting the man
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Congressional Closeup by Carl Osgood

Daniels Spars With over the $750 billion limit in discre- pay for military transformation. “We
should not be forced to incur suchSenate Democrats tionary spending, and House leaders

are saying they will not accept anOffice of Management and Budget Di- near-term risk, in terms of diminished
combat capability, in order to invest inrector Mitch Daniels received an un- across-the-board cut in the bill to pay

for the drought relief. Senate Appro-friendly welcome from Democrats the future solely because we have not
properly resourced the Defensewhen he appeared before the Senate priations Committee Chairman Ted

Stevens (R-Ak.), articulating the Sen-Budget Committee on Feb. 5, to de- budget.”
However, much of the back andfend President Bush’s proposed ateview,warned, “Therewillbenobill

unless there is a drought provision.”FY 2004 budget. Committee Chair- forth between committee members
and Secretary of Defense Donaldman Don Nickles (R-Okla.) made ref- Complicating the issue is that ne-

gotiators agreed to add $6 billion toerence to the precipitous decline in Rumsfeld dealt with the costs of cur-
rent operations and a possible war withFederal tax revenues over the past two cover expenses incurred by military

operations in Afghanistan, possiblyyears. To get out of the deficit, he said, Iraq. Operations relating to the war on
terrorism are running at about $1.6 bil-“we have to show fiscal discipline and barring the drought assistance. The

money was added at the request ofwealso have tofigureout ways togrow lion per month, and Rumsfeld told the
committee that the Defense Depart-the economy.” Vice President Dick Cheney. The bill

also includes $1.15 billion for Amtrak,While committee Republicans ac- ment has spent about $2.1 billion for
the force buildup in the Persian Gulf.cepted Daniels’assertion that the reve- but it limits the amount of money Am-

trak can spend on certain long-dis-nue decline of the past two years has All of that money is coming out of ap-
propriated operations and mainte-been the result of the collapse of the tance routes that the Bush Administra-

tion is seeking to cut.stock market bubble, Kent Conrad (D- nance funds and the buildup has not
been taken into account.N.D.) did not. “The tax cuts [of 2001] On Feb. 5 the House passed yet

another continuing resolution, this onehave played a major role in the return Several committee members ques-
tioned whether personnel strengthto deficits and burgeoning debt,” he running until Feb. 20, nearly five

months after the beginning of the fiscalsaid. “That’s undeniable.” could be maintained at the current
level of about 1.38 million, given theErnest F. Hollings (D-S.C.) ac- year. An attempt by David Obey (D-

Wisc.) to add instructions to the con-cused the Bush Administration of us- increased tempo of operations.
Rumsfeld repeated his opposition toing Enron-style accounting to make ference committee addressing Medi-

care—one to suspend the plannedthe deficits in the budget look smaller reinstituting the draft.
than they are. He noted that the budget 4.4% cut in payment rates to doctors,

and the second to raise payment ratesprojects total Federal debt to climb
from $6.7 trillion in 2003 to $7.3 tril- to rural hospitals—was defeated by aEstrada Nominationlion in 2004, an increase of $569 bil- vote of 215 to 195.
lion, as opposed to the deficit projec- Stalled in Senate

On Feb. 11, Senate Minority Leadertion of $307 billion—a fact which
Daniels acknowledged. Tom Daschle (D-S.D.) announced thatRumsfeld Defends Budget the Senate Democratic Caucus would

not allow a vote on the nomination ofTo Skeptical House Panel
The cost of the buildup against Iraq, Miguel Estrada to be a judge on theOmnibus Appropriations and of “military transformation,” D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals until the

White House answered certain con-Stopped on Drought Aid dominated a House Armed Services
Committee hearing on the proposedHouse and Senate negotiators met on cerns. “Mr. Estrada has been intransi-

gent and unwilling to provide even theFeb. 10 to work out an agreement on FY 2004 Defense budget on Feb. 5.
Committee Chairman Duncan Hunterthe 1,000-page FY 2003 Omnibus Ap- basic information,” Daschle said.

In a letter to President Bush, Dem-propriations bill. Reports the next day (R-Calif.) said that the $380 billion
budget proposal still fallsshort of whatindicated that a few major disagree- ocrats asked that documents be turned

over from the Solicitor General’s of-ments remain. One, is over $3.1 billion someon thecommittee feel is “thenec-
essary level of reinvestment to sustainin assistance for farmers in drought- fice, where Estrada is the deputy to So-

licitor General Theodore Olson, andstricken areas, added in the Senate as the current force.” Hunter said that the
budget proposes to retire or cancel nu-an amendment sponsored by Thad that Estrada answer questions that

were first put to him at his confirma-Cochran (R-Miss.). The White House merous programs “in virtually every
combat category” to free up funds tois threatening to veto the bill if it goes tion hearing 18 months ago.
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Editorial

Beyond NATO

History was made last week, when, for the first time in nomic cooperation between the two nations. Today, the
alternative has taken an even more concrete shape, inthe 50-year life of the North Atlantic Treaty Alliance

(NATO), a number of European nations vetoed a pro- the form of the nexus of relations between China, India,
and Russia, on behalf of Eurasian Land-Bridge devel-posal by the United States. In particular, Belgium,

backed by France and Germany, cast a veto against opment. In truth, the Eurasian Land-Bridge policy is
the best defense of national security for the nations ofthe U.S./British proposal for NATO to provide military

support for Turkey, so that nation could defend itself in Europe and the Americas—and the rest of the world’s
nations as well.the midst of an impending war against Iraq. In fact,

the Belgians argued, such an act of “defense” actually In other words, how does one define “national secu-
rity”? Is it a matter of military hardware, or are weimplied allied aggression against Iraq, an aggression

which neither the United Nations, nor any individual talking about the ability of countries to provide for the
living standards of their populations? How can a nationnation, had justly declared.

In this case, one could actually agree with the rheto- have national security, if it does not control its credit
system? Or its food supply? What is the pathway towardric of the Bush Administration: NATO has proven itself

“irrelevant.” But, in fact, this irrelevance has been nations achieving this kind of national security?
Back in the period before NATO was established,proven many times over for 12 years now. It’s time for

NATO to be buried in peace. when Franklin Delano Roosevelt was conceiving the
post-war order, there was a viable conception of a con-Lyndon LaRouche made the point about NATO in

a most pithy way back in May 1997, when the drive for cert of nations, organized around the idea of economic
cooperation, national sovereignty, and economic devel-expansion of the alliance into the backyard of Russia

was in high gear. What he showed was that NATO was opment. Roosevelt’s intent, as he put it forward in ex-
tensive discussions with Churchill and others, was tototally irrelevant to the real strategic threats of the day,

threats ranging from the London-sponsored terrorism eliminate the hideous poverty and degradation which
imperial rule had created, through the new financial in-of Osama bin Laden, to the destruction of the sover-

eignty of the European nation-states through the adop- stitutions being created at the War’s end. All that
changed with Truman’s succession, and the Churchill-tion of the Maastricht Treaty. In fact, LaRouche pointed

out, the dominant ideology of NATO, involving the instigated launching of the Cold War, which effectively
ruled out economic cooperation between East and Westspread of “free trade” and other such monetarist insan-

ity, was a surefire way to destroy the nations which the Europe, and left the world to be dominated by geopoli-
tics instead.alliance was pledged to defend.

Added to that was the fact that the Utopian faction When the Soviet Union collapsed in 1990-91, all
semblance of a rational foundation for NATO disap-in Britain and the United States was determined to

make NATO an instrument of their one-world-govern- peared. It was for that reason that LaRouche put forward
at that time, as he had already done back in 1988, inment Malthusian policy toward the Third World. It

was clear then, in 1997, to those with a commitment anticipation of Soviet collapse, a vision of East-West
collaboration known as “the Productive Triangle,” toto peaceful relations among nations, that NATO’s time

had passed. solve the desperate economic problems of the East. Un-
fortunately, the geopoliticians prevailed.What then was the rational alternative to NATO?

LaRouche identified it in 1997 as being reflected in the Now, the opportunity has arisen again. Let’s bury
NATO—and implement the Eurasian Land-Bridgethen-recent agreements between the Presidents of Rus-

sia and China, which were dedicated to intensified eco- instead!
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