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HARLEY SCHLANGER: Goddag, velkommen til den ugentlige dialog
med Schiller Instituttets grundlægger og formand, Helga Zepp-
LaRouche. Jeg er Harley Schlanger, og det er torsdag den 17.
november 2022. Helga, i de sidste par dage i den forgangne
uge,  så  det  ud  til,  at  vi  har  undveget  et  potentielt
atomprojektil med missilhændelsen i Polen. Jeg er endnu ikke
sikker på, at de fleste mennesker er klar over, hvor alvorligt
dette er, men jeg tror, at det er meget vigtigt for dig at
forklare  folk  din  opfattelse  af,  hvad  der  foregik  i
forbindelse  med  denne  hændelse.

HELGA  ZEPP-LAROUCHE:  Jeg  mener,  at  vi  virkelig  alle  bør
studere denne hændelse, fordi den anskueliggør, hvor hurtigt
vi  på  grund  af  dumhed,  provokationer,  overreaktioner,  en
kombination af alle disse ting, kan komme i en situation, hvor
man har en fuldbyrdet NATO-Rusland-konfrontation, for det var
det, der var på nippet til at indtræffe.

I tirsdags kom nyheden om, at et missil havde ramt et sted i
Polen,  og  straks  var  der  en  hel  række  medier  og  nogle
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politikere, der påstod, at dette var et russisk angreb på
Polen, et NATO-medlem. Folk begyndte endda at tale om NATO’s
artikel 5, dvs. den forsvarsmæssige betingelse, hvor hele NATO
skulle  have  forsvaret  Polen.  Nogle  af  medierne,  især  de
britiske medier, Daily Telegraph, The Mail, gik grassat og
talte om et russisk angreb på Polen; Bildzeitung og flere
tyske medier gik helt amok med overskrifter som “Putin leger
med  Tredje  Verdenskrig”.  Sådan  lød  overskrifterne  onsdag;
endog i en lederartikel. Dette på trods af at præsident Biden
allerede  tirsdag  aften,  naturligvis  grundet  tidsforskellen,
havde sagt meget klart, at der ikke var noget bevis for, at
der var tale om et russisk missil, men at mistanken var, at
det var et ukrainsk luftforsvarsmissil, som på den ene eller
den anden måde var endt i Polen.

Så på trods af at USA’s præsident og efterfølgende Pentagon
benægtede,  at  det  var  et  russisk  missil,  bragte  medierne
stadig overskrifter, endog om morgenen onsdag, hvor der blev
rapporteret  om  sagen.  Zelenskyj  og  Kuleba  insisterede
naturligvis hele dagen på, at det uden tvivl var et russisk
missil, og da det blev tydeligt fastslået, at det ikke drejede
sig  om  et  russisk  missil,  sagde  Kuleba,  at  det  var  en
“konspirationsteori”  at  påstå  dette.

Det er utroligt, men det er på en måde forståeligt – Ukraine
er  én  ting.  Men  så  fremturede  nogle  vestlige  politikere,
f.eks.  fra  det  tyske  liberale  parti,  FDP,  [Marie  Agnes]
Strack-Zimmermann,  formanden  for  forsvarsudvalget,  og
Lamsdorff, de påpegede alle sammen, at der ikke var nogen
tvivl om, at det var et russisk missil. Så det som disse
mennesker  talte  om,  var  muligheden  for  en  militær
konfrontation  mellem  NATO  og  Rusland  i  denne  ekstremt
anspændte situation. Det viser, at de ikke spekulerede på, om
vi havde beviser, om de var blevet verificeret. Ved vi det?”
De anmodede ikke om en undersøgelse, men de hoppede blot til
konklusionen og gav Rusland skylden.

Jeg mener dette må analyseres, for det viser simpelthen, at i



tider med utilsigtede hændelser eller forhold, kan det gå
galt, hvis vi ikke bevæger os i en anden retning og udvikler
en sikkerhedsarkitektur, hvor en sådan potentiel udslettelse
af menneskeheden kan forhindres; Dette bør virkelig udgøre et
varselssignal for alle, der ikke er fuldstændige idioter, om
at  vi  helt  klart  skal  gå  i  den  retning,  som  Schiller
Instituttet har påpeget siden april i år, nemlig at vi har
brug  for  en  ny  international  sikkerheds-  og
udviklingsarkitektur, som tager hensyn til alle verdens landes
interesser, baseret på principperne i den Westfalske Fred.

Der er i kølvandet på sagen naturligvis krav om en grundig
undersøgelse. Nu er der ligefrem røster, der taler om, at det
måske var en provokation. Der er endda politikere i Polen, som
udtaler, at Warszawa er nødt til fuldstændigt at genoverveje
sin strategi i forhold til Ukraine. Så jeg er ikke i stand til
at  besvare  disse  spørgsmål  nu,  for  det  er  naturligvis  af
største vigtighed, og man skal være ekstremt grundig for at
finde ud af præcis, hvad der skete.

Nu  var  det  sandsynligvis,  som  alle  tegn  vidner  om,  et
sovjetisk produceret russisk missil, som Ukraine bruger, men
hvem der affyrede dette missil, og var det et uheld, eller var
det  en  provokation,  det  er  endnu  uvist.  Jeg  finder
politikernes opførsel absolut skandaløs, og de medier der løj,
på trods af at det fra USA’s præsident allerede var blevet
afkræftet;  jeg  synes,  at  folk  egentlig  burde  smide  disse
aviser væk og i virkeligheden indse, hvor farlige de er som et
redskab til geopolitisk krigsførelse.

SCHLANGER: Da det først blev klart, at det ikke var et russisk
affyret  missil,  er  det  interessant,  hvordan  diskussionen
fortsatte:  Stoltenberg  sagde,  at  det  fortsat  er  Ruslands
skyld.  Der  var  denne  skøre  Anne  Applebaum  fra  Atlantic
Council, der sagde, at det er ligegyldigt, hvad der skete: Det
er Ruslands skyld. Der fulgte et yderligere skift til dette
argument om, at vi nu er nødt til at spendere flere penge på
Ukraine, de har brug for et bedre luftforsvarssystem. Helga,



du  har  en  Schiller  Institut-konference  på  vej  den  22.
november, som virkelig får større betydning nu som følge af
denne  hændelse,  ikke  sandt?  [“Stop  faren  for
atomkrig”:  https://schillerinstitute.nationbuilder.com/confere
nce_20221122]

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Jo, for det viser ganske enkelt, at vi, som vi
drøftede på den sidste Schiller-konference den 5. november,
hvor  denne  ekstremt  vigtige  korte  video  blev  fremvist,
virkelig er ved at finde ud af, hvad der rent faktisk ville
ske under atomare krigsforhold: Når denne tingest først er
udløst, har man højst 10 minutter, eller absolut maksimalt 10
til 15 minutter, før et angreb meddeles, og i bund og grund er
atomvåbenarsenalet ramt; 2 minutter til at identificere det,
30 sekunder til at den amerikanske præsident kan beslutte,
hvad han skal gøre – nogle få minutter – hvis vi kommer ind i
denne form for dynamik, så burde folk have søvnløse nætter,
indtil vi har afklaret sagen.

Næste  tirsdag,  den  22.  november,  afholder  vi  den  tredje
Schiller-konference, som er et resultat af initiativet fra
latinamerikanske kongresmedlemmer. Det startede i oktober, og
derefter havde vi meget hurtigt endnu en konference, og nu har
vi den tredje, men i mellemtiden har disse kongresmedlemmer,
især to fra Mexico, udsendt en international opfordring til
alle valgte embedsmænd på internationalt plan og deres vælgere
om  at  etablere  en  ny  fredsbevægelse  af  verdensborgere.
[“Hastesag:  Stop  faren  for
atomkrig!”  https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/16/lette
r-to-current-and-former-legislators-of-the-world/] Det faktum,
at hvis man udkæmper en atomkrig, er det et anliggende for
hele menneskeheden, fordi det kan føre til den fuldstændige
ødelæggelse  af  hele  civilisationen,  og  det  gør  automatisk
enhver borger til en verdensborger, der har ret til at rejse
sig og erklære, at “dette må stoppe, så vi har brug for en
anden politik”.

Således vil vi have adskillige parlamentarikere fra Mexico,
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Peru, Argentina, Brasilien og også nogle folk fra Europa med;
også nogle af de mennesker, der lige nu demonstrerer for en
afslutning på denne krig og indledende fredsforhandlinger. Det
bliver virkelig et meget betydningsfuldt møde med to paneler,
for det udvikler sig meget hurtigt, og vi er nødsaget til at
have to paneler. Jeg vil virkelig opfordre alle jer, der er
bekymrede over faren for atomkrig, til at deltage i denne
konference,  for  vi  er  nødt  til  at  lægge  et  meget
virkningsfuldt alternativ på bordet, hvilket er præcis hvad
jeg  tidligere  omtalte:  Vi  er  nødt  til  at  tvinge  verdens
regeringer  til  at  udarbejde  en  ny  international
sikkerhedsarkitektur, som ikke udelukker noget land. For hvis
man udelukker nogen, selv om det er en såkaldt autokratisk
stat (hvilket man også kan sige meget om), skal der tages
hensyn til alle, ellers fungerer det ikke!

Det er den store lære fra den Westfalske Fred, hvor folk
erkendte, at man er nødt til at tage hensyn til alle landes
interesser, hvis en fred skal være varig. Når man ikke gør
det, som det skete med Versailles-traktaten, fører det til den
næste krig: Det var den store forskel mellem den Westfalske
Fred  og  Versailles-traktaten,  at  den  ene  fred  etablerede
international ret som et fungerende organ af lovmæssighed,
mens Versailles-traktaten netop var kimen til den næste store
verdenskrig, der skulle opstå.

Vi vil diskutere dette, og vi vil også præsentere brugbare
foranstaltninger, der kan iværksættes for at afholde en sådan
traktatkonference. Så I burde virkelig deltage.

SCHLANGER:  Man  kan  tilmelde  sig  på  Schiller  Instituttets
hjemmeside
(https://schillerinstitute.nationbuilder.com/conference_202211
22); der er en boks og en tilmeldingsformular, som I kan
udfylde.

Resten er på engelsk:
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Now, you were mentioning the importance of the motion from
Ibero-America,  from  especially  the  Global  South:  It’s
interesting that this incident in Poland occurred during the
G20 conference, where there were clearly tensions between the
Global South and these so-called G7 nations. What’s your sense
of  what  came  from  there,  because  there  were  a  number  of
meetings between leaders—Xi Jinping was very active. How do
you think that conference went overall?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I think it showed several things. First of all,
the  developing  countries,  but  especially  the  host  country
Indonesia, they were very concerned that the so-called Western
countries would not just come and complain, and harass and
attack.  But  they  wanted  to  have  a  constructive  approach,
focussing  on  the  real  challenges  which  are  a  threat  to
humanity, which is naturally, the world food crisis. Beasley,
from  the  World  Food  Program,  said  this  is  the  worst
humanitarian  crisis  since  World  War  II,  what  we’re
experiencing right now. So they succeeded to a very large
extent.

There was still an effort to condemn Russia and so forth, but
it did not really function, because I think it has dawned on
at least the more intelligent people, that there is no way how
you can go back to the unipolar world. The multipolarity has
become a reality; the Global South is playing a much bigger
role, they want to overcome colonialism in its new form. And I
think that that is a completely new dynamic. That does not
mean that everybody in the Western establishment immediately
will  adapt  to  that,  because  they’re  arrogant,  and  if  you
listen to [EU foreign policy chief] Josep Borrell, who thinks
only  Europe  is  a  “garden”  and  the  rest  is  a  “jungle,”
naturally your ears are so full of flowers and whatever your
garden is growing that you can’t hear what people are saying!

But  the  reality  is  that  there  is  a  new  reality,  a  new
realignment, where 130, 140 countries have allied with the
Belt and Road Initiative. They’re forming new systems with the



BRICS countries, many more countries are applying to become
members of the BRICS—Argentina, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Turkey—so
there is a lot of motion to actually build a completely new
system  based  on  sovereignty,  the  five  principles  of
coexistence, the tradition of the Non-Aligned Movement, and
that is really the new dynamic.

Other  than  that,  I  think  quite  important  was  the  first
physical  meeting  between  President  Biden  and  President  Xi
Jinping,  at  least  since  Biden  has  been  President,  and
according to Foreign Minister Wang Yi, this meeting was a
breakthrough. We have to see; I’m always of the opinion, let
the deeds follow the words. But I think the fact that these
two people met for more than three hours is very important,
and one can only hope that this will constitute a lasting
shift  toward  cooperation  and  an  ending  to  this  extreme
confrontation which was going on.

Xi Jinping also met with about a dozen or more leaders, with
Macron, with Albanese from Australia, with Rutte from Holland,
and many others. And especially the meeting between Xi Jinping
and Macron reestablished the intention that the two countries
should work together. Then you had the Scholz visit to China
earlier.

So there are clear motions that there is a recognition that
you don’t get around China, because China is the locomotive of
the world economy. And all the other Asian countries, as well!
The only place where there is growth is Asia—it’s not Europe,
it’s not the United States.

It was quite interesting that the Indonesian President Joko
Widodo proudly announced the opening of the Jakarta-Bandung
High-Speed Railway at the occasion of Indonesia being the host
country of the G20. I think this is important, because the
developing countries look for cooperation with those countries
that bring them real development. They don’t want to have just
“democracy” and Sunday sermons, they want to have development,



and they go to the countries that bring them that.

In that sense, it would be the best, and that is the whole aim
of  the  Schiller  Institute,  we  want  the  United  States  and
European nations to cooperate with the Global South. There has
to be an equal footing, and the demands from the developing
sector  that  they  want  to  overcome  their  poverty,  that’s
legitimate! And if Germany and France and Japan, and other so-
called  “industrial”  countries,  that  are  almost  formerly
industrialized countries by now, they have to listen and they
have to come down from their high horse, and they should not
think they are so superior to everybody else—and that, in any
case, will not be accepted any longer.

So, I think with all caution, and the Polish missile event
shows you that caution is adequate, nevertheless, I think this
G20 meeting did reflect a change in the realities of the
world, and that’s a little step in the right direction.

SCHLANGER:  The  final  communiqué,  in  which  the  G7  nations
wanted it to be a condemnation of Russia, and it was obviously
a  compromise.  The  final  communiqué  said,  “Most  members
strongly condemned the war in Ukraine…” not even condemning
Russia. And it mentioned that “There were other views and
different  assessments  of  the  situation  and  sanctions.”
[http://static.kremlin.ru/media/events/files/en/-
u82esHnvQFdHOjV25AJg73rnLGEe8cK6.pdf] So, clearly if there was
an attempt behind the scenes to bully, it didn’t work.

Helga, going into this conference, you had a role to play: You
were able to bring to full consciousness the whole question of
the  Non-Aligned  Movement,  the  anti-colonial  movement.  Why
don’t you give us a little sense of what you did?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I participated in a very interesting conference
celebrating the 66 year commemoration of the Bandung-Belgrade-
Havana conferences, and celebrating a revival of the Spirit of
Bandung. This was a very interesting week-long conference: It
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started in Jakarta; it went to Bandung, it went to Surabaya,
and then from there to Bali. I unfortunately only participated
online,  but  nevertheless,  it  was  really  expressing  the
absolute  desire  of  the  developing  countries  to  end
colonialism,  and  that  spirit  was  very,  very  strong.

Now, some people also expressed that they think the West is
hopeless, that you have to have a unilateral agreement, just
don’t bother about the West any more. Now, I have argued many
times that I don’t think that is realistic, because if you do
not integrate at least the United States and hopefully many
European  countries,  at  least  the  continental  European
countries, it will not work! First of all, I don’t think the
West  would  collapse  as  peacefully  as  the  Soviet  Union
disintegrated  in  1991.  And  we  can’t  have  a  bloc-building
either: You can’t have a Global South plus Russia and China,
and a West, which decouples—I don’t think that that will work.
And I find it quite interesting, I just read an article by
Andrey Kortunov from the Russian International Affairs Council
(RIAC), who basically said the same thing. He thinks that to
construct any kind of world order without the United States
will not function, and unfortunately, that’s what it is—or not
“unfortunately.”  [https://www.rt.com/news/-
566635-andrey-kortunov-american-attempts/  ]

But we have to getting the United States, despite what Ray
McGovern  calls  the  MICIMATT,  Wall  Street,  the  big  banks,
BlackRock,  the  whole  conglomerate  of  economic-financial
interests  and  the  military-industrial  complex  conglomerate,
that is one reality, but that is not the entire United States:
We have farmers, we have people who are the real people and
they have obviously had a voice in the recent period, in the
campaign for Senate of Diane Sare in New York.

But I think just the last word on the G20, the Non-Aligned
Movement, I think the momentum is in Asia. I was also able to
give several interviews, Chinese TV, commenting on all these
things.  So  my  overall  impression  of  all  of  that  is,  the
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Westerners, so-called, would be really advised to stop being
so arrogant and just start to cooperate with the countries
that clearly have the historic momentum. If they don’t it will
be at their own expense, and in the worst case, Europe will go
to the sidelines of history and become a relic of one of these
civilizations that didn’t make it.

That’s not what we should aim for, so I’m more for a revival
of the spirit of Leibniz, that Europe and China should work
together, and develop all the countries in between: So that’s
my view.

SCHLANGER: Things are not so good in Josep Borrell’s “garden.”
The latest report from the European Central Bank shows that
there is an extreme period of crisis coming with the economy.
The  idiocy  of  the  Green  partners  in  the  German  coalition
government,  Baerbock  and  Habeck,  are  pointing  toward
accelerated deindustrialization. What does it look like in
Europe right now?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: We are going into a real hard fall and winter:
The prices of food and energy are already skyrocketing. Fuest,
who is the head of the Ifo economic institute in Munich just
said that in the medium term this is risking Germany as an
industrial location; the Mittelstand will be wiped out if the
policies of these Green ideologues, these absolutely anti-
human,  anti-growth  people,  [Foreign  Minister]  Baerbock  and
[Economic Minister] Habeck, if that is not quickly replaced,
Germany will cease to be an industrial nation.

And the ECB just put out a report saying that they’re between
a rock and a hard place, between quantitative tightening,
threatening  collapses  and  bankruptcies;  and  quantitative
easing, which threatens hyperinflation. There is no solution
within that system. This is why we are saying, we absolutely
need to have a new credit system, Glass-Steagall, national
bank, going back to the principles as the Bretton Woods system
was intended by Franklin D. Roosevelt, and unfortunately never



implemented because when FDR died, Truman and Churchill who
then finally designed the Bretton Woods. This is why many
developing countries don’t even like the word “Bretton Woods.”

But as Roosevelt intended it, to overcome the poverty and
increase the living standard of the entire world population,
that has to be put on the agenda, but naturally, I don’t think
it  will  function  with  this  present  leadership  of  the  EU,
because von der Leyen and ECB President Lagarde, and these
people, they are really the hard-core neoliberal—they’re like
the Honeckers of the neoliberal system. So, with them it will
not function. We need some other motion.

SCHLANGER: Especially given the context of the war danger, as
well as the hunger crisis that David Beasley talked about,
maybe you want to say something more about that; but clearly,
the question of a failing architecture, which as you say, is
not going to fail peacefully, but could drag the world into
war, does raise the question of what your husband, Lyndon
LaRouche, dedicated the last 50 years of his life to, which is
the creation of a new paradigm. And I think it’d be worthwhile
just discussing finally how this would work to further the so-
called “advanced sector”: the bankruptcy reorganization, the
credit system—this is something that’s not even discussed. We
just had an election in the United States, and none of this
was discussed!

Maybe you want to say something about the lack of a “red wave”
in the United States, in this context?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I think the expectation that the Republicans
would take over with a sweeping victory did not come true.
Then Trump’s candidates didn’t win in many places. Now the big
talk is about Florida Governor DeSantis, who is really linked
to the neoliberal Austrian school of economics.

Right now, I think the United States, it really shows that
what my late husband had said about the party system, that it



does not function—he actually called it the “potty system.”
And, of course, George Washington at the end of his term,
warned against the parties, saying they tend not to be in the
interest  of  the  nation,  but  in  the  lobby  interests,  the
specialist groups. There is really no fundamental difference,
because if you now look at what Bannon as an adviser to Trump
is now doing in Mexico, lining up with the extreme rightwing
forces of Latin American continent.

I think we need, really, a revival of the American tradition,
and the only thing one could see in this recent election
campaign  was  the  fantastic  campaign  of  Diane  Sare,  who,
however, was completely defrauded of her vote! That should
also be noted: There’s this big story, you can’t say there was
vote  fraud  in  2020.  Well,  there  was  vote  fraud  for  sure
against Diane Sare. We have screen shots where she had at a
certain point over 50,000 votes, and then a few hours later,
the screen shot shows she had only 29,000 votes. She had
collected  more  than  66,000  signatures  to  even  be  on  the
ballot! So they didn’t even give her a third of those votes,
which is completely hilarious! She had all these groups that
were supporting her.

In any case, what that signifies is that there is a huge
divide between the population and the governments, and that is
becoming very clear in Europe as well, where you have more and
more  large  demonstrations:  People  taking  to  the  streets
because they don’t feel represented by the government, or the
parties like the Free Democratic Party, which really showed
its colors in the missile crisis. Who wants to be in the hands
of people like this German MP Strack-Zimmermann? This is a
Halloween kind of an idea.

What is really required is a completely different system,
whereby the common good is again on the agenda, and more and
more people from the so-called “normal people” have to take
responsibility and qualify themselves to know what should be
the economic policy, the foreign policy, the security policy,



education. And that requires exactly what we are trying to do
to create a movement of world citizens who basically say: We
will not allow our fate to be ruined by those few billionaires
who are controlling all the corporations; you know, BlackRock
is just one example, Vanguard, these things are like vultures
that are trying to suck the juice out of the economy, at the
expense of the people. That has come to a breaking point, and
we need, really, a mass movement of true state citizens. And
one occasion where that will be discussed is this coming week
at the next Schiller conference. So again, I invite you to
participate.

SCHLANGER:  Those  people  who  want  to  know  how  there’s  no
contradiction between being a patriot of your nation and a
world  citizen,  should  register  for  the  conference.  It’s
Nov.  22,  and  registration  is  available  at  the  Schiller
Institute  website:  https://schillerinstitute.-
nationbuilder.com/conference_20221122

Helga we’ve run out of time, so thank you very much for
joining us today, and we’ll see you hopefully again next week.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes, till next week.

https://schillerinstitute.nationbuilder.com/conference_20221122
https://schillerinstitute.nationbuilder.com/conference_20221122

