course, we thought that would also be an encourage-
ment for nuclear disarmament. Brazil was very active
in the New Agenda Coalition, which insisted very
much—I was personally involved in that as well—in
the full application of an Article, I believe it’s Article 6,
of the NPT, which has to do with total disarmament. |
mean, it’s part of the actual balance of the treaty, nu-
clear disarmament.

However, this has not gone ahead, because some
of the nuclear powers didn’t want it, of course. But
we think it’s fundamental. And of course, it’s not only,
let us say, a desire or wish, but it’s also what happens
in reality. I mean, you cannot—it’s very difficult. The
other day | read a statement by some European coun-
tries or the G7, | don’t remember exactly which, saying
that Iran cannot have a nuclear weapon. | am totally in
agreement—but other countries also cannot and should
not. I mean, that’s the problem. No country should have
nuclear weapons. And the ones that have them should
have a reliable commitment on disarmament.

Small: There is a phrase we have in English for that:
“What’s good for the goose is good for the gander.” In
other words, it should be applied equally across the
board.

My next question is somewhat more philosophical,
which is: There has been discussion that security, to
be real security, has to be indivisible. There must be
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security for all sides or there isn’t any. The question is,
can development also be indivisible, i.e., development
for all sides? In other words, is this world a Hobbesian
world, as in Thomas Hobbes, of war of each against
all? Or is it possible to develop a system which is win-
win to benefit all sides?

Belief in the Future Is What Keeps Us Alive

Amorim: Well, | mean, what | desire is one thing;
what is possible in the short run is a different thing.
But I think we should all work for that, even if it looks
like a far-fetched objective. But it should be. | always
say— | had a discussion once with Noam Chomsky. |
had a debate with him and that was part of a film. And
then someone asked me, “How do you see the future?”
This was before Lula was elected for the first mandate.
And | said, “You know, if you are in a room which is
almost totally obscure, dark, you can’t be only focused
on that. If there is a small split, or—I don’t know ex-
actly how to say it in English; in Portuguese it would
be a brecha—a small leak through which you see some
light, you should concentrate on that point, and then try
to enlarge it.”

It’s not simple. Maybe it’s a task for generations.
But I think we have to have that task. If you don’t
believe in the future—and I have read some headlines
saying that the future is dead—so, if you don’t believe
in the future, what’s the point of life? Our children,

Lyndon LaRouche Pays Tribute to Pope Paul VI

The following is a message by Lyndon LaRouche on the passing
of Pope Paul VI, written on the day of his death, August 6,

1978.

During recent times | have been privileged to know of the work
of a truly great person, Pope Paul VI. It must be fairly said that
if humanity escapes unprecedented horrors during the period
immediately before us, Pope Paul VI has provided an indispens-
able part of the leadership which has benefitted all humanity
today and future generations. My personal feeling, in these first
hours after learning of his death, is inexpressible. Later, after
this awesome moment has passed, I hope to find the words to
say what must be said. In the interim we must rally to fulfill the
great ecumenical task with which his leadership has been asso- -y ot A

ciated.
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