New York til LPAC:

Tak for, at I forsvarer
prasidentskabet.

LPAC kortvideo, 22. juni,
2017

»God eftermiddag, jeg er Michelle Fuchs fra LaRouche Political
Action Committee, der rapporterer 1live fra gaderne 1
Manhattan. Vi star her pd krydset mellem 32. Gade og Broadway,
pa Greeley Square, hvor vi fgrer kampagne til forsvar for
Donald Trumps administration imod kuppet og for en succes for
hans gkonomiske program, med LaRouches Fire Love. Jeg kan
rapportere, at vi har faet en masse stgtte her i dag, med
mange mennesker, der kommenterer, at de er glade for, at vi er
her, og at de paskgnner, at der kraves meget mod for at ggre
det, vi ggr.

En meget sgd dame rapporterede, at hun var glad for at finde
en organisation, fordi hendes mand mener, han er den eneste,
sa hun gnsker, han skal kontakte os.

Jeg vil opfordre jer til at ga med i LaRouche-bevagelsen og
hjelpe os med at uddele vores avis, ’'The Hamiltonian’, hjalpe
os med at fa opringninger ind til Kongressen og til Det Hvide
Hus til stgtte for denne administration og til forsvar for
denne nation. Slut for nu.«

Offentliggjort den 22. jun. 2017

LaRouche PAC organizers in Manhattan have been reporting a
sense of gratitude from the population when they see our
organizers, 1. Because we’ve got the guts to be on the street
defending the Presidency and 2. Because we pull no punches in
discussing the orchestrated coup against Trump. Here’s
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Michelle Fuchs on Greeley Square.

LaRouche: Det britiske
Imperium

bruger krig og penge til at
kontrollere nationer.
EIR-kortvideo, 20. juni, 2017

»Briterne har altid haft magt over os ved at fa os ind i krige
pa steder som Asien. Det er sadan, briterne kgrer verden; Det
britiske Imperium har magten over verden ved hjalp af krige,
pa samme made, som de fik imperiemagt, ved at fa Europas
tabelige nationer til at ga i krig med hinanden i den sdkaldte
70-3ars krig. 0g Europas fgrende nationer gik i krig mod
hinanden i 70 ar! Mens briterne stod pa sidelinjen og
opmuntrede processen og grinede. 0g sa, i februar af 1763, i
Freden i Paris, blev Det britiske Imperium erklaret som
imperiet for et privat selskab ved navn Britisk Ostindisk
Kompagni (British East India Company), og dette Britisk
Ostindisk Kompagni overtog, og blev til, Det forenede
Kongerige (UK), og har kegrt lige siden frem til dets moderne
modsvar — Britisk Ostindisk Kompagni gik selvfglgelig bankerot
i en senere periode, der blev indfgrt ®ndringer, som under
Victoria; men princippet forblev det samme: med en maritim
karakteristik, det var oprindelig bygget pa den maritime magt
over Middelhavet og bredte sig senere til Atlanterhavet. En
sgfartsmagt, der havde skabt magten over brugen af penge.
Magtgrundlaget var penge. Magten over penge, som en
imperieform. Al europaisk imperialisme, inklusive britisk


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/06/lyndon-larouche-britiske-imperium-bruger-krig-penge-kontrollere-nationer-eir-kortvideo-20-juni-2017/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/06/lyndon-larouche-britiske-imperium-bruger-krig-penge-kontrollere-nationer-eir-kortvideo-20-juni-2017/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/06/lyndon-larouche-britiske-imperium-bruger-krig-penge-kontrollere-nationer-eir-kortvideo-20-juni-2017/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/06/lyndon-larouche-britiske-imperium-bruger-krig-penge-kontrollere-nationer-eir-kortvideo-20-juni-2017/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/06/lyndon-larouche-britiske-imperium-bruger-krig-penge-kontrollere-nationer-eir-kortvideo-20-juni-2017/

imperialisme i dag, er ikke baseret pa et land-territorium,
men er baseret pa magten over penge. Disse penge kontrolleres
i realiteten af private interesser, af personer, der danner
samlinger af private interesser, og som etablerer kontrol over
penge, deres skabelse og management. 0g nationalstater er
underordnet denne internatonale pengekontrol. Det britiske
Imperium, der udvikledes ud af denne proces, er intet andet
end dette. Det er ikke et imperium, der bestar af befolkningen
i UK. Det er et imperium, der bestar af et internationalt
konsortium for denne type af interesser, hvis brug af magt
over penge bruges til at have magt over nationer.«

Offentliggjort den 20. juni, 2017.

Lyndon LaRouche at his best—the only statesman alive today who
pulls no punches identifying the British Empire. Here, an
excerpt from a September 2009 webcast.

This video is copyrighted by EIR News Service Inc. To
encourage the widest distribution possible, we encourage you
to spread it, repost it, and use it. We will only enforce our
copyright if the video is altered in any way other than strict
translation into another language or it is placed 1in a
context, which in our sole judgement is racist or defamatory
regarding any ethnic or religious group or person.

Den g¢globale Silkevej for
udvikling og fred — ’gar fra
idé til handling’

Leder fra LaRouche PAC, 7. juni, 2017 — I dag mgdtes den
kinesiske prasident Xi Jinping med Kasakhstans prasident
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Nursultan Nazarbajev, 1 Astana, hvor Xi, i september 2013,
havde annonceret sit forslag for initiativet for det
P@konomiske Silkevejsbalte. I en artikel, Xi skrev til sit
aktuelle besgg, sagde han, at forslaget med succes var gaet
»fra idé til handling«, og at det nu virker som et »globalt
offentligt gode«.

I dag i USA blev det samme iboende princip om offentligt gode
— et gode, der er for alle — fremlagt, som konceptet for at
genopbygge USA, i en prasentation af prasident Donald Trump, i
en tale pa bredden af Ohiofloden i Cincinnati.

Trump kravede en opgradering af amerikansk infrastruktur og
jobskabelse. Der 1a et fokus pa renovering af sluserne og
demningerne i Ohio-systemet og af alle USA’s indlands- og
kystvandvejes 12.000 miles. Han berettede om fortidige
amerikanske infrastrukturprastationer, inklusive byggeriet af
Hoover Dam pa fem ar, og Golden Gate-broen pa fire ar. Se pa
Erie-kanalen — som var New York-guverngren DeWitt Clintons
drgm. Thomas Jefferson, sagde Trump, mente ikke, det kunne
gores. Men sig det til en New Yorker, og han finder en made at
gore det pa! Trump sagde, »Vi var engang en nation af byggere

[Men] vi gegr det ikke langere .. Reparerer ikke engang ting
.« Det ma &ndres, sagde han.

Vores udfordring 1 USA er at lykkes med at frembringe
»handlings«-delen i »fra idé til handling«. Vi ma fremtvinge
en amerikansk friggrelse af Wall Street/City of Londons
kollapsende, monetariske rod og skabe betingelser for
bankvirksomhed, kredit og fremgang inden for produktivitet og
videnskab, der har til formadl at tjene nationen. I denne uge
har vi to initiativer inden for dette program.

For det fgrste vil en ny plan for USA blive udgivet af
LaRouchePAC’s Videnskabsteams medlem, Jason Ross, med titlen,
»En fremtidig platform for USA’s infrastruktur — case study:
New York« (se EIR, 9. juni, 2017). Ross har samarbejdet med
dr. Hal B.H. Cooper, transportingenigr, og andre, om



specifikke projekter for New York City, der er én stor
infrastrukturkatastrofe. I sin introduktion erkl®rer Ross, »Vi
indleder med at fremlagge lgsninger pa ignorerede spgrgsmal om
infrastrukturens rolle i gkonomien. 0g sdledes udstyret med
disse koncepter, gar vi frem mod USA’s nationale
infrastrukturbehov i lyset af internationale
infrastrukturudviklinger i Kina. 0g sluttelig vender vi
tilbage til New York City, i sammenhzng med byens nationale og
internationale placering, og diskuterer de ngdvendige, naste
stadier af dens infrastrukturudvikling, idet vi ser frem, ikke
10 eller 20 ar ind i fremtiden, men derimod flere
generationer.«

Det andet initiativ i denne uge er handlingen for den
ngdvendige forudsatning for, at denne gkonomiske sgsatning kan
finde sted — nemlig, genindfgrelsen af Glass/Steagall-loven
fra 1933 for at adskille og beskytte kommerciel bankpraksis
fra spekulationsvirksomhed, og som fungerede i 66 ar frem til
1999, hvor loven uretmassigt blev ophavet. To hovedsponsorer
af lovforslaget til genindfgrelse af Glass-Steagall (H.R. 790,
Loven om tilbagevenden til klog og forsigtig bankpraksis af
2017) 1 Reprasentanternes Hus — Marcy Kaptur (Dem.) og Walter
Jones (Rep.) — briefede i gar aftes Husets 'Rules
Committee’[1l] om ngdvendigheden af Glass-Steagall og behovet
for at fa en fair debat i Huset om lovens genindfgrelse.
Kapturs 8 minutter lange tale cirkulerer nu nationalt pa de
sociale medier.[2] Det forventes, at Kaptur vil forsvare den i
debatten den 8. juni 1 Husets sal om H.R. 10, Loven om det
finansielle VALG — en dum lov til Wall Streets fortsatte
lancering.

Der er ingen tid at spilde; farerne er mange. Med hensyn til
vores nationale infrastruktur, sa er vi gdet ind i en
forfaldsfase a la »Minneapolis-broen«, som refererer til
katastrofen for 10 ar siden (1. august, 2007), da en bro over
Mississippifloden pludselig kollapsede midt i myldretiden og
drebte 13 mennesker og sarede yderligere 145 i kollapset. Det



kunne ske, ikke alene i USA, men hvor som helst, og hvornar,
det skal vere, i hele landet.

P& den internationale scene er situationen i Sydvestasien
kaotisk, kompliceret og farlig. I dag angreb terrorister det
iranske parlament, med 12 dgde til fglge. Som den russiske
prasident Putin gentog i sit kondolencebrev til det iranske
folk, sa& »bekrafter angrebene endnu engang ngdvendigheden af
at intensivere internationalt samarbejde om bekampelse af
terror«.

Video: Marcy Kaptur briefer Husets ’Rules Committee’ om
lovforslag til genindforelse af Glass-Steagall, H.R. 790, der
gnskes bragt til afstemning 1 salen.

Foto (Kasakhstans regering): Kasahkstans prasident Nursultan
Nazarbajev modes med formand for Folkerepublikken Kina, Xi
Jinping, 6. april, 2013.

[1] I Reprasentanternes Hus har komiteen ansvaret for reglerne
for, at andre lovforslag kommer til afstemning i salen. (-
red. )

[2] Se: Reinstate Glass-Steagall To Restore ‘Golden Age’ of
American Growth

'"VERDEN SER MEGET ANDERLEDES
UD FRA KINA’
Af Helga Zepp-LaRouche.
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»Tenk ud over kassen!«

Torsdag, 1. juni, 2017 - Under en telefonkonference med
medarbejdere diskuterer Helga Zepp-LaRouche, stifter af det
internationale Schiller Institut, sin seneste rejse til Kina,
hvor hun var inviteret til at deltage 1 det historiske Balt &
Vej Forum 1 Beijing, 14.-15. maj, 2017. Zepp-LaRouche
forteller, hvor dramatisk anderledes, verden ser pa Trumps
presidentskab, 1 modsatning til de hysteriske, vestlige
mainstream-medier. »Tenk ud over kassen,; resten af verden er
allerede tradt frem og gar fremad. «

Helga Zepp-LaRouche: Jeg vil gerne sikre mig, at I far et
forstehandsindtryk af min rejse fra mig, for jeg mener, den
absolut verste fejltagelse, vi kunne bega, ville vare at
respondere til den absolut utrolige psykologiske krigsfgrelse,
der kommer fra de amerikanske mainstream-medier og de
neoliberale medier i Europa, sasom Spiegel Online, med dets
chefredaktgr-indlag, som virkelig var helt ved siden af
alting! Det star helt klart, at folk, der primart baserer sig
pa disse medier, har en komplet, 100 % ’'s forkert idé om, hvad
kendsgerninger er i det, der foregar. Det bgr vi virkelig fa
ud af hovedet og ikke forsgge at svgmme inden i fiske-
glasbowlen med et kunstigt skabt miljg. For ud fra mit
synspunkt, sa ser verden meget anderledes ud.

For det fgrste, som jeg allerede har sagt, og nu gentager: Med
Belt & Vej Forum har verden pa dramatisk vis konsolideret
begyndelsen af en ny @ra, og jeg tror slet ikke pa, at dette
vil forsvinde, med mindre Tredje Verdenskrig skulle indtraffe;
for stgrstedelen af verden bevager sig pa en fuldstandig
frigjort made. Fgrst og fremmest var dette den konference pa
det hgjeste niveau, jeg nogensinde har deltaget i. Der var 28
statsoverhoveder, der talte efter tur, og Xi Jinpings tale var
selvfglgelig fuldstendig fremragende, og I bgr absolut lytte
til den, hvis I har tid, for det var en meget, meget
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konfuciansk tale, der pd en meget klar made satte tonen for
denne todages konference. Sa lyt til den, nar I har tid.

[https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mx mE951GzI]

(Engelsk udskrift af talen her:
http://news.xinhuanet.com/english/2017-05/14/c 136282982.htm)

Maden at forsta, hvad det er, der finder sted, er virkelig at
tenke pa, hvad denne organisation, og Lyn[don LaRouche] i
serdeleshed, har gjort i de seneste nasten 50 ar. Fgrste gang,
da Lyn 1 1971 erkendte betydningen af nedtagningen af Bretton
Woods-systemet, og dernast alle de mange, mange ting, vi har
gjort i de seneste mere end 40 ar; da Lyn kom hjem fra det
irakiske Ba'ath Partis jubilaum i 1975, og han foreslog den
Internationale Udviklingsbank (IUB)[i], der skulle formidle en
ny, gkonomisk verdensorden; den kendsgerning, at vi, i et helt
ar, ferte kampagne for denne IUB-idé, som dernast blev en del
af Den Alliancefri Bevagelses Colombo-resolution i Sri Lanka i
1976; dernast, da vi i slutningen af '70'erne arbejdede sammen
med Indira Gandhi om en udviklingsplan over 40 ar for
Indien.[ii] Allerede i '76’ udgav vi en hel bog om Afrikas
industrialisering.[iii] Vi arbejdede sammen med den mexicanske
prasident, José Lopez Portillo om »Operation Juarez«.[iv] Vi
udgav en 50-ars Basal Udviklingsplan for Stillehavsomradet.[v]
Lyn havde allerede i '75' foreslaet Oasis-planen.[vi] 0Og sa,
selvfglgelig, da [Berlin]Muren faldt, og Sovjetunionen gik 1
oplgsning, foreslog vi den Produktive Trekant[vii] og den
Eurasiske Landbro.[viii]

Alle disse forslag![ix] Tank blot pa de mange, mange
aktiviteter, vi lavede, konferencer pa alle fem kontinenter,
alt dette var pa idé-planet, pa program-planet — men fgrst
efter, at Xi Jinping satte den Nye Silkevej pa dagsordenen i
2013, og med de andelgse udviklinger i de fire ar, der er
gdet, med Et Balt, én Vej (OBOR), er disse ideer nu ved at
blive til virkelighed! Lampens and er sluppet ud!
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Nar vi nu ser diskussionen om den Bi-oceaniske Jernbane
[Sydamerika] og tunneller og broer, der skal forbinde
Atlanterhavet og Stillehavet omkring Sydamerika, og vi ser
alle disse jernbanestrazkninger, der nu abnes i Afrika — dette
er uden fortilfalde! Det var ikke IMF (Den internationale
Valutafond) eller Verdensbanken, der gjorde det! De
undertrykkede det med deres ’'betingelsespolitik’. Men, med
Asiatisk Infrastruktur-Investeringsbank (AIIB), den Nye
Udviklingsbank (’BRIKS-banken’), den Nye Silkevejsfond, den
Maritime Silkevejsfond, de direkte investeringer fra Kinas
Exim Bank, Kinas statsbank, skrider alle disse projekter nu
fremad, og de har fuldstendig ®ndret alle de deltagende landes
holdning og selvtillid.

Maden, hvorpa man i Kina ser pa prasident Trump, er absolut
anderledes end det, medierne forsgger at sige. Kineserne er
meget positive mht. Trump, pa samme made, som man i Rusland
mener, at Trump er en person, man absolut kan have et
anstendigt forhold til, og dét er virkeligheden.

Glem medierne! Glem disse presse-horer, der faktisk ikke er
andet et Det britiske Imperiums prostituerede. Lad vare at
lytte til, hvad de siger, og giv heller ikke de mennesker, I
taler med, lov til det.

Da Trump lovede $1 billion i infrastrukturinvesteringer,
gjorde han det rette, og vi fremlagde det rette program, da vi
sagde, at USA md tilslutte sig Silkevejen, og dét, og intet
andet, bgr vaere vores fokus. Alt andet bgr vere et underordnet
aspekt af dette. Dette er, hvad der er strategisk vigtigt, og
det faktum, at chefen for China Investment Corp. Ding Xuedong
sagde, det er ikke $1 billion, men $8 billion, som USA har
brug for, rammer absolut plet; og I ved det selv fra den
forfatning, som vejene og infrastrukturen i hele USA befinder
sig 1i.

Sa det faktum, at samme organisation nu har abnet et kontor i
New York, hvor de radgiver kinesiske investorer om, hvordan de



skal investere 1 USA, og vice versa, hvordan amerikanske
investorer kan investere 1 Kina; det faktum, at kineserne er
inviteret til at deltage 1 denne infrastruktur-konference 1
juni; alt dette gar absolut i den rigtige retning.

Det, der fandt sted i Balt & Vej Forum og de mange mgder, jeg
havde bagefter — jeg tilbragte trods alt to fulde uger 1
Beijing, 1 Nanjing, i Shanghai - mange af disse ting
rapporterer jeg ikke om, for det er blot ting, der er i gang,
men det er det faktum, at, i de mange interviews, de mange
citater og det generelle synspunkt — I kan spgrge Kasia og
Stefan Tolksdorf, eller Bill Jones, for den sags skyld — vi
blev behandlet med den stgrste respekt. Jeg mener, folk er
fuldt ud bevidste om Lyns betydning som en teoretiker inden
for fysisk gkonomi; hans ideer er hgjt respekterede, og folk
behandlede os, som vi burde blive behandlet, nemlig som
mennesker, der har helliget hele deres liv til menneskehedens
almene vel. Dette star i absolut stark kontrast til den
darlige behandling, vi normalt far fra de neoliberale i det
transatlantiske omrade.

Man bgr forsta, hvad disse angreb pa Trump gar ud pa, hvad de
skal ggre; det er for — det er sa vanskeligt for ham at
fokusere pa det positive aspekt, og dem er der en hel del af,
inklusive hans arbejdsrelation med Rusland og Kina, som rent
strategisk er det vigtigste; sa han grundlaggende set i stedet
ma forsvare sig, og alle mener, de ma bruge al deres tid pd at
forsvare sig. Taenk blot tilbage, for de af jer, der var her
dengang, hvordan vores liv som organisation ®ndrede sig efter
angrebet i 1986. Frem til dette tidspunkt var vi alle
positive, vi vandt primarvalg 1 Illinois, vi overvejede at
skabe tre, private universiteter, for vi havde et netvaerk af
henved 100 professorer, der gnskede at gennemfgre Lyns ideer 1
form af et pensum 1 universiteter.

0g efter angrebet 1 1986([x], udfert af det samme apparat, der
nu gar efter Trump, matte vi bruge alle disse penge pa
advokater, og vi matte forsvare os, og det &ndrede fuldstandig



organisationens liv, og det er, hvad de nu forsggerat ggre
imod Trump!

Sa lad vare med at falde for det. Den idé, at vi er ved at
tabe, er helt forkert! Menneskeheden er pa vej fremad, og vi
ma fad den amerikanske befolkning til at skabe den form for
grobund, sa gennemfgrelsen af infrastrukturprogrammet som
forste skridt kommer pa dagsordenen, og pa alles tanker, og
intet andet.

Jeg ville blot sige dette, for ud fra indledende diskussioner,
jeg havde 1 dag, fik jeg indtryk af, at folk ligger for meget
under for det, og selv om Europa stadig er i EU-kommissionens
greb, jeg mener, hvis Merkel gnsker at vare leder af det frie
Vesten — glem det. Macron har netop haft et meget fremragende
mgde med Putin, der satte betingelser for en hjertelig
relation med Rusland! Dette er ikke, hvad Merkel og Obama
havde lagt op til, da Obama talte pa den protestantiske kirkes
kirkedag, men Merkel er temmelig isoleret.

Se jer omkring 1 Europa: Macron sendte Raffarin, den tidligere
premierminister, til Balt & Vej Forum, og som holdt en
fremragende tale om, hvorfor Kina og Frankrig ma samarbejde.
Gentiloni fra Italien sagde, at Kina og Italien vil samarbejde
om Afrikas wudvikling. Alle gsteuropaerne; Tsipras
[Grekenland], Serbien, Ungarn, Tjekkiets Zeman, Orban [Ungarn]
— alle disse personer var absolut entusiastiske over Bazlt &
Vej-initiativet. 0g nu, selv Tyskland; det viser, at tysk
industri faktisk er ved at fatte det, at det er i deres
interesse at samarbejde om joint ventures i tredjelande,
sammen med Kina. S3 jeg tror, selv Tyskland vil skifte mening.

Det er min faste overbevisning, at, ved dette ars afslutning,
vil det hele se helt anderledes ud, for perspektivet for
udvikling er sa smittende, at jeg tror, at alle Det britiske
Imperiums bestrabelser pa at smide en svensknggle [1i
maskineriet], ikke vil virke!



Sa sats pa vinderperspektivet, sats pa det bedste perspektiv,
tenk strategisk: 0g indse, at det, der finder sted, i mange,
mange udviklingsprojekter i hele verden, i realiteten er det,
som denne organisation har kempet for 1 nasten et halvt
arhundrede. Det ville jeg blot fortazlle jer, for det varste,
vi kunne ggre, er at se pa det inde fra USA, inde fra kassen,
nar hele verden pd afggrende vis er tradt ud af kassen, med
Belt & Vej Forum, der ikke lader sig standse af noget som
helst. 0g det er mit synspunkt, som jeg g@gnskede at
videreformidle.

(Herefter folger Spergsmal og Svar, 1 uddrag, med den
efterfolgende diskussion pa engelsk)

Diane Sare: Jeg ved, du skal skane din stemme, men vil du have
en diskussion?

Zepp-LaRouche: Hvis folk har uafklarede spgrgsmal, hold jer
ikke tilbage.

Spgrgsmal: Hej, Helga, her er Mindy. Dette er ganske klart og
det er godt at hgre det fra dig, pa en made, for vi ser pa,
hvad vi gjorde pa Beijing-topmgdet, kineserne her kender CIC,
og dernast det forestdende juni-topmgde og G20-topmgdet i
juli, hvor Putin og Xi og Trump vil vere til stede; og vores
rolle, og Lyns og din rolle har varet — vi har opndet meget,
og nu skal vi bare ga fremad for virkelig at bringe USA ind i
et optimistisk syn og knuse denne fjende og satse pa det, pa
meget kort tid.

Zepp-LaRouche: Pracis. jeg mener, potentialet absolut er til
stede, diskussionerne mellem Xi Jinping og Trump er meget
gode; udnavnelsen af den nye ambassadgr [til Kina] Branstad
udggr nu en yderligere kanal. Der er den igangvarende
kommission, der blev oprettet pa Mar-a-Lago, med fokus pa
gkonomien, og vi bgr forstarke dette. Jeg mener, det er
vigtigt, at vi far hele landet ind i en fornemmelse af en
kampagnemobilisering, for vi vil ikke overlade denne kamp til



de britiske agenter, der forsgger at gdelagge denne chance for
at fa USA ind sammen med denne udvikling.

Det fordrer virkelig, at vores organisation er fuldstandig
klarhjernet og simpelt hen viser folk vejen. 0g vejen er, at
USA gar med i Silkevejen. Vi md fa veje bygget, ved I nok. Vi
ma fa havne og nye byer. USA befinder sig i en forfalden
tilstand, det ved I alle, og kineserne har absolut indikeret,
at de har til hensigt og er villige til at investere. Tag blot
det faktum, at Detroits Symfoniorkester nu turnerer 1 Kina,
jeg tror, det er i fem byer, de giver koncert — Detroit, af
alle steder! Sa den rette hensigt er der, og vi bgr blot
forstaerke den.

Giv ikke folk lov at vare pessimistiske i blot ét enkelt
sekund! Fortal dem, at pessimisme er en sygdom. Det bgr ikke
tolereres.

Foto: Helga Zepp-LaRouche sammen med varten og den anden gast
pa Tv-showet Dialog med Yang Rui under sin deltagelse i Balt &
Vej Forum 1 Beijing, 14.-15. maj, 2017.

Q: It's Margaret Scialdone, I have a question about —

right after the Beijing conference we had initiated a petition
that went along with a marvelous little video by Jason, and
the

petition was called “Suck It Up and Move On” — a petition to
Congress. I found it very refreshing. I thought it had the
right

kind of bite to it. So I think it sort of dwindled, it hasn’t
been pushed or anything like that; but I'm wondering if we
should

have a renewed initiative to really use this attitude to
mobilize

people. Or, if you think that we ought to come out with a new
wording, or new title or something like that?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I have not seen the video, or if it’s the

one I saw, my memory 1is overshadowed by many, many



impressions,

so — maybe it would be good to make a short new one, because
I

think this video was made before the Belt and Road conference?
Am I correct?

Q: It was done, I think two days after it.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: If it kept to what I just expressed before,
then we should use it, and if not, it should probably be
updated.

But if you say it’s already in there, then use it, and maybe
make

another one in the next days, but go with it now.

SARE: I think it definitely could be updated. This dynamic

is completely new, and it is foreign to Americans, the sense
that

you’'re conveying. I think that Americans would have a very
hard

time imagining anyplace where Trump is viewed with respect and
optimism. And if there’s billions of people in China, Russia,
and otherwise, who think that, Americans don’t know it.
ZEPP-LAROUCHE: What people say is that they’re very, very
happy that it’s not Obama or Hillary, because they knew
perfectly

where this would have led to. So people — and the fact that
Xi

Jinping and Trump got along well is really important. It'’s
not

only important for Trump to say to his supporters in
Harrisburg,

that Xi is “great guy” and he gets along well with him, it
also

the other way around. When Xi Jinping gets along well with
Trump, then this is very important for all the Chinese.

Q: Hi, this is Susan Director. I think that what you're
saying today, Helga, could be made into a very powerful audio
to

post on the website, today. Because, the intensity of your

’

S



presentation is the kind of thing that will 1ift people up and
pull them into action.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Then put it on! Tiramisu! Tiramisu! Pull

me up!

Q: This is Evelyn in Houston, and it struck me, when Robert
Mueller was appointed as a Special Prosecutor, who also headed
the Get LaRouche task force, that the best flank on the attack
on

Trump and also on the economic question, would be for us to
call

again for the exoneration of Lyn. Because it was the same
network, that attacked him, and for the same reasons, because
they

don’t want Trump to go with Lyn’s policies.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes, I agree. That is one of the moral

stains on the history of the United States, and it absolutely
should be done. I fully agree. Remember that Ramsey Clark
said

that Lyn’s case was the worst violation of justice in U.S.
history. I think people can find the exact formulation of
what

he said and use it. And I think it’s very useful, because it
{is} the same network.

But while we should say it, I still think we should focus on
the positive thing, because it is the same network, and we
should

do it, but more importantly, or not more importantly, but the
angle with which to go about it is to say, the world has moved
in

a completely different direction, and what the mainstream
media

are doing is sort of the last battles of a war which they have
been lost already by them. Maybe you could find some
appropriate battle from the Civil War — aren’t there some
battles where the British were still making some noises but



they
were defeated, I mean, the Confederates —

SARE: In the War of 1812, they had surrendered but people

were still fighting in different places long after, not
knowing

somehow.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yeah, why don’t you use that as an image?

SARE: That’s a nice image!

If there’s nothing else, I think this is excellent. I think
we can put this to good use. We should get this up on the
website, and then we’ll have a lot to talk about on Sunday,
after

our success.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: OK, very good!
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[x] Helga henviser her til de falske anklager om bedrageri
imod Lyndon LaRouche, som var politisk motiverede. LaRouche
blev idemt 15 ars fangsel, men lgsladt i 1994. Tretten af hans
medarbejdere blev ligeledes idemt fengselsstraffe pa falske
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Helga Zepp-LaRouche pa

kinesisk Tv 1 diskussion om
Balt & Vej; 28 min.

BALT & VEJ-INITIATIVET:
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VORT ARHUNDREDES AFGORENDE
PROJEKT

EIR-video, 9. maj, 2017:

Helga Zepp-LaRouche: ’'Hvis vi kan overbevise prasident Trump
om at tage imod tilbuddet om at ga sammen med Kina og de andre
nationer omkring den Nye Silkevej, sa kan han blive en af de
storste presidenter i USA’s historie.’ Dette initiativ, Balt &
Vej-initiativet, blev officielt lanceret af Kina 1 2013. Det
er en politik for gensidigt fordelagtig
infrastrukturkonnektivitet, for faelles udviklingsprogrammer.
Forelebig omfatter programmerne og de igangverende arbejder
flere end 60 nationer og bergrer flere end 4 milliard
mennesker — flertallet af menneskeheden — og med planer om
infrastrukturinvesteringer til $20 billion. Dette er et enormt
projekt. Disse programmer har potentialet til at fjerne
fattigdom pa planeten inden for én generation; fuldstendigt og
totalt at fjerne lokal fattigdom overalt.

Jason Ross:

»Det ville vare den stgrste fejltagelse nogensinde, hvis USA
ikke benyttede sig af Balt & Vej Forum, der finder sted 1
Beijing, Kina, om en uge (14.-15. maj) — den stgrste
fejltagelse nogensinde. Denne begivenhed vil samle
reprasentanter fra over 100 nationer, inkl. den direkte
deltagelse af nasten 30 statsoverhoveder, og man vil diskutere
vor generations stgrste projekt: Balt & Vej-initiativet.

Forelgbig er der ingen meddelelse om, eller noget, der peger
pa, at prasident Trump eller andre reprasentanter for USA vil
deltage, men:

(Helga Zepp-LaRouche)

"Hvis vi kan overbevise prasident Trump om at tage imod
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tilbuddet om at ga sammen med Kina og de andre nationer
omkring den Nye Silkevej, sa kan han blive en af de storste
presidenter 1 USA’s historie.’

Dette initiativ, Balt & Vej-initiativet, blev officielt
lanceret af Kina i1 2013. Det er en politik for gensidigt
fordelagtig infrastruktur-konnektivitet, for falles
udviklingsprogrammer. Forelgbig omfatter programmerne og de
igangverende arbejder flere end 60 nationer og bergrer flere
end 4 milliard mennesker — flertallet af menneskeheden — og
med planer om infrastrukturinvesteringer til $20 billion. Det
udger 2 til 3 gange den investering, det ville krave totalt at
genoplive den amerikanske infrastruktur. Det udggr 20 gange de
$1 billion, som Trump forelgbig har kravet. Dette er et enormt
projekt. Disse programmer har potentialet til at fjerne
fattigdom pa planeten inden for én generation; fuldstandigt og
totalt at fjerne lokal fattigdom overalt. I 1lgbet af de
seneste par artier har Kina allerede undergdet en fanomenal
udvikling,

(udenrigsminister Rex Tillerson)

’Kina begyndte virkelig at feole sig entusiastisk pa det
tidspunkt, og med rette, de har opnaet meget; de har flyttet
500 millioner kinesere vek fra fattigdom o0g 1ind
middelklassestatus.’

(president Trump)

"0g jeg havde et langt mede med Kinas president i Florida, og
vi havde lange, lange diskussioner, i mange, mange timer. Han
er en god mand.’

Kina springer fremad med sin egen udvikling og arbejder sammen
med sine naboer gennem kinesiske investeringer, gennem staten,
gennem foretagender, o0g gennem ny finansiering gennem
institutioner som Asiatisk Infrastruktur-Investeringsbank
(AIIB), Den Nye Udviklingsbank (BRIKS-banken) og
Silkevejsfonden, som alle er mekanismer, der er skabt efter



2013; og store projekter i1 enorm skala er nu mulige.
(Richard Trifan)

"Dette er et historisk projekt, som I alle ved; det er
sandsynligvis den storste, globale prastation, der er analog
med vores ekspansion ud i rummet og til Manen og andre
planeter. Det er sandsynligvis det mest omfattende initiativ,
som mange nationer vil samarbejde omkring.’

Lad os foretage en rundtur. Med udgangspunkt i Asien er der
seks udviklingskorridorer, som Kina har foreslaet, for veje,
jernbaner, vandveje, elektricitet, kommunikation, sammen med
bled kommunikation, sasom uddannelse, falles toldsatser og
kulturelle udvekslinger. Disse korridorer er i gjeblikket
under opfgrelse i varierende grader. Lad os f. eks. se pa den
Pkonomiske Kina-Pakistan-korridor: den er i gjeblikket under
massiv opbygning; den vil bringe 10 gigawatt elektricitet til
Pakistan — det rakker til millioner af mennesker, 10 millioner
eller mere — en ny havn i Gwadar (ud til Oman Golfen), med
hundrede tusinder af jobs undervejs, blot for dette ene
byggeprojekt, og generelt mere udenlandsk investering 1
Pakistan, end denne nation samlet set har fdet i de sidste par
artier.

Lad os se pa havet: Det 21. Arhundredes Maritime Silkevej, som
bl.a. omfatter at udgrave en kanal gennem Kra-landtangen 1
Thailand. Dette er et enormt og ngdvendigt projekt for at
aflaste det overtrafikerede Malaccastrade, og for at bringe
gkonomiske muligheder til Thailand og Sydgstasien generelt.
Denne idé, der har varet foresldet i artier, har nu en reel
mulighed for at blive bygget inden for det nuvaerende arti.

Den Eurasiske Landbro, der nar til Europa, transporterer
stadigt voksende mangder af jernbanegods, med togafgange for
godstog mod vest, der dagligt ankommer 1 Europa og vender
tilbage til Kina med europaiske varer.

Hvis vi ser pa Afrika, sa har vi for nylig set abningen af



Addis Abeba-Djibouti jernbanen som blot et enkelt eksempel pa
den meget patrangende ngdvendige udvikling, som nu er mulig;
som nu finder sted i1 Afrika, hvor investering i infrastruktur
og industri og landbrug nu nar nye hgjder, det meste af det
fra Kina.

Hvis vi bevager os mod gst, krydser vi Beringstradet og
beveger os fra Asien og ind i Nordamerika, fra Rusland til
Alaska. En rute over land, der muligggres af denne
Beringstredeforbindelse, vil vare hurtigere end transport med
skib, og g@r det muligt at udvikle omradet langs ruten. Det
Arktiske Omrade har enorme resurser, der i gjeblikket er
nesten fuldstendigt utilgengelige. Byggeriet af den ngdvendige
infrastruktur og selveste Beringstradeforbindelsen vil vare en
storstilet infrastrukturprastation. Dernest vil et
genopbygget, amerikansk infrastrukturfundament, et netvark af
jernbaner, veje, en platform med ny, hgjdensitetskraftvarker,
kernekraft; havne, sluser, damninger; skoler og andre
offentlige bygninger og offentlige varker, ggre det muligt for
USA at opna et nyt produktivitetsniveau, og have mere at
bidrage med til verdenssamfundet og fa fordel af
verdenssamfundet.

Hvis vi nu bevager os sydpa, sa er der p.t. ingen
transportmuligheder over land fra Nord- til Sydamerika. Man
kan ikke kgre til Sydamerika — det er ikke muligt. Der er en
afbrydelse, kendt som Darien Gap. Nar vi endelig far bygget
denne forbindelse pa blot nogle fa dusin mil, vil vi endelig
forbinde de amerikanske kontinenter som helhed. I
Mellemamerika er ny finansiering, ogsa fra Kina, ligeledes i
ferd med at muliggegre en sekundar Panamakanal, kunne man sige,
med igangvarende byggeri og forberedelse i Nicaragua.

I Sydamerika er en bi-oceanisk korridor, der strakker sig fra
Peru til Brasilien, fra Stillehavet til Atlanterhavet via
Bolivia, pa planlagningsstadiet.

Sa stor en del af verden arbejder i gjeblikket sammen, med



felles udvikling og en falles fremtid med fremgang, verdighed
og videnskabelige prastationer som mal. Vil USA tilslutte sig?
Vi er blevet inviteret med dbne arme:

(Meifang Zhang)

’Sidst, men ikke mindst, vil jeg gerne citere Xi for at sige,
at Kina byder USA velkommen til at deltage 1 samarbejdet inden
for rammerne af Balt & Vej-initiativet .. Begge lande bor
virkelig gribe disse muligheder.’

Lad os tage imod denne invitation. Om et hundrede ar vil USA i
tilbageblik vaere sa lykkelig for, at vi gjorde det.«

STUDIEKREDS 4. mgdegang den
2. marts 2017,

og 5. mgdegang den 11. april
2017:

LaRouches larebog om gkonomi

Med nastformand Michelle Rasmussen.

Pdf af LaRouches gkonomibog findes her: i S& du egnsker at lare
alt om gkonomi?

Studiekreds 4. mgdegang den 2. marts 2017

Studiekreds 5. mgdegang den 11. april 2017
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Videoprasentation v/Jason
Ross;

dansk udskrift.

Vi gennemgar vi de fire
aspekter af

LaRouches Fire Love

Nar vi opererer skonomisk pa den made, der er karakteristisk
for den menneskelige art som helhed over lang, historisk tid,
over gkonomisk tid, kan vi fa enorm udvikling og omskabe vores
forhold til naturen. For at gore dette, er der nogle skridt,
der kraves; nogle aspekter af lovgivning og nogle specifikke
forslag til en politik. I denne brochure om Amerikas rolle 1
Silkevejen gennemgar vi de fire aspekter af LaRouches Fire
Love. Det forste skridt er en genindfeorelse af Glass-Steagall;
dette er den afggrende lov, som I netop hgrte blev rejst som
et sporgsmal under pressekonferencen i Det Hvide Hus. Dette
var Roosevelts politik, der opdelte bankerne 1 kommercielle
banker og investeringsbanker; som gjorde det muligt at fa
udlan ud til realskonomien pa en sikker made.

(Sidste halvdel af LaRouchePAC webcast, 10. mrs., start pa 25
min.)

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=37z9NfI NsO
(Se webcast forste del, ‘Hvorfor briterne hader Trump’, her).

Jason Ross: Det, du netop har gennemgaet, Mike, ggr det
virkelig meget klarere, hvorfor der er sa meget opposition til


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/03/larouchepacs-nye-digitale-brochure-larouches-fire-love-amerikas-fremtid-paa-silkevejen-gennemgang-del/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/03/larouchepacs-nye-digitale-brochure-larouches-fire-love-amerikas-fremtid-paa-silkevejen-gennemgang-del/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/03/larouchepacs-nye-digitale-brochure-larouches-fire-love-amerikas-fremtid-paa-silkevejen-gennemgang-del/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/03/larouchepacs-nye-digitale-brochure-larouches-fire-love-amerikas-fremtid-paa-silkevejen-gennemgang-del/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/03/larouchepacs-nye-digitale-brochure-larouches-fire-love-amerikas-fremtid-paa-silkevejen-gennemgang-del/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2017/03/larouchepacs-nye-digitale-brochure-larouches-fire-love-amerikas-fremtid-paa-silkevejen-gennemgang-del/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=J7z9NfI_Ns0
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=J7z9NfI_Ns0
http://schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=18303

det potentiale, vi har netop nu, som virkelig er enormt. Nogle
mennesker siger, at det Demokratiske Parti nu er en ulmende
ruinhob. Det er en ret god beskrivelse af det, synes jeg. At
de, i stedet for at tanke pa, hvilken politik, de bgr
forfglge, hvad deres mission burde vare, sa er det blevet til
en masse beskyldninger mod Rusland for alt muligt. Darligt
vejr? Giv Rusland skylden. Darligt valgresultat? Giv Rusland
skylden. Hacking af valget? Prasidentvalget var én. Hvad med
Senatet? Hvad med Huset? Hvad med delstatskongresserne? Hvad
med guverngr-skaberne i hele landet? Dette var generelt set
ikke noget godt valg for det Demokratiske Parti.

Tenk pa de muligheder, der kunne vare, mht. at samarbejde med
Trump-prasidentskabet om initiativer, der nu er mulige. Lad og
tage et eksempel. Dette er et klip fra pressekonferencen i gar
med Det Hvide Hus' pressesekretar, Sean Spicer. Manden, der
stiller spgrgsmal, er Newsmax’' John Gizzy. Det handler om
precis den form for samarbejde, som burde finde sted. Lad os
hgre:

John Gizzy: Tilbage under modet og Deres abningstale om
bankerne, i den sidste kampagne, forte kandidat Trump en hard
kampagne for en genindfgrelse af Glass/Steagall-loven, som
ville opsxtte en barriere mellem kommercielle banker og store
investeringsbanker. Den blev selvfglgelig ophavet 1 1999,
ophavelsen underskrevet af prasident Clinton. Senator Sanders
forte ogsa valgkampagne over dette, bemerkede, at det var 1
Republikanernes valgplatform i Cleveland, og sagde i1 december,
at han med glede ville arbejde sammen med Trump-
administrationen om genindfeorelse af Glass-Steagall.

Er der planer om, at presidenten skal mgdes med senator
Sanders? 0g er en ophevelse [han ville have sagt
»genindforelse«] af Glass-Steagall pa hans dagsorden?

Sean Spicer: Der er ingen aktuel plan om at mgde ham. Jeg er
sikker pa, at, som han har gjort med flere andre
kongresmedlemmer pa begge sider af midtergangen, et made vil



blive aftalt pa et tidspunkt. Vi har ikke noget pa bogen lige
nu, men her, han har vist — og jeg mener i dag, eller i gar,
var endnu et eksempel; 1 dag endnu et eksempel — hans
beredvillighed til at rakke over midtergangen, hans
beredvillighed til at se til begge kamre, og ikke blot 1
erhvervslivet, men ogsa fagforeninger og andre industrier,
hvor vi kan finde falles jordbund. Jeg mener, at, hvis senator
Sanders og andre gnsker at arbejde med Det Hvide Hus inden for
omrader, om mader til at forbedre finansindustrien, sa vil vi
gore det.

Gizzy: Er I stadig forpligtet over for at genindfore Glass-
Steagall?

Spicer: Ja.

Ross: Der var det! Det er atter blevet bekraftet ved en
pressekonference i Det Hvide Hus, at Trump officielt har
stottet Glass-Steagall. Dette er den mest afgerende lov, der
kan fa vort land pad fode igen. Vi er meget glade her i
LaRouchePAC; vi har netop udgivet en digital version af en
brochure om LaRouches Fire Love og Amerikas Fremtid pa
Silkevejen. Det kan vi se pad nu. Den vil ogsd blive udgivet pa
tryk for at komme ud i landet i titusinder af eksemplarer.
Det, vi her har sat sammen, er en introduktion, en gennemgang
af, hvor vi star i verden lige nu, og en detaljeret gennemgang
af politikken for LaRouches Fire Love.

De, der har fulgt vores webside, eller hvis man er en
nytilkommen, kan dette vare en introduktion. Hr. LaRouche
udgav 1 juni 2014 et politisk program, »Fire Love til USA’s
omgaende redning«, som, tilfgjede han, »ikke er en
valgmulighed, men en uopsattelig negdvendighed«. Nar vi ser pa
disse love, nar vi ser pa den idé, der udger den overordnede
ledetrad, sa ser vi, at der er en idé om, hvad det vil sige at
vere menneske. Dét er ngglen til dette. Hr. LaRouche
diskuterer dette mod slutningen, efter at have forklaret, hvad
de Fire Love er for love. Han beskriver Vernadskijs anskuelse
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(faktisk LaRouches egen anskuelse) af, hvad det vil sige at
veare menneske — om mennesket og skabelsen. Han forklarer, at
der er en idé, som man ma forsta, nar man tanker pa gkonomi
set fra et menneskeligt standpunkt.

Som Mike fremhazvede, sa er resurser for menneskene ikke noget,
vi finder i den vilde natur, ligesom en ko, der vandrer rundt
og leder efter gras eller noget klgver at spise. Vi skaber
resurser. Vi er den eneste art pa Jorden, der skaber resurser.
Faktisk, sa er de fleste af de resurser, som vi benytter i
dag, de fleste af de resurser, som vores liv foregar omkring,
de fleste af de betingelser, som vi lever 1, skabt, det er et
menneskeskabt miljg; det er menneskeskabte resurser.

Tenk pd alt det, der er en del af dit liv pa daglig basis.
Tenk pa elektriciteten; taenk pa de materialer, du kommer i
kontakt med. Disse er for det meste slet ikke naturlige i den
forstand, at de ikke er naturlige for en biologisk organisme
som mennesket. Det vil sige, de er ikke resurser for lad os
sige en flok chimpanser, eller sadan noget. Elektricitet, som
vi frembringer ved hjalp af kul; ved at tage et klippestykke
fra jorden og forvandle det til elektricitet, som vi Kkan
overfgre gennem tynde ledninger og bringe ind 1 hjem og
foretagender og fabrikker for at skabe bevagelse, for at
bringe lys, kommunikationer, varme, afkgling, alle disse ting.
Dette er en resurse, vi har skabt. Resursen uran; et
klippestykke 1 jorden, der nu er en kilde til utrolig energi
for os. De materialer, som vi bruger — metaller, substanser,
der aldrig har eksisteret nogetsteds pa Jorden, undtagen nar
vi skaber dem; plastik skabt af olie. Man finder ikke plastik
nogen steder 1 Jordens skorpe; man finder olie. Aluminium,
metallet, findes ikke pad planeten — undtagen maske pa en
meteorit; aluminium er en ren, menneskelig skabelse. Der
findes intet, ikke sa meget som et gram af det i Jordens
skorpe. Sa vi skaber resurser.

Nar vi opererer gkonomisk pa den made, der er karakteristisk
for den menneskelige art som helhed over lang, historisk tid,



over gkonomisk tid, kan vi fa enorm udvikling og omskabe vores
forhold til naturen. For at ggre dette, er der nogle skridt,
der kraves; nogle aspekter af lovgivning og nogle specifikke
forslag til en politik. I denne brochure om Amerikas rolle 1
Silkevejen gennemgar vi de fire aspekter af LaRouches Fire
Love. Det fgrste skridt er en genindfgrelse af Glass-Steagall;
dette er den afggrende lov, som I netop hgrte blev rejst som
et spgrgsmal under pressekonferencen i Det Hvide Hus. Dette
var Roosevelts politik, der opdelte bankerne i kommercielle
banker og investeringsbanker; som gjorde det muligt at fa
udlan ud til realgkonomien pa en sikker made. Hvor banker kun
var engageret i typiske lan og ejendomslan og den slags ting;
ikke i spekulativ investering. Nar banker ggr det, kan
regeringen forsikre dem. Med Glass-Steagall genindfgrt vil vi
gogre det muligt at fa finansiering derud til langfristede
projekter. Som de grafiske kort i dette afsnit indikerer, har
vi haft en enorm mengde — billioner af dollars; jeg mener, det
var $4,5 billion fra Federal Reserve (USA’s centralbank), og
lige sa meget eller mere fra den Europaiske Centralbank.
Enorme mangder penge er blevet skabt og sat ind 1
banksystemet; og nasten ingen af dem kommer ud 1
realgkonomien.

Sa hvis man skal forsgge at finansiere en gkonomisk
genrejsning, hvis man forsgger at skaffe kredit til
langfristede projekter, som at genopbygge damningerne, der er
forfaldne i hele landet; som at pabegynde byggeriet af et
hgjhastighedsjernbanenet; dette er projekter, der Kkoster
billioner. Men, billioner af dollars er blevet smidt ind 1
banksystemet, og de er ikke gdet til noget; de bliver bare
dér. Med Glass-Steagall ggr vi det muligt for banksystemet
igen at agere pa en langsigtet made; og vi skiller os fra
disse bankers bankerot. Lige nu er hele banksektoren ved at
nedsmelte totalt; en smule mere i Europa, ser det ud til, end
her, men det er en offentlig hemmelighed. Dette banksystem vil
ikke eksistere ret meget langere i verden. Hvad skal erstatte
det; og hvad vil grundlaget for den made, dette nye banksystem



opererer pa, blive?

Dette bringer os til den anden lov; en ny
nationalbankinstitution. Alexander Hamiltons principper, det,
han gjorde som grundlaget for gkonomi — og 1 den digitale
brochure kan I finde links, hvor I selv kan lase Alexander
Hamiltons hovedrapporter til Kongressen. De er tilgangelige.
Det er ting, der er et virkeligt hgjdepunkt i gkonomisk
fremgangsmade. Vi gennemgar, hvordan en ny nationalbank ville
operere. Dette er virkelig afggrende. For at ggre det muligt
at fd langfristede investeringer til billioner af dollars, ma
vi have en ny fremgangsmade. I har maske hgrt i
pressekonferencen, hvis I lyttede til det hele, at et tema
gentagne gange tages op fra Det Hvide Hus lige nu, uheldigvis;
det er ideen om partnerskaber mellem det offentlige og det
private. At dette skulle vare maden, hvorpd de billioner af
dollars til infrastruktur, som prasident Trump har kravet, kan
finansieres. Det vil ikke fungere; det vil ikke fungere. For
det fgrste, med mindre man far Glass-Steagall, sa vil man ikke
fa en sadan finansiering; men et andet aspekt er, at
offentlige/private partnerskaber kraver projekter, som man kan
investere i, som direkte vil tilbagebetale investeringen. Et
offentlig/privat partnerskab for at restaurere LaGuardia
Lufthavnens terminaler; OK, det kunne maske tiltrakke
finansiering.

Men hvad med projekter, der ikke vil betale sig tilbage 1
flere artier? Hvad med et nationalt hgjhastighedsjernbanenet?
Hvad med byggeri af nye kraftvarker? Hvad med investering i
langfristet forskning og udvikling, sasom rumprogrammet? Det
er her, hvor der ikke kommer en direkte tilbagebetaling, at
der er en specifik, unik rolle, som skal spilles gennem et
nationalbanksystem; hvor nationens forggede produktivitet som
helhed er tilbagebetalingen, sa at sige. Ved at dirigere
investeringer pa mader, der ggr hele nationalgkonomien mere
produktiv, sa er der faktisk ingen omkostninger ved at opbygge
infrastrukturen. USA’'s transkontinentale jernbane Kkostede



noget mht. den fysiske indsats, det kravede at bygge den; men
indkomsterne for denne investering, [var] den nye
nationalgkonomi, som den skabte. Den nye nation, som den
skabte, hvor man kunne rejse fra kyst til kyst pd under en
uge, 1 modsatning til de tre uger, som det ville have taget
fgr. Man skulle tage til Panama over land, og dernast
fortsatte med skib op igen til USA’s vestkyst. At fa en
jernbaneforbindelse 1 stedet forandrede nationen rent
samfundsmaessigt; den forandrede nationen gkonomisk pa en
dybtgdende made. Udviklinger kunne nu finde sted; gkonomi var
mulig. Adgang til forsyninger og materialer og markeder og
ideer og infrastruktur; dette udvidedes.

Sa igennem et nationalt (statsligt) banksystem ggr vi det
muligt at tiltrazkke den form for kredit, der eksisterer rent
potentielt, og dirigere den til projekter, der har langsigtet
gavn og tilbagebetaling. 0g vi bliver ikke bundet af at lede
efter mader, hvorpa disse projekter kan omsattes til penge;
hvilket er en afggrende fejl ved synspunktet om
offentlig/privat partnerskab. Ofte, hvad disse ting ggr, er,
at de tjener penge pa allerede eksisterende programmer ved at
privatisere dem og sa fa brugerbetalingen eller indkomsten fra
dem. S3a vi md have en ny nationalbank. De $1 billion, som
prasident Trump har navnt, er alt for lidt.

For et par uger siden mgdte jeg lederen af det Amerikanske
Selskab for Civilingenigrer. Det var dagen efter talen om
nationens tistand (28. feb.), hvor Trump havde gentaget sit
krav om $1 billion. Denne ingenigr sagde, »Det er ingenting!
Det er ingenting, sammenlignet med, hvad vi har brug for«. Det
Amerikanske Selskab for Civilingenigrer har udgivet deres
rapport, der siger, at vi har brug for $3,6 billion 1
investeringer blot frem til 2020. 0g det er uden tanke for
sadan noget som et helt nyt hgjhastighedsjernbanenet; det er
kun til reparationer og til at fa vores infrastruktur op i en
anstendig form. S& med de enorme mangder, der er involveret,
sa er dette ikke noget, der vil fa nogle mennesker til at



udstede nogle lan til rentesatser, man vil have rad til. Det
vil blive gennem national kredit pa Hamiltons made; og vi
gennemgar [i brochuren], hvordan vi far dette til at ske.

Dette bringer os frem til den tredje lov, som vi diskuterer.
At, nar man investerer kredit, sa ma man have en made, hvorpa
man kan male, om man forgger produktiviteten. Hvad er
standarden for produktivitet i en nationalgkonomi? Er
standarden for gkonomisk vardi, at man tjener penge? Er det,
at man satter noget til salg, som folk er villige til at
betale for? Det kan det ikke vare! Folk betaler for alle
mulige vardilgse ting; folk begar fejltagelser, nar de bruger
penge. Ideen om, at penge er et mal for vardi, er simpelt hen
usand. Den made, som LaRouche ser dette pa, er i stedet med
ideen om en gkonomisk platform. At, nadr vi gar til et hgjere
niveau af energi, for eksempel, en hgjere kilde til energi, sa
har vi ikke alene mere af en energiresurse, men den lader os
0gsa gore nye ting. Pa denne grafiske fremstilling [Fig. 1]
ser man overgangen fra tra til kul, som fandt sted hen over en
50-arig periode fra 1850 til 1900. Kul er mere praktisk end
tre, for man kan ggre en masse fine ting med tre, som man ikke
kan ggre med kul; sasom at lave mgbler eller bygge et hus. Man
bygger ikke et hus med kul. Men kul lader én ggre nye ting.
Olie og naturgas er mere energitatte; de lader én ggre nye
ting — forbrandingsmotoren, elektricitet, flyvning. Man vil
ikke have en flyvemaskine, der flyver pa kul; og slet ikke pa
tre. Sa kommer det potentiale, man kunne have for nutiden —
fission, fusion; hgjere energiniveauer, der er tusinder, ja
hundrede tusinder af gange mere kraftfulde end den kraft, der
er tilgengelig i kemiske substanser.

Her ser man et eksempel fra feor den transkontinentale jernbane
[Fig. 2], hvor man ser, hvordan rejsetiden fra New York var
forskellig fra 1830 til 1857. Hvordan vejbyggeri, men faktisk
for det meste udvidelsen af jernbanen, gjorde det muligt at
integrere denne del af nationen pa en langt tattere made. Tank
pa denne storslaede, nye idé, du har faet; en ny made at gegre



tingene bedre pa. Kan man tjene flere penge, hvis man kan
udskibe ens varer 1langere og hurtigere og lettere?
Selvfglgelig. Men tank over det, det betyder, at en god idé,
en bedre made at ggre tingene pa, kan spredes lettere. Folk
kan lettere bevage sig rundt. Vi er ved at blive en ny slags
nation.

Nar vi tenker pad den form for platform, som vi skaber, sa ma
vi fgrst og fremmest taznke pa, hvad vores energikilde er. Hvad
er vores evne til at forandre naturen, sa den passer til vore
behov og vore forhabninger for fremtiden? 0g det er havet over
enhver tvivl, at de stgrste fordele, den stgrste chance for at
opna dette, ligger i fusionskraft. Mazngden af potentiel energi
i fusion er bogstavelig talt over en million gange over det,
man far fra kemisk energi. Sidstnavnte vil ikke forbedres
gennem stgrre effektivitet, med bedre gasturbiner eller sadan
noget; det er simpelt hen forskellen mellem de
elektronbindinger, der holder et molekyle sammen, versus det,
der foregar i en atomkerne, som holder den sammen.
Energimengden i en atomkerne er simpelt hen over en million
gange stgrre end de elektriske bindinger, der holder et
molekyle sammen.

Som Mike navnte, sa bliver deuterium i havvand til en resurse;
bliver til et brandsel for fusion. Bliver til et vidt udbredt
tilgengeligt fusionsbrendsel, i modsetning til den form for
geopolitik, vi ser i dag, mht. adgang til energiresurser. At
energi til at blive til en virkelig art, der rejser i rummet,
kun vil fremkomme med fusionskraft. Hvis det tager flere
maneder at komme til Mars, er det ikke rigtigt under ens
kontrol. Hvis det er umuligt at afbgje en asteroide, der vil
tilintetgere alt liv pa Jorden, fordi man ikke kan na den i
tide; tenk pa den grundlaggende set uendelige vardi, det har
at have udviklet fusion.

Det, vi dekker i denne brochure, er i sin kerne en idé om,
hvad det vil sige at vare menneske. Vi afslutter med en
forstdelse af, hvad denne menneskelige identitet er; hvad



kreativitet er; og hvordan den bliver angrebet. De britiske
angreb, som Mike netop har fortalt om, og som eksplicit ses
inden for omraderne af politik eller i Opiumkrigen, i felterne
som militeret eller gkonomi. Det eksisterer ogsa i kulturens
verden, 1 videnskabens verden, i de kulturelle forandringer,
vi har set i lgbet af de seneste 100 ar eller sa; med
omdefineringen af videnskab, der begyndte omkring ar 1900,
hvor Bertrand Russell — i en &ra, hvor Planck og Einstein var
1 ferd med at revolutionere verden — forsggte at drabe
videnskaben og forvandle den til matematik. Denne britiske
intrige var utroligt succesrig; som det i dag bevidnes af den
totale beundring for ideen om kunstig intelligens, for
eksempel. Folk forstar ikke naturlig intelligens; hvad det vil
sige at vare et skabende menneske.

Dette aspekt er noget, som universet responderer pa. Vore
opdagelser er aldrig fuldt ud korrekte; vi ved aldrig alting
fuldt ud. Men de opdagelser, vi kan komme frem til, har stadig
en voksende magt over naturen; pa trods af, at de aldrig helt
er ligesom, aldrig helt indfanger essensen af, hvordan
universet fungerer. Det faktum, at denne aftagende
ufuldkommenhed korresponderer til en voksende magt, uden
nogensinde helt at fa alting rigtigt, mener jeg taler starkt
for det faktum, at det er en skabende proces i sig selv, som
er en fallesnavner mellem vort intellekt og universet som
helhed. Hvis vi kan fa adgang til dette, er de gkonomiske
potentialer uendelige. Vi kan udvikle fusion som en
energikilde; vi kan revolutionere vores forhold til
ramaterialer. Vi kan ggre en ende pa truslen om tgrke ved at
udvikle kontrol over vandcyklussen; pa samme made, som vi ikke
blot haber pa, at der vil vokse noget mad i vores kgkken, som
vi kan spise. Vi sar og planter mad, vi har landbrug, vi
transporterer det. Vi kan udvikle et lignende forhold til
vand, hvor vand er noget, vi transporterer, hvis det er
ngdvendigt; at vi kan &ndre vejret, hvis vi kan styre det; at
vi tager direkte fra havene, nar det behgves. Vi kan virkelig
transformere os selv som art; og vores nuvarende potentiale er



virkelig enormt. Med abningen for samarbejde med Rusland, som
vi ser fra Trump-administrationen, med mgder mellem militare
topfolk i USA og Rusland. Med den forestdende konference om
Belt & Vej-initiativet 1 Beijing 1 maj, som vil vare en
virkelig chance for USA til at ophgre med at spille en
fjendtlig rolle over for dette Nye Paradigme, som under Obama
0og Bush; og i stedet ga med i det og give en sarlig form for
lederskab, som faktisk kun kan komme fra USA. En unik form for
potentiale, som vi kan tilbyde verden, som i rummet, som i
fusion, og som i andre ting.

Har du noget at tilfgje?

Billington: To korte bemazrkninger. Med hensyn til national
bankpraksis, slog det mig, da du talte om det, at vi har hgrt
fra folk i USA’s regering, der har veret involveret 1 at
forsgge at fa kinesiske investeringer til USA, at de altid
lgber ind i det anti-kinesiske, anti-russiske, neokonservative
hysteri i Kongressen, sa snart, det drejer sig om et stgrre
projekt. De siger, »Ah, nej, vi kan ikke lade kineserne f& dit
og dat«. Men de sagde til os, at kineserne selv ville vare
absolut 1lykkelige for at tage deres enorme reserver i
amerikansk statsgeld, der nu 1intet indtjener med de
nulrentesatser, der anvendes; og, da de ikke sa godt, projekt
for projekt, kan satte dem i noget i USA, da at satte dem ind
1 en nationalbank — en infrastrukturbank - hvor de
sandsynligvis ville fa et hgjere afkast. Men, hvad der er
vigtigere, sa ville disse penge komme ud at arbejde; de ville
komme ud at arbejde for at opbygge en nation. Ikke deres
nation i dette tilfalde - vores; hvilket, som
civilingenigrfolkene sagde, vi har desperat brug for. Sa
kapitalen, ud over at generere national kapital, sa er der
institutioner i verden, der ville vare mere end villige til at
sette kapital ind i en sadan bank; som bliver forvandlet til
faktisk rigdom. Pengene udger ikke vardien; vardien ligger 1
infrastrukturen, 1 transformationen af naturen, der finder
sted som fglge af en kreditpolitik, der kommer fra en



nationalbank.

Og ellers vil jeg blot gentage, at dette er et tidspunkt i
historien, hvor vi, faktisk for fgrste gang, har chancen for
at tilintetgere ideen om imperium. Helga Zepp-LaRouche siger
ofte, at folk vil sige, »Det er en gnskedrgm; den menneskelige
natur er trods alt ond. Der vil altid vare onde mennesker«.
Jo, selvfglgelig; men pointen er, at vi star pa randen af, at
menneskeheden som helhed kommer ud af barndommen — bliver
voksen. I stedet for sgskende, der ska&ndes med hinanden og
kaster spaghetti efter hinanden, s& har man en verden, der
anerkender den andens fordel — som det blev sagt ved den
Westfalske Fred — og ideen om, at vi kan lare at mestre de
store kulturer pa Jorden; det vaere sig den konfucianske
kultur, Gupta-kulturen eller Abbaside-kalifatet i Bagdad. At
vi forstar, at Jordens store kulturer alle har perioder med
storhed og perioder med mgrke tider. Men ved at rakke ud for
at finde disse store gjeblikke i alle kulturer, har vi
potentialet til at skabe en verden, hvor ideen om den
darwinistiske bedst egnedes overlevelse kan blive smidt pa
historiens skrotbunke; og vi begynder rent faktisk at have
muligheden for, at alle mennesker kan opleve deres virkelige
menneskelighed — deres skabende evner til at ggre noget, der
vil fa varig vardi for menneskehedens fremtid.

Der star vi. Vi har denne mulighed i vore hander. Folk ma lare
at bryde gennem pessimisme, kynisme, frygt, og erkende det
enorme potentiale, som vi har lige foran os, i vore hander pa
dette tidspunkt 1 historien; og leve op til dette ansvar, og
til denne enorme chance.

Ross: Storartet! Vi viser websiden endnu engang pa ska&rmen, sa
I kan finde vores rapport om Amerikas rolle i den Nye
Silkevej. Hvis I 1lytter, sa er det lpac.co/us-joins-nsr for
den Nye Silkevej. Nyd rapporten! Jeg haber, den er til hjalp i
jeres organisering.


http://lpac.co/us-joins-nsr

»Den Nye Silkevej bliver til
Verdenslandbroenc,
en guidet rundtur

Video; introduktion v/Helga Zepp-LaRouche.

Der er stadig mange mennesker, der siger, at denne vision blot
er en drom — at det er umuligt. De nationer, hvor nutidens
stormagter kaemper mod hinanden 1 geopolitiske
stedfortraderkrige, sasom Yemen og Syrien, vil imidlertid
fortelle dig, at det er det nuverende paradigme, der er
umuligt og ikke kan fortsatte.

Opforelsen af Verdenslandbroen ville betyde en gkonomisk og
kulturel renassance for planeten, et nyt paradigme for
menneskeheden. Projekterne og de wgkonomiske hovedkoncepter,
der presenteres 1 denne rapport, er 1 sandhed det udkast, ud
fra hvilket forende regeringer 1 hele verden arbejder;
udfordringen bestar nu i at bringe USA tilbage til sine rodder
og transformere det til en magtfuld allieret for denne nye,
gkonomiske orden.

Download (PDF, Unknown)
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Schiller Instituttet
interviewer

dansk Ruslandsekspert Jens
Jorgen Nielsen pa trears-
dagen for kuppet 1 Ukraine

Kebenhavn, 22. februar, 2017 — Som det danske bidrag til den
internationale aktionsdag pa trearsdagen for kuppet i Ukraine
havde Schiller Instituttet et timelangt interview (engelsk)
med den danske Ruslandsekspert, Jens Jgrgen Nielsen, om
Ukraine, Krim, Rusland og Vestens fejltagelser.

Jens Jgrgen Nielsen er historiker og filosof, med et
dybtgaende kendskab til Rusland og @steuropa. Han har varet
Moskvakorrespondent for dagbladet Politiken, har forfattet
mange bgger om Rusland og @steuropa, inklusive »Ukraine i
speandingsfeltet« (udgivet februar 2016) og en bog om Putin
(»Pa egne praemisser — Putin og det nye Rusland«, udgivet
2013), og han optrader jevnligt i medierne som Ruslandsekspert
og er leder af organisationen Russisk-Dansk Dialog, og
desuden lektor ved Niels Brock.

Her feglger nogle af de omrader, der blev dekket af det meget
polemiske interview, og som fordemmer Vestens fejltagelser og
geopolitiske intentioner: Interviewet indledtes med en
beskrivelse af begivenhederne i Ukraine, 1ikke som et
demokratisk skifte, men som et ulovligt kup, anfgrt af pro-
nazistiske elementer, og som en del af det geopolitiske forsgg
pa at holde Rusland og de asiatiske nationer nede; den
historiske baggrund for spgrgsmalet om Krim; at Vesten, med
sin sanktionspolitik, skyder sig selv i foden — Rusland er
ikke isoleret, men arbejder sammen med Kina, BRIKS, osv. Han
udtalte, at der ville have varet fare for atomkrig, hvis
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Hillary Clinton var blevet valgt til prasident, og at mange
russere nu frygter, at der kunne komme et kup/mordforsgg mod
Donald Trump pga. dennes beredvillighed til at normalisere
relationerne med Rusland. Han beskrev perioden mellem
Sovjetunionens kollaps og kuppet i Ukraine som en tabt
mulighed for at skabe en sikkerhedsorden, der burde have
inkluderet Rusland.

Interviewet blev gennemfgrt af formand for Schiller
Instituttet i Danmark, Tom Gillesberg.

Video: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nFtvjZ9tDmo&feature=you
tu.be

Audio:
https://soundcloud.com/si dk/jens-jorgen-nielsen-russia-expert
-on-the-3rd-anniversary-of-the-coup-in-ukraine

Statsministre fra Norge og
Finland besvarer EIR’Ss
spgrgsmal om konflikten med
Rusland

Kabenhavn, 1. nov. 2016 — Fglgende ordveksling fandt sted ved
en pressekonference med de otte nordiske og baltiske
statsministre, i sammenhang med, at Nordisk Rad trader
sammen i Kgbenhavn, den 1. nov., 2016. En video vil blive
udlagt pa dette indlag snarest.

EIR: Jeg vil gerne spgrge om relationerne med Rusland, som er
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meget vigtige for de nordiske og baltiske lande. Den
amerikanske professor Stephen Cohen ved New York Universitet i
New York har kaldt situationen for potentielt varre end
Cubakrisen (1962), og nogle af arsagerne hertil er, at der er
nogle i Vesten, der afviser at tillade en multipolar verden.
Hvordan kan de nordiske og baltiske 1lande deeskalere
konflikten, der, hvis det ikke stoppes, kunne fgre til
verdenskrig, og ville tattere, gkonomiske relationer vare en
del af denne deeskalering?

Norges statsminister Erna Solberg (partiet Hgyre): Resumé,
parafrase:

Det er vigtigt, at lande ikke overtrader international lov.
Rusland garanterede Ukraines granser 1 1994, men de
annekterede Krim, og de har militart personel i @stukraine.
Gruppen af Normandiet 4 forsgger at deeskalere. Begge parter
ma levere i henhold til Minskaftalen. Smd landes fgrste
forsvarslinje er international lov. Det er derfor, vi ma sta
fast pa sanktionerne og habe, at det vil @ge Ruslands gnske om
at samarbejde og levere mht. Minskaftalen.

Som vi drgftede pa vores mgde, sa er der forskel pa de
spendinger, man fgler i de baltiske lande (Baltikum: Estland,
Letland, Litauen), i forhold til de nordiske lande (Norden:
Danmark, Norge Sverige, Island, Finland, samt Fzrgerne,
Grgnland og Aland). De nordiske lande har meget samarbejde med
Rusland om falles spgrgsmal. Vi vil sikre, at vi har evnen til
at forsvare os gennem NATO, men vi inviterer ogsa Rusland til
at vare en del af vore militare aktiviteter som observatgrer.
Nogen gange deltager de, andre gange ikke. Vi gnsker en dialog
og at bevare Norden sa normal som muligt, men vi kan ikke have
en verden, hvor store lande blot afger, hvad de vil ggre med
deres naboer.

Den finske statsminister Juha Sipila (Centerpartiet): 1. Vi ma
forblive forenet. 2. For at ophave sanktionerne ma
Minskaftalerne opfyldes. 3. Midt i krisen md der vare en



dialog mellem os og Rusland.
Se 0gsa:

Nordisk Rad: EIR-interview med Erkki Tuomioja, Finlands fhv.
udenrigsminister om at nedtrappe konflikten med Rusland.

Nordisk Rads mgde: Interview med islandsk parlamentsmedlem
Steingrimur J. Sigfusson: for Glass/Steagall-bankopdeling;
tager afstand fra konfrontationspolitikken mod Rusland

Foto: Den svenske statsminister Stefan Lo6fven, den finske
statsminister Juha Sipila, statsminister Lars Lokke Rasmussen,
den norske statsminister Erna Solberg og den islandske
socialminister Eygldé Hardarddttir, da der onsdag var
familiefoto inden modet i forbindelse med Nordisk Rads 68.
session 1 Kebenhavn. [Scanpix/Nikolai Linares]

»Bankierer, der skulle have
varet

sendt 1 fengsel, er atter 1
ferd

med at gdelaegge gkonomien«
EIR-interview med den
japanske
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gkonom Daisuke Kotegawa.
Dansk udskrift

Kotegawa var ansvarlig for den gradvise afvikling af mange af
de japanske banker under den asiatiske krise 1 1997 og
diskuterer her forskellen mellem den made, hvorpa Japan
adresserede de bedrageriske bankpraksisser, der forte til
bankernes krise, versus, hvordan Vesten har gennemfgrt en
bailout (statslig redning) af de kriminelle, der var
ansvarlige for krakket i 2007-08.

Download (PDF, Unknown)

Jeff Steinberg fra EIR
interviewer

senator Richard Black, nylig
hjemvendt fra Syrien:

Aleppo — hvordan man lyver
for amerikanerne.

Video, dansk udskrift

29. september, 2016 — EIR’s Jeff Steinberg sidder sammen med
senator Richard Black fra staten Virginia for at diskutere
virkeligheden pa jorden i Aleppo, Syrien, vs. de lggne, der
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gennemsyrer den vestlige presse. Black er netop vendt hjem fra
en rundtur i Syrien, der ogsa omfattede et mgde med den
syriske prasident Bashar al-Assad, og han har forpligtet sig
til at oplyse sine amerikanske medborgere om, hvordan den
amerikansk-britiske strategi for regimeskifte er i ferd med at
gdelagge dette engang fremgangsrige, ikke-krigeriske og
fremskridtsvenlig land.

Jeffrey Steinberg: Det er mig en forngjelse at vare her med
den pensionerede oberst i fladen, den republikanske senator
Richard Black fra Virginia, der har tjent i Vietnam, og er én
af de personer, der er bedst informeret om det, der foregar i
Syrien.

Vi har, senator, i de seneste dage set et totalt sammenbrud af
Kerrys og Lavrovs bestrabelser pa at na frem til en form for
felles amerikansk-russisk militaroperation for at udslette
ISIS og Nusra, som er al-Qaeda-grupperingen i Syrien. Vi sa en
overlagt sabotagehandling — det er vist ikke at springe ud 1
en formodning — med bombningen af en syrisk harstilling blot
dagen eller sa efter, at en aftale blev indgdet mellem USA og
Rusland ..

Senator Richard Black: 0g det er sket for anden gang, for
gvrigt, sa dette er tydeligvis ikke et uheld.

Steinberg: Korrekt. S& jeg mener, at vi nu har kurs mod en
situation, hvor, pa trods af al propagandaen, sa er der en
mulighed for, at denne krig faktisk kan vindes 1 klassisk
militer forstaelse, og jeg vil bede dig om at give os en
analyse, en forklaring, en vurdering af det, der foregar netop
nu i Aleppo, for dette er virkelig et afggrende slag — det er
lidt som den syriske krigs ’'Gettysburg’, hvor konsekvenserne
af en slaende sejr til de syrisk/russisk/iranske styrker
fundamentalt ville andre hele situationen. Jeg mener, at
manglen pa mediedakning, der har nogen som helst dybde eller
indsigt, skaber et virkeligt vakuum og en forvirring for mange
amerikanere. Jeg vil bede dig om at give os et billede af,



hvad der foregar netop nu, som du ser det, med denne kamp om
Aleppo.

Black: Det er ret utroligt — hvis man laser den vestlige
presse, ville man tro, at kampen om Aleppo er en syrisk og
russisk kamp imod en gruppe civile, og der er absolut ingen
diskussion om de fjendtlige styrker. Det, der er sket, er, at,
for mange ar siden, tidligt i krigen, angreb de forskellige
terrorist- og oprgrsgrupper, og det lykkedes dem at indtage en
del af Aleppo. Der, hvor de star i dag, er, at 1 ud af 8
indbyggere i Aleppo iflg. rapporteringer skulle befinde sig 1
den del, der er besat af oprgrsstyrkerne. Den syriske regering
har i arevis forsggt at indeslutte og belejre denne sektion af
Aleppo, uden held, indtil blot inden for det seneste &r, hvor
de, gennem en razkke meget fremragende mangvrer, lykkedes med
at ggre det langt vanskeligere for al-Qaeda, som er den
dominerende styrke — den hedder al-Nusra, men det er al-Qaeda,
de samme mennesker, der angreb USA den 11. september — de er
hjertet og sjalen 1 terroristgruppen i Aleppo. De fik
forsyninger ad Castello-vejen, og endelig, pga. nogle andre
ting, som den syriske har gjorde, lykkedes det dem endelig at
afskere Castello-vejen og lukke den og grundlzggende set Llukke
af for den eneste forsyningsrute til det, der nu er blevet til
Aleppo-lommen, som nu er totalt omringet, s& i militare termer
refereres der til den som en lomme. Oprgrerne pastar, at de
udggr en kvart million civile inden for Aleppo-lommen; de har
en kendt historie for en ca. firefoldig overdrivelse, sa det
kunne vare 80.000, og det ville ikke overraske mig, hvis det
var det korrekte tal; men der er civile dér. I forsgget pa at
bryde afsparringen og skabe en anden forsyningsrute -
Castello-vejen ligger i det nordlige Aleppo — angreb al-Qaeda
inde fra Aleppo-lommen, og ligeledes en lignende har udefra —
totalt set en har pad omkring 40.000, henved to fulde,
amerikanske divisioner, tungt pansret og mekaniserede — og det
er utroligt; vi hgrte sa meget om én lille dreng, der var
bedgvet og havde stgv i hele ansigtet, og vi tenkte, dette er
verdens ende — det var den store historie. Men den historie,



som medierne undlod at berette, var, at der var, hvad der
svarer til en amerikansk, tungt pansret brigade, en al-Qaeda
panserbrigade, der angreb og forsggte at bryde ud, og de
anvendte 95 tanks og skgnsmassigt 8-10.000 jihadister. Det var
der intet spor af; det eneste, man sa, var en lille dreng pa
en bus. Dette er en krigsskueplads; Aleppo-lommen er en
krigsskueplads. FN og alle de andre, USA, vi siger, du gode
Gud, vi md fa fede og forsyninger til disse mennesker; man
plejer typisk ikke at forsyne sine fjender. Da vi bekampede
Tyskland, sagde vi ikke for Berlin, ah, vi mad standse al kamp,
vi md fad fede og forsyninger til den nazistiske har og til de
mennesker, der er omringet. Den syriske har, og den syriske
regering, har gjort det klart, at alle, der gnsker at komme
ud, kan komme ud; de far fri og sikker passage, og de har en
lang historie for faktisk at gg@re dette, og det er saledes
helt klart, at de civile kan komme ud, nar blot oprgrene,
terroristerne, vil give dem lov. En gruppe forsggte at komme
ud, og al-Qaeda drabte 26 af dem, mens de forsggte at komme
ud. Men jeg mener, at, i stedet for, at FN lagger pres pa den
syriske regering, sa ma de lagge pres pa terroristerne og
deres allierede, tyrkerne, saudierne, gatarerne, og sige, hgr,
lad de civile komme ud. Vi ved, at den syriske regering vil
give dem fgde, husly, steder, de kan vare; alt, hvad de
behgver, inkl. lagehj®lp og medicin, for der er rigeligt med
hospitaler i Aleppo ..

Steinberg: .. i de andre dele, der er under regeringskontrol,
henved 3 af byen.

Black: .. ja, i de andre dele; det er mere end 3, det er langt
den stgrste del. Men altsa, lad os skabe nogle arrangementer,
og jeg er ikke i tvivl om, at, hvis man gar til prasident
Assad og siger, hgr her, vil du etablere en proces, der giver
alle de tilbagevarende civile, kvinder og bgrn, og faktisk
ogsa enhver kamper, der vil nedlagge vabnene, mulighed for at
komme sikkert ud, og jeg er ikke i tvivl om, at han ville sige
ja. Der er visse ekstraordinzre krigsforbrydere, der er 1



Aleppo-lommen, sasom den gruppe, der hedder al-Zenki, 1000
jihadi-krigere, der alle bliver betalt af den amerikanske
skatteboger; vi betaler rent faktisk deres lgnninger, og for
ikke sa lange siden begik de en forfardelig grusomhed, da de
kidnappede en lille dreng, der var en flygtningedreng, og de
kidnappede ham fra et hospital, han havde stadig intravengse
nale i sin arm; og de tog ham til centrum af den oprgrsbesatte
del af Aleppo, og de skar hans hoved af med en kniv og viftede
med det foran skaren og rabte, Allah-hu-Akbar. Det er disse
mennesker, hvis lgnninger vi betaler, som vi forsyner med
antitank-vaben, som vi forsyner med forstarkninger, alt sammen
med amerikanske skattebetaleres penge. Utroligt! Sa& jeg vil
tro, at den syriske regering ikke vil vare villig til .. hvis
de er ubestridelige krigsforbrydere, sa vil de ikke forhandle
med dem. Men jeg mener, hvis man har den typiske jihadist, der
tog derhen for at tjene et par dollars, rejste fra Tunesien,
sa vil de sandsynligvis sige, vi vil tage ham og give ham
amnesti; det har de historie for at gegre og har gjort det om
og om igen. Sa svaret er, sig ikke, forsyn de civile pa
krigsskuepladsen; svaret er, se at fa de civile vak fra
krigsskuepladsen.

Steinberg: Ja, selvfglgelig. Det slar mig, at, pga. sabotagen
af den sidste, bedste indsats for et reelt, strategisk
amerikansk-russisk samarbejde, at prasident Putin og det
russiske militar har varet rundt om denne blok tre eller fire
gange allerede blot i Syrien, for ikke at tale om lggnene i
Libyen tidligere; og nu befinder vi os i en ren kampsituation,
hvor, som jeg forstar det, sa blev oprgrernes forsgg pa at
bryde belejringen af Aleppo-lommen ikke alene nedkampet, men
oprgrerne led meget, meget store tab, sad udsigterne til ikke
alene simpelt hen at opretholde denne blokade, men til at ga
ind og pa afggrende vis nedkampe oprgrsstyrkerne og herved
konsolidere kontrollen med hele Aleppo, er noget, der ligger i
kortene, potentielt set i de umiddelbart forestdende uger og
maneder forude. 0g dette er en form for vendepunkt, og
niveauet af hysteri, og niveauet af forsgg pa at sige, som du



for papegede, at dette er tazppebombning af civile og
uskyldige, alt sammen er en refleksion af den kendsgerning, at
vi befinder os ved et vendepunkt, hvor hele Obamas politik
kunne vare totalt i ruiner, og man kunne f3a en reel militar
sejr, hvor den syriske regerings styrker, sammen med fremmede
lande, der blev inviteret ind af en suveran myndighed, rent
faktisk kunne opna en militarsejr, der bringer denne
redselsfulde historie til en afslutning.

Black: Ja, og hvis man tanker over det, sa er hjertet og
sjelen i de hare, der angriber Syrien, al-Qaeda, og al-Qaeda
er den gruppe, der tilintetgjorde tvillingetdrnene den 11.
september. Hvis det amerikanske folk blev behandlet oprigtigt
fra vores regerings side, ville vi se folk, der rabte hurra i
gaderne; vi ville sige, hgr, vi star for at besejre al-Qaeda,
vi star for at fa havn for det, de gjorde, da de tvang
hundreder af mennesker til at springe en kvart mil i dgden for
at undfly flammerne i tvillingetdrnene, og nu har vi dem
endelig med ryggen mod muren og kan sla dem, og man skulle
tro, at det eneste, der kunne ggre folk vrede, var at sige,
hvorfor er vi ikke med dér, hvorfor har vi ikke mulighed for
at ga ind og selv levere et par harde sted. Vi burde tilslutte
0S russerne og syrerne og besejre al-Qaeda; de er fjenden.
Syrien har aldrig begaet en fjendtlig handling imod USA; det
er, ligesom de andre lande, som vi gentagne gange har
angrebet, en neutral, ikke-krigsfgrende stat, og alt, hvad vi
har gjort imod det, har varet en illegal aggressionskrig.

Steinberg: Jeg mener, at, i og med det nu er 15-aret for det
oprindelige 11. september-angreb, sa er det, du foreslar, ikke
alene fornuftigt, men det er noget, man ville mene, folk ville
kreve af deres regering. Jeg vil gerne atter takke dig for en
meget oplysende diskussion, og jeg haber, at I, der lytter med
derude, forstar, at det, I hgrer fra Obamaadministrationen, i
den grad er en misreprasentation af det, der foregar, sa det
er absolut afggrende, at folk som senator Black har en stemme
derude, sa noget af sandheden bag denne krigspropaganda rent



faktisk kan komme frem. 0g selvfglgelig, eftersom det er et
prasidentvalgdar, sa er det dobbelt sa vigtigt, at det
amerikanske folk bliver informeret. Sa igen, mange tak, og
fortsattelse folger, er jeg sikker pa.

Black: Mange tak, Jeff.

Tiden er nu inde for en

Ny Renassance for
menneskeheden!

LaRouchePAC Internationale
Fredags-webcast, 1. juli
2016.

Inkl. videoklip fra
hovedtalere pa

Schiller Instituttets
konference 1 Berlin.

Aftenens webcast omfatter en eksklusiv video-premiere fra
Schiller Instituttets 1internationale konference 1 Berlin,
25.-26. juni — en global intervention, der ikke kunne vare
kommet pa et vigtigere tidspunkt. I kelvandet pa Brexit-valget
ser vi det finansielle systems sammenbrud dukke op igen og en
accelerering af fremstgdet for krig — udviklinger, der ikke
blev forarsaget af Brexit-valget, men som er udtryk for det
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samlede transatlantiske systems sammenbrudsproces som helhed.
Lyndon LaRouches vurdering er klar: diverse mangvrer og spil
internt 1 systemet kan ikke fungere; systemet er gaet ned, og
der er ingen made, hvorpa det kan overleve i sin nuvaerende
form. Dette betyder ikke, at vi absolut skal 1 krig, men man
spiller et meget farligt bluff. Som det blev demonstreret pa
denne historiske konference, sa er den eneste losning den at
indfore en ny tankegang, et nyt paradigme for menneskeheden,
et skifte i lighed med det, der fandt sted med den beromte,
14-hundredetals Gyldne Ren®ssance, som Helga Zepp-LaRouche
uophegrligt har understreget.

Lyndon LaRouche pa Schiller
Institut-konference 1 Berlin
(uddrag; se video min. 14:05):

»For det feorste undersgger vi dette spgrgsmal med, hvad er
mennesket pr. definition? Menneskets evne til at skabe hgjere
niveauer af udvikling af menneskehedens menneskelige evner?

Det andet er: Hvordan finder vi ting, der vil ggre menneskeden
mere succesfuldt eksisterende? Det er endnu et spgrgsmdl. Alle
disse ting er enkle, videnskabelige spgrgsmal, og det, vi er
afhangige af, er det, vi kalder at fremme fysisk videnskab, og
at fremme det til et hgjere niveau, pr. person, uophgrligt. I
denne proces ma man definere, ved hvilke midler, dette skal
ggres. Det har altid varet min interesse at komme frem til en
ny, mere avanceret teknologi; en teknologi, der valter og
fjerner behovet for en eksisterende teknologi. Mit speciale er
at koncentrere mig om revolutionen i anvendelige teknologier.
0g dette er det eneste redskab, jeg kender til, ved hvilket
mennesket kan forbedre det, mennesket nu har behov for [for
fortsat at eksistere].«

Engelsk udskrift.



— THE TIME FOR A NEW RENAISSANCE
FOR MANKIND IS NOW! -

LaRouche PAC Friday webcast for
July 1, 2016

MATTHEW OGDEN: Good evening! It's July 1lst, 2016. My
name is
Matthew 0Ogden, and you're joining us for our weekly webcast
here
on Friday evening from LaRouchePAC.com. As you'll see, I'm
joined
in the studio by my colleague Benjamin Deniston; and we're
joined
via video by two members of the LaRouche PAC Policy Committee:
Bill Roberts, joining us from Detroit, Michigan; and Michael
Steger, joining us from San Francisco, California.

We have a very special broadcast tonight in which we
will be
featuring a short video "teaser," which will provide you a
substantial overview of the conference, the very important and
historic conference, which just recently concluded over last
weekend in Berlin, Germany, sponsored by the Schiller
Institute.

As a preface to that video, which will provide us the
material for a further discussion here tonight, let me just
say
that it couldn't have come at a better time — this conference.
It's clear to see that there's an absolute disintegration of
the
trans-Atlantic system, which we are experiencing right now.
This
is not {only} an economic or financial disintegration, but
this
is in fact a disintegration of the entire {system} as a whole.



This is a political breakdown, this is a social breakdown;
this

is an intellectual breakdown of the axioms which have provided
the foundation of that failed system. The axioms underlying
this

trans-Atlantic system have failed. It's bankrupt in every
sense

of the word, not only financially, but also politically,
culturally, intellectually, and the only solution to that
would

be replacing this failed system with an entirely new paradigm.

This is exactly what Mr. LaRouche had to say when we
had an
extensive discussion with him yesterday. The people who are on
this broadcast tonight all participated in that discussion.
What
Mr. LaRouche said is that there is no way that this
trans-Atlantic system can survive. It's not to say that it is
not
very dangerous and that it could have very terrible
consequences
if the war were to be launched or if other things were to get
out
of hand. But what's being done under these circumstances by
the
so-called "leadership" of this failed trans-Atlantic system
"is a
complete bluff. It will not work," Mr. LaRouche said. He said,
"We're facing a very serious kind of collapse, one which
mankind
is not well-prepared to deal with."

This is very clear. At the same time that you have a
plummeting of the entire financial markets in the trans-
Atlantic
system, you've got an inverse escalation in the bellicosity
and
the aggressive stance that is coming out of Obama and his



colleagues, against Russia and China, both. Obama was 1in
Ottawa
just yesterday at [the “Three Amigos”] summit of the North
Americas, in which he was {twisting} the arm of the Canadians,
telling them that they need to participate in a much more
prominent way in combatting so-called "Russian" aggression, by
lending their troops to this NATO deployment.
The Atlantic Council is calling for this NATO

deployment to
become a {permanent} deployment on the borders of Russia.
Russia
is very clear: Shoigu, the Defense Minister, responded, saying
that NATO has already doubled its deployment along the border
of
Russia and this 1is already before the NATO Summit has
happened,
which is scheduled to occur in Warsaw, where you can expect
that
that deployment will "significantly increase."

Mr. LaRouche went on to say, when we were discussing
this
with him yesterday, that you can see that all the so-called
"leadership" of this system is bankrupt. "“The leadership
itself
is bankrupt as an institution. Not that they {have} a problem,
but that they {are the} problem." "They are fraudsters," he
said,
"and we are, in fact, the only leadership available on the
scene."

What Mrs. LaRouche had to say — and this is, again, 1in
the
aftermath of her experience as the primary organizer and
keynote
speaker of this very important conference which you are about
to
see some excerpts from — she said, "Look, this could not have
come at a better time. This was literally two days after the



Brexit vote. And the Brexit is merely paradigmatic of the
entire

breakdown crisis. You have an ongoing disarray, ongoing chaos
and

disintegration coming out of this. You have the breaking apart
of

the entire leadership of the United Kingdom. All of the major
political parties are like gangs of wolves at their own
throats,

and it's very possible that Scotland, Ireland could both leave
the United Kingdom, turning 'Great' Britain into 'Lesser’
Britain, or 'Very Small' Britain."

She said we have no idea where this is going, but it
makes
it very clear that this conference couldn't have occurred at a
better time, because what was presented and what you will see
in
this brief overview that we're about to play for you, is that
{there can be no piecemeal solutions.} Too little, too late.
You
can't solve this problem here and this problem there, and try
to
piece it all together. The only thing that will work is an
entirely new paradigm that supplants the failed way of
thinking
with an entirely new of principles, she said, "A new era of
civilization. And, if you don't make the jump," she said,
"you're
just not going to make it."

With that said, I would like to present to you a brief
overview of the conference which occurred in Berlin. This 1is
to
entice you to watch the full proceedings, which will be
available
in video form in due time.

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I think we all have all come to



this

conference because everybody who is in this room knows that we
are experiencing an absolutely unprecedented, systemic, and
existential crisis of civilization. You have the coincidence
of a

war danger, where NATO is confronting Russia in a very, very
aggressive fashion which could lead to a third world war. You
have a U.S. confrontation against China in the South China
Sea.

You have the danger of a new 2008-type of financial crisis
which

could blow up the financial system. And, two days ago, you had
the Brexit — Great Britain voting to leave the European Union.
As we all know, this was not a vote against Europe as such,
but

it was a vote against a completely unjust system and a corrupt
elite.

The conference has one subsuming topic, and that is to
define solutions to these crises, to discuss what would be the
new paradigm, and is mankind capable of solving such an
existential crisis?

We have distinguished speakers from four continents,
from
many countries. They are representative of the kinds of people
who are determined that a solution is being found. Before I go
into touching upon these various mortal dangers, the solution
is
easy. So, be addressed and be calm. If men unite for a good
plan
and act in solidarity with courage, {any} crisis in human
civilization can be overcome, because that is the nature of
human
beings: that when we are challenged with a great evil, an even
greater force of good is being awoken in our soul.

AMB. (ret) CHAS W. FREEMAN, JR: Helga, I'd like to thank you
for



that very inspiring set of opening remarks. We have entered a
world in which, as William Butler Yeats put it in 1919:
"Things
fall apart; the center cannot hold; mere anarchy is loosed
upon
the world." In Europe, in America, and in parts of Asia there
is
a sense of foreboding — an elemental unease about what is to
come. There is vexing drift amidst political paralysis.
Demagoguery is ascendant and the stench of fascism is in the
air.

This is the global context in which China has proposed
to
integrate the entire Eurasian landmass with a network of
roads,
railroads, pipelines, telecommunications 1links, ports,
airports,
and industrial development zones. If China's "One Belt, One
Road"
concept is realized, it will open a vast area to economic and
intercultural exchange, reducing barriers to international
cooperation in a 65-country zone with 70% of the world's
population, with over 40% of its GDP, generating well over
half
of its current economic growth.

In concept, the Belt and Road program, which is one of
the
major topics of this conference, is the largest set of
engineering projects ever undertaken by humankind. Its
potential
to transform global geo-economics and politics is proportional
to
its scale.

COL. (ret) ALAIN CORVEZ: I want to congratulate the
Schiller
Institute for organizing this conference at a critical moment



when the threat of a nuclear war which would lead to the
extinction of humanity becomes clearer every day, because of
the
concentration in the heart of Europe of weapons capable of
destroying the planet within seconds.

To respond to the reinforcements of U.S. strategic
forces
inside NATO on European territory, Russia was forced to deploy
an
equivalent arsenal of deterrence on its western borders. It's
therefore high time that the strategists of various countries,
even those far from the European Theater, demand restraint and
more wisdom from the heads of state of the entire world.

This is the purpose of this beneficial institute
founded by
Mrs. Helga Zepp-LaRouche, whom I wish to compliment
personally.

JACQUES CHEMINADE; French Presidential candidate: So,
LaRouche thinking proceeds from the becoming, as a science
which
is the active principle of the economy. The trans-Atlantic
financial system in which we are living, based on accumulation
of
money, is leading to the opposite, not to increasing the size
of
the physical economy, but to chaos and war, or, more precisely
and more tragically, to a combination of both.

The preceding speakers have shown that the current
world is
more dangerous, yes, more dangerous, than it ever was during
the
height of the Cold War. Those proclaiming themselves
"realists”
and "reasonable," while following the rules of the system, in
reality contribute to its collapse by the mere fact that they
operate inside the system without fighting it.



Now we have arrived at the point in history where
systemic
change, a just concept of economy and man, are necessary for
the
survival of all. Money has no intrinsic value. It 1is nothing
but
an instrument, acquiring value through what it promotes. From
there on, what is the goal to reach?

LYNDON LAROUCHE: First of all, we're looking at this
issue
of man, as such — man's ability to create higher levels of
development of the human powers of mankind. The next thing is:
how do we understand, how do we find things that are going to
make mankind more successfully existent? That's another
guestion.
All these things are simple, scientific questions. What we
depend
upon, is driving what we call "physical science," and driving
it,
{per capita}, to a higher level, always.

In that process, you have to define what the means 1is
by
which you're going to do this. My concern is always to come up
with a new technology, a more advanced technology, one which
overturns and obviates the need for an existing technology.
My
specialty 1is concentrating on the revolution in the applicable
technologies; and that is the only device by which I know that
mankind can improve the requirements for mankind now.

MARCO ZANNI; head of M5S delegation in the Eco. and
Monetary
Affairs Cttee. of the European Parliament: The European
financial
system is collapsing; it's collapsing because of wrong
policies



brought about by European governments and by the European
Union.

Clearly, a first step — and we proposed one bill in the
Italian

Parliament and one in the European Parliament in the framework
of

the banking structure reform is restoring banking separation.
We

think that we have to set up a sort of modern European
Glass-Steagall that will simplify the regulation on the
banking

system, and will make the separation between the core part of
a

bank and a speculative bank in order to create a banking
system

that is no longer focussed on speculation, on the financial
system; but on the needs of the real economy, on the needs of
people. This is the first step.

AMB. (ret) LEONIDAS CHRYSANTOPOULOS: Another threat
facing
humanity 1is the US animosity towards Russia, as if we were
still
in the Cold War period. This was discussed in the previous
panel, but very roughly I would just say about it. A missile
system is being set up to encircle Russia; and of course,
Moscow
is preparing a defense field to counter it. The EU embargo on
Russia after the Ukrainian crisis is not at all helping the
situation. Also, threats have been recently made by Obama
against China and the need to restrict her economic power.
With
a collapsing EU and a USA looking for confrontation with
Russia
and China, a solution for humanity can be the BRICS
initiative;
which is the initiative of Brazil, Russia, India, China, and



South Africa to pursue a policy of economic development for
the

benefit of humanity. They have created their own development
bank to invest in the necessary development projects. China
has

established the Asia Infrastructure [Investment] Bank; joined
by

over 20 Asian nations as founding members, and has set up a
Silk

Road Development Fund.

AMB. HAMID SIDIG; current Ambassador of Afghanistan to
Germany: I would like to express my gratitude and honor to be
part of this important event. Over the past 30 years, the
Schiller Institute has played a significant role in promoting
international discussion on major topics, and has shaped the
future of our work. Since ancient times, the Silk Road has
been
a symbol of the commercial artery to connect Asia and Europe;
creating wealth and cultural exchange to benefit all countries
involved in this area. Our conference today — and I hope to
build on this ancient tradition, by bringing together
scientists
and politicians to develop a New Silk Road; and begin the
process
of healing, integrating, and regenerating this very important
region — Central Asia. Our vision is to create a secure and
peaceful life for our region, which will allow thousands of
refugees to return back to their homes and rebuild their
communities again.

BEREKET SIMON; chairman of Commercial Bank of
Ethiopia,
advisor to PM: I would like to express my heartfelt sympathy
and
support to the people of Syria, Iraq, Libya, and the larger
Middle Eastern and North African countries who are subjected



to a
wanton destruction as a result of a mistaken policy of regime
change by some global powers. Allow me also to thank the
Schiller Institute for inviting me to speak on a broad topical
issue — the importance of the economic development of Ethiopia
in the context of the New Silk Road and the greater African
region.

Dear Friends, Ethiopia considers China's Silk Road
economic
projects and maritime Silk Road projects jointly known as One
Belt, One Road as another milestone opportunity that could
contribute to sustain its economic development together with
all
the countries in our region. We believe that the last decade
or
two have witnessed the resurgence of trade between Africa and
the
East. The New Silk Road would also further strengthen the
mutual
benefits of expanded trade between nations. This will apply
to
the relationship between Ethiopia and its traditional partners
[inaud; 20:49]. Together with our neighbors in the region, we
are determined to an Ethiopian, and indeed African,
renaissance
which can harness the new possibilities opened by developments
like the New Silk Road. I thank you.

AMB. (ret) MICHEL RAIMBAUD: Good morning. I want to
talk
to you about Syria and the title of my intervention is "In
Syria
and Elsewhere, Against the War Party and the Law of the
Jungle,
We Have to Rebuild Peace and International Law"; these are my
themes. First of all, the world today is in great danger of
war;



more than ever before. It's going through a global crisis —
that has been said already. One hears much about a new Cold
War,
which would lead us back to the old confrontation between the
free world, so-called, the Axis of Good, and the totalitarian
bloc, dubbed the Axis of Evil by George Bush.

We have lift immediately the sanctions; if there's a
message
I want to give you, these sanctions have to be lifted. It's a
crime of war; it's a major crime of war. This has to be
lifted
right away; we have to fight for this.

Message from FOUAD AL-GHAFFARI; Chairman of Advisory
Office
for Coordination with BRICS, Yemen: Dear Mrs. Helga
Zepp-LaRouche, the noble chairwoman of the Schiller Institute
and
the New Silk Road Lady; dear Mr. Hussein Askary, the Middle
East
coordinator of the Schiller Institute, Ladies and Gentlemen
who
are gathered in this conference here in Berlin today; I carry
a
great deal of joy and gratitude for you and for your team for
the
outstanding awareness achieved in my country about the New
Silk
Road and the World Land-Bridge, and the new economic system of
the BRICS. All that awareness delivered special marks that is
occurring through our advisory office, the rights to publish
and
distribute the Arabic of the EIR Special Report, "The New Silk
Road Becomes the World Land-Bridge"; and printing 1000 copies
for
the Yemeni market.



DR. BOUTHAINA SHAABAN; from the Presidency of Syria:
If we
need to create a world for all, if we need to create a
peaceful
world, if we need to create a prosperous world for all, we
need
to create a conceptual, intellectual concept of one world; we
need to create a conceptual concept of the Silk Road. Not
only
an actual Silk Road, but an intellectual Silk Road. All of
you
know that Aleppo and Syria were extremely crucial in the
ancient
Silk Road that connected Asia to Europe. Syria and the Syrian
people will be more than happy to be also very active in a New
Silk Road, in a political, social, intellectual Silk Road that
connects Asia to the West; that connects Eurasia to the West.

PROJECT PHOENIX video: Not only Aleppo, but all of Syria with
its people, culture and artifacts, represents a unique and
living

testimony to the coexistence and continuity of different human
civilizations. It is imperative that the world defend and
preserve it; and when peace is established, make it the world
capital for the dialogue of civilizations.

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: So, I think we should be fully
conscious that in this present crisis lies a tremendous chance
to
reach a new Renaissance as significant, and maybe even more
significant, than the change from the Middle Ages to the
modern
times. That if we break with the axioms of the globalization,
of
the deductive thinking, of all the things which have led to
this
crisis; and focus on the creativity of mankind as that which



distinguishes us from other species, that many of us can
probably

live to see a world where each child is educated universally
and

that the normal condition of mankind will be genius. That
that

which is human will be fully developed, to have all the
potentials developed of the human species as creative
composers,

scientists, engineers, extraordinary people discovering things
which we doesn't even know the question here of; like China
going

to the far side of the Moon. We will understand secrets of
the

Universe which we don't even know yet to ask. And people will
become better people. I believe that the true nature of human
beings is good; that every human being has a capacity of
limitless perfection and goodness of the soul. And to
accomplish

that, is within reach; and let's work for it.

OGDEN: So, as you can see, this was an absolutely
extraordinary conference. And on the final screen, you saw
briefly the website displayed where you can find the full
proceedings of the conference. It's
newparadigm.schillerinstitute.com. And although that was a
tour
de force of incredible speakers of a really incredible
caliber,
that was not even all of the speakers who were present. So,
we
encourage you to go to the website and watch all of the
presentations in full. Mrs. LaRouche was emphatic in saying
after the fact, that this was an absolute breakthrough in
terms
of the activity of the LaRouche Movement, the types of people,
the caliber of people who were there. This was not just an


http://newparadigm.schillerinstitute.com/

analysis, or talking about issues, or the problems of the
planet.
But it could be seen very clearly that we are the center of
organizing the solution, organizing the change in paradigm.

One of the other things that was a major feature of
this
conference, which we just couldn't include in that overview,
was
an outstanding Classical musical concert that was organized on
the evening of the conference. This included a Russian
children's choir singing Russian songs; it included a string
orchestra based out of London that plays professionally at the
lower Verdi tuning of A-432; it included a performance of
Chinese
folk songs and other Classical music; and then a grand finale
performance of the Mozart Coronation Mass by the greater
European
Schiller Institute Chorus, joined by other choruses from
around
Berlin.

So, this is an absolute breakthrough; and as Mrs.
LaRouche
said, the conceptions which lie at the heart of the solutions
to
the crisis were there. And this was representative of the
leadership of the world. And I think that's what we have to
offer in this moment of danger and uncertainty.

So, I think we can open up the discussion from there;
it's a
hard act to follow, I'm sure, but ..

MICHAEL STEGER: Well I think that the point that
Helga made
that you just referenced, Matt, on this question of shaping
policy; what you see increasingly now not only in Eurasia, but
what we saw with the participation at the conference with
significant participation from Europe, high-level



participation
from the United States. You see an increasing desire to look
at
the fact that this current system, even the {New York Times}
had
the intellectual ability to recognize that this post-World War
II
system, the system set up by Churchill, by the FBI — this Wall
Street system — since Franklin Roosevelt's death, 1is
essentially
now coming to an end. That's what the Brexit references. The
conference as a whole was in the context of the Brexit vote;
but
it's not simply a vote to leave the European Union. This is a
reaction by an increasing majority in the trans-Atlantic
within
the population; which recognizes that the system is dying.
It's
dead. There's no longer a future, a life in the current
system
they're living in. Whether that's Great Britain, whether it's
the United States, where you see the major populist revolts
here;
this was discussed by many of the speakers. And many of them
didn't expect it to occur; and yet, when you're on the ground
and
you're organizing the population, when you have increasing
suicide rates, increasing drug overdoses, increasing levels of
unemployment, it's not hard to figure out when talking to the
population.

It's a new system, a system of value, a financial

system;
but it's a policy. It's a policy for the long-term
development

of mankind that has to be conjured and redeveloped in the
minds
of the population. And I think that's what's so essential



about
the conference is that Helga's entire intent with this
conference, and why Lyn's participation was so important, was
because it provokes a quality of discussion. A new conception
of
where mankind must go and what mankind must become; and that
really is the essential nature. Because at this point, this
trans-Atlantic system has no longer any life; it almost like
it's
breaking, it's fracturing. Each break leads to more breaks.
The
question is, what's the new whole; what's the new conception
of
mankind in the trans-Atlantic and for the world?

And I think we have a lot of work to do, but clearly
it's
the most open situation politically that we've ever seen.

WILLIAM ROBERTS: I would just add that I think for an
American audience, the thing really to take away from this
whole
process is that clearly what we're seeing in terms of the
process
of development of the New Silk Road, and in terms of the
beauty
of the idea which I think people, as they have a chance to
experience the cultural panel, the musical process from this
conference, will geopolitics is irrepressible at
this point. What that means is that there's no turning back;
there are no half measures or piecemeal measures to do
anything
of a halfway nature at this point. I would say that this
includes that it really should be very obvious to the American
population that this current election process is a complete
and
utter sham. A so-called "democratic" election process, where
you



have a couple of candidates, but there's absolutely no
discussion
of the ridiculous war crimes of the last 15 years of
administrations in the United States. Even in Britain now,
you
have Jeremy Corbyn who is threatening to bring a war crimes
tribunal, should he come into government, against Tony Blair.
The
Blair crowd is shaking in their boots, and you can see that
there
is a complete and total situation of weakness of this entire
British Empire at this moment. And because this is really
unclear in the minds of the American people, and because it's
very unclear how close we are to thermonuclear war, how
aggressively the threat of thermonuclear warheads is being
used
against China and Russia. Because the ignorance to that 1is
the
most dangerous thing that's contributing to the danger that's
facing this planet right now.

I think the one pathway or one tool in the United
States
that expresses that 1level of an abrupt shift against
geopolitics
in particular, is what is now the motion around the 28 pages
to
expose the role of the British and the Saudis and the cover-up
of
that process. Sen. Bob Graham has made the point in a recent
interview in the {Daily Beast} that it's very clear now that
the
two-month period that the Obama administration gave him
assurances of that they would review the pending release of
the
28 pages. That's come and past now; and it's clear the intent
is
to keep this thing in the dark and continue the desperate war



push.

I'll just mention one more thing. There are also now,
the
Obama administration is completely pushing a lie and vastly
under
counting the number of innocent civilians that have been
killed
by drone strikes throughout the countries that we're not at
war
with. It should really just hit people, the contrast between
the
beauty of this process of a world beyond geopolitics and the
unconscious war crimes and the acceptance of the legitimacy of
a
process which completely covers over and overlooks the
tremendous
war crimes of these recent two administrations. So, I think
that
should be a real immediate wake-up call that we do have to, as
Americans, break out of this current paradigm.

OGDEN: What Helga began the discussion with, which I
think
shaped the entire quality of all of the panels, was the
statement
— which was a very profound statement — that in the face of
great evil, mankind is capable of finding within himself great
good. And I think that you were witnessing that in all of the
speakers. The spirit that was moving all of these speakers,
is
one that this system can no longer be allowed to continue; it
has
reached the point where it is too horrible to contemplate the
logical outcome of following through with a continuation of
the
values that underlie this system as a whole. And we see it
breaking itself down all around us. None of these events that



have occurred are somehow causal of the breakdown of the
system;
they are merely systematic, they are paradigmatic. The Brexit
is
paradigmatic; everything that you see in terms of what Michael
was sighting about the depression, the demoralization, the
despair in the populations in both the United States and
Europe.
This 1is symptomatic of a system that is in dire need of
dramatic
change.

The good news is that that change, the wind is blowing
in
from the East. You have a new system, which has come to life
based on proposals that Lyndon and Helga LaRouche laid out in
their seed form 30 or 40 years ago. It's now taken the form
of
the official policy of the most populous country in the world.
You have the official, public integration between the New Silk
Road and the Eurasian Economic Union; this is explicitly based
on
a return to the values that Franklin Roosevelt envisioned
would
dominate the world following World War II. However, [they]
were
supplanted by some very evil and destructive forces. Now you
have the New Silk Road, you have the opportunity for an
entirely
new paradigm, which Helga says repeatedly; and which she said
at
that conference. It would be so easy; this is not some
daunting,
never-ending distant dream of a new system which is a fantasy.
It's very real; it's very present; and it's something that, on
the turn of a dime, by a handful of leaders comprised of many
of
the people you saw speaking at that conference and the circles



that they represent. A decision overnight to enter this new
paradigm and to drop some of the failed values that have led
us

down this path to danger and destruction, would be sufficient
to

bring Europe, to bring the United States, to bring the Western
world into harmony with a New Paradigm which is already
emerging.

Not that anything is perfect, but there is a directionality,
there is an impulse towards the perfection of man, towards the
increase of the productive powers of the human race, towards
the

greater good of the human species; which is gquiding us or
pulling

us into the future. And if we're willing to listen to that
voice, the voice from the future; we can save man at this
critical juncture in our history.

BENJAMIN DENISTON: I think it really goes to the issue to the
power of ideas in this whole process. Because I think Helga
made

the very emphatic point that this was a major breakthrough

conference. If people are familiar with the Schiller
Institute,

much of its activity is centered on these international
conferences. And if you go back to the mid-'90s, the

conferences

we were involved in, Helga was involved in then, and the
launching of the whole Eurasian Land-Bridge perspective when
it

was just an idea. It was just a conception; it was a right
idea,

it was true, it was on principle. And Lyn and Helga fought
for

that conception; and now you see it coming to fruition. So I
think this whole process is useful, especially for people who
watch too much TV in the United States and are immersed in the



insanity of the United States, to get a sense of what's
actually
real; what's actually powerful. What matters in history.
It's
not the crap you see thrown around that this culture 1is
inundated
with; that is a passing breeze in history that's going to come
and go. What matters is your truthful commitment to
principles,
to true ideas.

And I think Helga's concluding remark about looking at
where
we are from this much longer historical perspective and saying
"We need a new shift in our very recognition of what mankind
is.
We need to look to things like the Golden Renaissance; and
look
at mankind in the Middle Ages, in the Dark Ages. And compare
that to what mankind became after the Renaissance. It's a
complete transformation of the human species that I think Lyn
was
intervening with in some of the discussions; that we have to
recognize that that character of continual complete revolution
in
the very nature of our existence, is human. So you're looking
at
a moment like this, and Lyn really emphasized the self-
breakdown
of this trans-Atlantic system. This self-feeding breakdown
process. People talk about the Brexit like what maneuvering
are
they doing; why did they decide to do that. They're
panicking;
they're responding to crises that are being created by the
breakdown process itself. This is not something that's in
control. In that complete disintegration, it's these
conceptions, these ideas, this gathering of people of this



caliber for international discussion around what does mankind
really need to be doing as mankind on this planet. Can we
finally reach the point where we actually unite nations around
a
real conception of what is a universal, unifying, truthful
principle about humanity? About what makes our species unique
and different from anything else we see on this planet.
That's
us; that's mankind. We can have that as a common goal, as a
common unifying factor; and that's emerging now.

So, I think for people inundated with the degeneracy
of the
political process, the cultural process, this stands out as a
reference point that people can use to lift their minds out of
the gutter of popular opinion and into history and see what's
actually happening right now.

OGDEN: Absolutely. One thing that people will have
noticed
from that overview video that you had the opportunity to
watch,
is that there was a very significant involvement from
leadership
within Syria. Right in the war zone, including a government
advisor, Her Excellency, the advisor who you saw speaking;
which
was a live video hook-up directly from Damascus. And she
engaged
in a dialogue process with the attendees of that conference,
which was very significant. Helga LaRouche said that that
panel,
which was an entire panel on the reconstruction of Syria.
What
happens after we bring peace? How can we bring peace to this
region? A region which is a crossroads of civilization; was a
crossroads of the old Silk Road, 1s a crossroads between three
continents. She raised the fact that President Assad, prior



to
the outbreak of the fighting, had proposed an idea called the
Five-Sea Strategy. And if you look at the five oceans — the
Red
Sea, the Caspian Sea, the Black Sea, the Mediterranean, and
the
Persian Gulf — you have Syria situated right in the middle of
those. So, it's not only a crossroads of the Silk Road as a
land
route from Asia to Europe to Africa; but it's also a
crossroads
of the Maritime Silk Road, and the connections between these
five
seas.

There was a video presented which was prepared prior
to the
conference called "Project Phoenix"; which is a vision for the
reconstruction of Syria. And there was other dialogue at the
conference from very high-level persons from within cultural
circles and also government circles within Syria. So, Helga
was
emphatic to say that this panel on the reconstruction of Syria
was certainly a highlight of the conference; and I think it
was
just exemplary of the fact that the Schiller Institute really
is
the go-to body in terms of these people who are desperate for
a
solution, desperate for a future for their countries. They
know
who has the ideas, they know where to go to get those ideas.
So,
the combination between the expansion of the New Silk Road,
the
reconstruction of Syria, there were three resolutions that
were
passed at the conference. One for the immediate end to the



sanctions against Russia; another for an immediate end to the
sanctions against Syria; and also one against the Saudi
bombardment of Yemen, which is ongoing to this day. And you
saw
a gentleman who sent in a video from Yemen; right from the war
zone there.

I can't emphasize enough, and I think you got a little
bit
of a flavor during that overview, of the caliber of this
conference. But I really can't emphasize enough: You need to
watch this conference in full. You need to share this; you
need
to get this around to everybody who you know. As you were
saying, Ben, this is a completely different perspective on the
world than what you would normally get from your average
mainstream media. So, I just wanted to encourage you, again,
to
— as the videos become available — to go the
newparadigm.schillerinstitute.com website.

STEGER: Just to add to that, Matthew, I think you
might
have mentioned this at the beginning; but in the discussion
with
Helga and Lyn yesterday, the reality is that the kind of
collapse
and crisis we are now incurring is something beyond anything
mankind has experienced up to this point. This is not a
collapse
of the stock market; it's not a Lehman Brothers financial
collapse. You're now seeing the political dissolution. The
Presidential spokesman for Russia, Peskov, made some
comparison
to the breakdown of the Soviet Union; but you see that this is
even of a greater scale than that kind of collapse. You might
say that the world is better prepared for this crisis than the
one in 1989, but I would say that it's not prepared


http://newparadigm.schillerinstitute.com/

sufficiently.
And the leadership in the United States and the trans-Atlantic
is
not prepared sufficiently at all at this point. And the
population has to bear some responsibility on this. There's
SO
much emphasis on democracy in the West; democracy in and of
itself is not a principle. As Ben referenced, we need an
actual
return to a sense of wuniversal principles; knowable
scientific,
physical characteristics of the Universe to shape our
policies.
But those principles cannot exist within a small set of
people;
you can't expect an elite to somehow solve and address the
problems we now face. The population as a whole — and this is
why our outreach in the United States to uplift people beyond
this Presidential fiasco; and to recognize that there is not a
preparation, there is not yet a capability to address this
problem sufficiently. But what this conference addresses 1is
the
level of discussion, the level of participation that begins to
move it in that direction. And that is of an urgent nature;
because these events, as we saw last week, are only going to
increase in the weeks ahead.

Just in the last couple of weeks, you've seen
fundamental
changes in orientation from Japan towards Russia and China.
The
new Philippine President Duterte made major motions toward the
FDR and Lincoln tradition and a collaborative effort towards
China. You've seen major changes even in the last week by
Turkey
and their rapprochement towards Russia. There are major
developments constantly happening which are reshaping the
world.



But the crisis of a collapse of this trans-Atlantic system 1is
far

beyond anything most people have ever imagined; and I think
the

seriousness and urgency to develop these ideas and participate
in

this dialogue has never been greater.

DENISTON: The collapse goes to the heart of this
British
system. A lot can be said, but go to Adam Smith, go to the
original fundamental cultural assumptions, ideas about the
nature
of man. Man is governed by pleasure and pain; that mankind is
just a species that can respond only to pleasure stimulus,
avoid
pain stimulus. The whole ideological framework of the British
system, which has increasingly infected and taken over the
United
States and run the trans-Atlantic system, goes to those deep
issues about what is your understanding of the nature of
mankind
in the Universe. And we're seeing the breakdown of this
entire
British ideological imperial cultural system that has
dominated
really for centuries. I think that is the scale that we're
looking at. This is the breakdown of a century-spanning
imperial
outlook that's had ebbs and flows and increases and decreases
of
its dominance; but it's not reaching the point of self-
inflicted
collapse. So in a certain sense, Americans have a certain
tradition in direct opposition to that clearly; and people
should
be celebrating that in the next couple of days, not just hot



dogs

and fireworks. But actually use this as an opportunity to get
a

real rooted sense of what is our mission as Americans in
opposition to this imperial ideology. 1In direct resonance and
collaboration with what you're seeing out of Asia right now;
this

is the time to bring that back.

OGDEN: Right. It's exactly what you said - to
constantly
come back and say what is the ideological failure which 1is
underlying all of the events that you're seeing. The
breakdown,
the refugees, the disintegration politically, financially,
culturally of the European system; and as Helga emphasized at
this conference, it's only a paradigm shift on the level of
change from the Dark Age to the Renaissance which will
something
that will function at this moment. That didn't just happen;
that
was not some sort of organic process of historical materialism
transforming itself. That was a willful change; that was a
willful change in the fundamental ideas underlying society and
the way that society worked. 1It's people who have to ability
to
self-consciously reflect on the fact that we are facing the
failure of a system of thinking; and then to say to examine
what
those failed ideas are. And then to say, how do we replace
them;
how do we discover a new principle and create a fundamental
intellectual revolution which will allow mankind to carry
itself
forward into the future? I think that's what we witnessed in
the
proceedings of that conference; but as Michael said, it's



something which cannot stay within the confines of that
conference and the people who attended it. It is something
which
must become an integral part of our national dialogue as a
people; and it's our responsibility to bring that about.
That's
not something that we can sit back and wait for somebody else
to
do.

So, I think that's a good Independence Day message.

DENISTON: People think they are what they experience; they
think

that's what they are. That's not what you are; people are
what

they create, or what they fail to create. People are not just
your experiences in life; people are what is your new
fundamental

contribution you're making to human society, or you're failing
to

make to human society. Until people completely transform
their

understanding of what they think their lives mean, we're not
going to reach the level needed to make the transition that
was

presented very clearly this past weekend.

OGDEN: All right. I'm going to bring a conclusion to
our
show at this point, but what you should immediately do 1is
visit
the newparadigm.schillerinstitute.com website. Some of the
videos are available; I know that Helga Zepp-LaRouche's
keynote
video 1is available in full. That's a 30-35-minute length
video;
so at least please watch that. And then, as the other videos


http://newparadigm.schillerinstitute.com/

become available, it'll be posted on that website; so bookmark
it, make sure that you follow the YouTube channel, and you'll
be
notified as soon as those videos are made available.

So, I'd like to thank all of you for joining us
today. And
I'd like to thank Bill and Michael for joining us via video.
And
again, to emphasize: newparadigm.schillerinstitute.com. And
we
will have continuing coverage on larouchepac.com as well. So,
thank you very much. Happy Independence Day, and good night.

Projekt Fgnix:
Genopbygning af Syrien —
Aleppo: Den evige stad

28. juni 2016 — I historiens lgb har Aleppo vaeret vidne til
mange gjeblikke af storhed, sa vel som ogsa nedgang og urolige
tider, men byen har altid igen rejst sig af asken, som Fugl
Fanix. Det syriske folk og den syriske regering har holdt
denne samme and i live, konfronteret med den varste krise i
landets historie.

I denne fremlaggelse gennemgar vi et forslag til
genopbygningen af Syrien, ved navn Projekt Fgnix, og som
fokuserer pa, hvordan Syrien, der har en ideel placering ved
korsvejen, hvor tre kontinenter mgdes, kan fa gavn af at blive
opkoblet til Den Nye Silkevej o0og den fremvoksende
Verdenslandbro. Denne video blev optaget til Schiller
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Instituttets Internationale konference i Berlin, Tyskland,
25.-26. juni, 2016: »En falles fremtid for menneskeheden, og
en renassancekultur for klassiske kulturer«

Se ogsa: Projekt Fgnix -
diskussionspunkter for en
genopbygning af Syrien.

Se ogsa: En fredsplan for
Sydvestasien, af Helga Zepp-
LaRouche. EIR-Pressemeddelelse 1
anledning af udgivelsen fa den
arabiske version af rapporten “Den
Nye Silkeve] bliver til
Verdenslandbroen”.

Se ogsa: Playlist: The World Land-
Bridge & Global Development

BREXIT-afstemning er langt
alvorligere og mere
dgdbringende end blot en
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reaktion. Vi ma levere det
ngdvendige lederskab for at
undga krig. LaRouchePAC
Internationale Fredags -
webcast, 24. juni 2016.
Video, engelsk

Det er i dag den 24. juni, 2016 — en sardeles lovende dato.
Det er en meget, meget farlig periode, og vi star med
ekstraordinere udviklinger pa handen. Det kunne vel nappe vare
tydeligere netop nu, forskellen mellem sammenstillingen med
det dgde-o0g-doende transatlantiske system, centreret omkring
den Europaiske Union; og sa fremtiden med det Eurasiske
System. Pa den ene side, med det totale sammenbrud og den
bogstavelige disintegration af det europziske system -—
briternes exit af den Europe®iske Union, samt det
transatlantiske finansielle systems totale bankerot, der nu
afslgres. 0g, pa den anden side, Vladimir Putins og Xi
Jinpings 1igangverende 1indsats for en konsolidering og
sammensmeltning af den Eurasiske @konomiske Union, den Nye
Silkevej, og hele verden centreret omkring Stillehavet, som
Lyndon LaRouche i mange artier har arbejdet hen imod, i form
af samarbejde mellem de store nationer Rusland, Kina, Indien
og andre. Valget er meget, meget klart.

Engelsk udskrift.

(En oversattelse af forste del af webcastet folger snarest.
Bliv pa kanalen! -red.)

BREXIT VOTE IS MUCH MORE SERIOUS AND DEADLY THAN MERELY
A REACTION. WE MUST PROVIDE THE LEADERSHIP TO AVOID WAR.
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LaRouche PAC Webcast, June 24, 2016

MATTHEW OGDEN: Good afternoon! 1It's June 24th, 2016.
My
name is Matthew 0Ogden, and you're joining us for our weekly
LaRouchePAC Friday evening webcast. I'm joined in the studio
by
Ben Deniston from the LaRouchePAC Science Team; and via video,
by
three members of our Policy Committee: Diane Sare, from New
York
City; Kesha Rogers, from Houston, TX; and Rachel Brinkley,
from
Boston, MA.

Today is June 24th, 2016 — a very auspicious date.
It's a
very, very dangerous period, and we have extraordinary
developments on our hands. I think it could not be more clear
right now the distinction between the juxtaposition of the
dead-and-dying trans-Atlantic system, centered in the European
Union; and the future, of the Eurasian system. On one hand,
with
the complete breakdown and {literal} disintegration of the
European system — the exit by the British from the European
Union, and the complete bankruptcy which is now being exposed
of
the trans-Atlantic financial system. And on the other hand,
the
ongoing efforts by Vladimir Putin and Xi Jinping to
consolidate
and coalesce the Eurasian Economic Union, the New Silk Road,
and
the entire Pacific-centered world that Lyndon LaRouche has
been
working towards for many decades in the form of the
collaboration
between the great nations of Russia, China, India, and others.



The choice is very, very clear.

Earlier today we had a discussion with Mr. LaRouche.
He was
very emphatic to emphasize that the crash that we're now
seeing
in the trans-Atlantic financial system must be blamed on
Obama.
This is not something which can be construed as a reaction to
an
event, but in fact the bankruptcy of the trans-Atlantic
financial
system was already a reality before this [Brexit] vote even
occurred. This is not a reaction, he said. This is something
that's much more dangerous, and much more serious, and much
more
deadly, especially when you consider the fact that Obama is
continuing to push the world towards the brink of
thermonuclear
war with the emerging Eurasian system of Russia and China.

Mr. LaRouche said we're experiencing a complete change
in
the whole fundamental situation. Everything is now going
towards
a crash. And it's not because of a reaction to an event, but
it
was already pre-determined. Mr. LaRouche said, "We're on the
edge
of thermonuclear war, which under the current circumstances
Putin
would probably win; but Obama is insane enough to continue to
push the world in that direction." He said, "Putin 1is
currently
in charge, in terms of his role being hegemonic. That was very
clear by the recently concluded events in the St. Petersburg
International Economic Forum, and then the bilateral meetings
that are going to happen this weekend between Putin and Xi
Jinping."



Mr. LaRouche said, "We're on the edge of something
very big.
You must get Obama out! It's very dangerous to have him 1in
office
under these circumstances. Our job is to calmly bring a
solution
to this crisis from inside of our role here in the United
States,
with Putin playing a key leadership role internationally. We
are
in a position," Mr. LaRouche said, "to enter into a phase in
which a solution is possible."

Now, I want to open up the discussion; I want to
invite
Diane to elaborate a little bit more on the role that Obama,
together with David Cameron, played in creating the
circumstances
that we are now observing in terms of the aftermath of the
Brexit.

DIANE SARE: Well, everyone has heard of the famous
expression "the kiss of death"; and Obama delivered this in
London on April 22nd when he went there for two purposes. One
was to express his firm support for Great Britain remaining in
the EU; and I'm going to read his exact comments, so that
there's
no question on that. And then also, to celebrate the birthday
of
Her Majesty the Queen, whom he says is one of his favorite
people
— I'm reading from his remarks; and he said, "And we should be
fortunate enough to reach 90, may we be as vibrant as she is.
She
is an astonishing person and a real jewel to the world; not
just
to the United Kingdom." And in fact, that has been Mr.
LaRouche's point — that the Queen of England does not see her



realm as the United Kingdom; she's been trying to run a global
dictatorship, and Barack Obama is one of her tools. And like
a
typical malignant narcissist, Obama either intended to crash
the
entire system; or is blithely unaware of how despised he is.
So,
at a joint press conference at 10 Downing Street with a
British
Prime Minister who is now resigning, David Cameron, Obama
admits
he said, "Yes, the Prime Minister and I discussed the upcoming
referendum here on whether or not the UK should remain part of
the European Union. Let me be clear: Ultimately, this is
something that the British voters have to decide for
themselves;
but as part of our special relationship, part of being friends
is
to be honest and to let you know what I think. And speaking
honestly, the outcome of that decision is a matter of deep
interest to the United States; because it affects our
prospects
as well. The United States wants a strong United Kingdom as a
partner, and the United Kingdom is at its best when it's
helping
to lead a strong Europe. It leverages UK power to be part of
the
European Union." And then he adds: "Let me be clear. As I
wrote in the op-ed here today, I don't believe the EU
moderates
British influence in the world, it magnifies it. The EU has
helped to spread British values and practices across the
continent. The single market brings extraordinary benefits to
the United Kingdom; and that ends up being good for America,
because we're more prosperous when one of our best friends and
closest allies has a strong, stable, and growing economy."

So presumably, the time between April and this



referendum

was enough for people to stop vomiting and make it to the
polls,

and vote to get out of the European Union as quickly as
possible;

which is what many of them did.

OGDEN: Well, I think also, according to what Mr.
LaRouche
said — and this is absolutely the case — the crash was already
happening. It's a faulty view of history to say, "Well, an
event
happened, and therefore there was a reaction." And Mr.
LaRouche
is saying, the problem is that people think in terms of
reactions; one thing happens and then another thing happens.
In
fact, Europe was already bankrupt. Think about what was
already
happening. You had major European banks refusing to put their
money into the ECB; you had negative interest rates at the
ECB,
which is an unprecedented, never-before-happened event in the
history of that system. And you had a complete breakdown of
the
ability of both the European and the American workforce to be
able to have productive jobs or anything of that means. So,
we
already were in a complete bankruptcy of this entire
trans-Atlantic financial system; and now today, it is more
clear
than ever that the New Paradigm — which is represented by
Vladimir Putin's and Xi Jinping's collaboration; the
combination
between the Eurasian Economic Union and the New Silk Road
policy
of China, which is based not on an idea of rival blocs or



economic competition or something like that. It's based on
the

idea of a win-win collaboration. Now's the time for the
European

countries and for the United States to finally reject this
Obama

paradigm; and say we are going to join this New Paradigm. And
many other nations in Europe could follow very closely behind
Britain and leave the European Union, since it's now clear
that

it's a completely bankrupt institution.

KESHA ROGERS: And Obama can follow behind Cameron and leave
the
United States immediately. What you're seeing right now, as
Mr.
LaRouche once said, is the end of a delusion; an end of a dead
system. And the end of an era of a zero-growth paradigm;
which
has dominated the culture and society for far too long. And
it
actually goes against the true essence of our nature and being
as
human beings. And this is exactly the strategic conception of
man and the fundamental understanding of human beings that
Putin
actually understands; and those who are taking this direction
of
the New Paradigm forward. Because it's based in the identity
for
the future, of actually creating the future.

I just wanted to say that tomorrow, there will be
several
meetings, including one I'm going to be hosting here around
the
space program and the identity of the great mind of Krafft
Ehricke. The title of the event is going to be "Free Mankind



from Terrorism and War; Embrace Krafft Ehricke's Age of
Reason".

I think that's where we are right now; the question is, can we
bring about an age of reason by getting the population to
understand that what they have accepted in terms of the policy
of

dictatorship and backward, degenerate culture that we have
been

under for the last 15 years. Namely, with the destructive and
murderous policies of 9/11, that have not to this day been
brought to justice; and 9/11 never ended. That's why Obama is
continuing to get away with the murderous policies that are
influencing the entire world right now. That we haven't
brought

these crimes to the forefront; that we haven't brought the
perpetrators of these crimes — Obama, the Saudis, the British
to justice and actually declared that we are going to join
with

this New Paradigm. That's what really has to come across
right

now.

The conception of Krafft Ehricke is very crucial in
understanding what has to be the turning point for the
thinking
and identity of our nation, based on its foundation around
being
the example of a true Renaissance culture. When you think
about
the Apollo mission, and you think about what we did with the
space program; and why Obama has targetted the space program.
It
wasn't a matter of opinion or a budgetary question; it was a
direct targetting on this potential for human progress and to
continue to promote this zero-growth paradigm. What we're
seeing
right now is that Russia and China are saying that this is not



the direction that we will allow and have mankind to go in;
we're

going to actually develop and promote the true conception of
what

human destiny actually is.

So, what you see right now in terms of after this vote
indicating the further breakdown of Europe and the trans-
Atlantic
system, which was already in the process on the opposite side,
you have something that is completely remarkable being brought
in. Putin and Modi — the Prime Minister of India, President
Xi
Jinping in China, the SCO summit this weekend, and the signing
of
massive agreements for economic cooperation and development,
including space collaboration. The question is, where is the
United States in this? The idea that the Renaissance
conception
of mankind based on this identity of creating the future and
restoring a moral value to society, is seen directly in what
Russia and China are doing right now; and why this 1is a
critical
call to the moral of the United States to change that and to
join
with that direction.

RACHEL BRINKLEY: Another important aspect is what is
the
solution; what are the new systems. And the question of the
space collaboration between Russia and China is not just over
a
few projects; this is what they emphasized over the last few
days. They're looking at two things — space travel for one,
and
space station collaboration for two; and also with an emphasis
on
health and the implications [of space] on human bodies. So,



these are big questions; these are not just, let's put a rover
and test geology or something. This is looking at how the
Universe works, how the Solar System works, how the human body
works; and saying that this is going to have implications on
Earth in medicine, to give people a sense that this is how
mankind makes advances.

This has to be in the context of the question of
Alexander
Hamilton, which LaRouche has emphasized, and he recently made
the
point that what was it that was important about Hamilton? He
said, what he did in Philadelphia, what he did in creating the
Constitutional system of the United States. He knew that it
wasn't just the military victory that would enable the United
States to survive; the intention of the United States was to
be a
system that created a better future for every single
individual,
not a slave system. So, he created the inherent economics of
political economy to create that better future; and that is
what
the discussion 1s right now. This 1is not just Russia and
China
making some o0il deals, or a new pipeline or something like
that;
it's actually above nations as such. That's what LaRouche
said
about this Brexit vote; it's not just business as usual, this
is
not a vote on pragmatic politics. There's something bigger
acting. People did not want war; they're tired of Obama's
kill
policies which have terrorized the planet through his support
for
ISIS, the refugee crisis out of Syria; this is clear. So,
this
is something that's being called for, there's something acting



which is coming from the future.

The problem with Americans is that they've lost the
sense of
how to think about that, about the future. So, that's our job
right now, to create that discussion and that optimism about
how
to do that.

BENJAMIN DENISTON: I think that's the question now. What can
we
create? I was just reflecting on the discussion with Mr.
LaRouche earlier and some of his remarks throughout the week,
and
I think his emphasis that you can't respond to or interpret
events is really critical at a time like this. When you're
seeing these types of developments — because the Brexit vote
is
one example; these are not events causing the process. These
are
events caused by the process; you have a breakdown process.
This
is an explosive development in that context, but there's
already
an ongoing breakdown of the trans-Atlantic system; the
cultural
system as much as the monetary system, the whole political
system. Look at the British imperial ideology.

But the point is, if you're responding to the events
of that
process, you are still contained by that process. How do you
break free from that process? 1It's a question of creativity.
What are you doing to actually bring something fundamentally
new
to the world situation? I think that's why what you're seeing
out of Russia and China now is that; it's something new. It's
not just a response, crisis management or trying to handle 1it,
or



trying to respond to the events per se. We're beyond that;
the
events per se are death, that's where this thing is going. Be
it
a complete breakdown of the system, or whether it's that drive
to
thermonuclear war. So the question on the table now is, what
can
you create? What can you do that's fundamentally new to
create a
new system; to actually generate a new orientation for
mankind,
for leading nations, that doesn't come from a response to
current
events? That comes from a new orientation to create in the
future.

The coverage of this in the media — the markets
responding
this way or that way — it's just ridiculous. The whole thing
has been going down for years; and we've known 1it. The
guestion
now is, not who has the best spin on what mechanism caused
what;
that doesn't matter. The question now is, who's actually got
an
insight into what the necessary future has to be?

SARE: I just wanted to say along those lines, to
really
caution our viewers and anyone who's thinking that the way to
think about this is not to say how do we put together this
broken
system; like Humpty Dumpty has fallen off the wall. It's
over;
and only recognizing that almost every fundamental axiom that
people had about economics in the trans-Atlantic was faulty.
And



I do have to point out that in 1988, Mr. LaRouche called for
the
reunification of Germany based on his knowledge of the
collapse
of the Soviet Union's economy. And he made a proposal that
the
West would provide food to Poland in return for early steps
toward an early reunification of Germany; and exactly one year
later, the Berlin Wall came down, and one year after that,
Berlin
was the capital again and Germany was re-unified. And he and
his
wife both said at that time, the Soviet communist system has
failed; but that does not mean that the free trade trans-
Atlantic
system is a success. This, too, is finished; and it's end
will
be much larger and more catastrophic than the disintegration
of
the Soviet Union as we saw in '89. So now we are truly there;
and the point is for the United States to recognize what
Rachel
just said about Alexander Hamilton, what's embedded in our own
Constitution. That that understanding of the intent of our
republic, combined with what Kesha represents in terms of the
space program and a true scientific orientation, 1is the
platform
from which the United States can move to the future.

And I just want to add — because Ben had sent
something out
and I think Kesha, too — there's something circulating on the
web of 30 gigantic projects that China is engaged in building
which are changing the whole planet; these are huge
infrastructure projects. One of them is a 16-mile long
suspension bridge across the Yangtze River; another 1is a group
of
nuclear power plants; and so on. I think the most expensive



any
of these projects was, was something like $3.4 billion. The
bridges might have been $1 billion or $750 million or
something.

Think about that and think about the bail-out. The first
bail-out of AIG — and there was more than one; but the first
bail-out of AIG was $80 billion. Now, $80 billion is probably
more than the sum of what was spent on all of these 30 giant
projects combined. You will also argue that this is not the
same

kind of dollars; just like that's the problem with the metric
of

what the space program generated, but I'm just using it as an
example. Because particularly in the United States and
Western

Europe, people have a totally insane view of what constitutes
value and what is money. And if you just look at something
like

this, you can see that the destruction, the degradation and
collapse of the United States has absolutely nothing to with
money per se; because we could have taken that $80 billion
from

the AIG bail-out and invested it into high speed rail, nuclear
power, getting back to the Moon, any of these things. And I
think we've done a number of $80 billion [bail-outs] just for
AIG, but the policy decision was not to do that. And that's
the

point of the insanity; and that's what we have to change,
because

money itself has no intrinsic value. Once you understand
that,

you can stop panicking about all the money that's going to be
wiped out if everyone crashes and has their silly irrational
responses, or maybe it's finally rationality setting in.
Money

doesn't matter per se; the question is, what is the direction
of



human progress, what is the direction of humankind? From that
standpoint, we can turn on a dime; not that everything 1is
going

to be repaired instantaneously. It'll take probably two
generations for the United States to achieve a standard of
living

that would be appropriate for this nation. But nonetheless,
the

direction could occur tomorrow; provided we do what Kesha said
first at the beginning, which is that Obama is no longer in
control of running the direction of this country — nor anybody
who thinks like Obama.

OGDEN: Well, I think it's very important that you
brought
up this question of the fictitious values at the root of this
entire trans-Atlantic system; because what we're seeing in the
distinction between the bankrupt collapsing system in the
trans-Atlantic Europe-centered area, and then the growth in
China, in Russia, in India, and in that new Eurasian system.
These are not comparable types of systems; this is not one
person's loss is another person's gain or something like that.
These are completely two distinct species of outlook on the
world; and I think that's what we're getting at here. What
we're
experiencing with these crashes within the span of just a few
hours, HSBC lost 10% of its stock value; Standard Charter lost
10% of its stock value; the pound was down to a 31l-year low —
lower than it's been since 1985. But what is all of this?
This
is just the evaporation of fictitious value.

On the other hand, you have substantial, real growth

in the
form of the reconstruction of the New Silk Road, the
development

of the vast interior Eurasian continent, the development of
new



transport routes, these new development corridors. Diane, I
think it's appropriate that you brought up the turning point
in

1989 with the crash of the Soviet Union, because what we're
experiencing now is something at least of that caliber, if not
far, far greater than the caliber of 1989. And you're right,
Mr.

LaRouche was clear at that point that the Soviet system was
merely the first show to drop; now we're experiencing the
second

shoe has dropped. This system is bankrupt. And at that time
in

1989, is when Lyndon and Helga LaRouche planted the seeds for
what has now emerged as the New Paradigm, as the new Eurasian
economic system. At that time it was first — in its nascent
form — the Productive Triangle; then it became what was the
Eurasian Land-Bridge. This was adopted in the form of the New
Silk Road; and now this is being expanded to the World
Land-Bridge. This is a vision for a global and
extraterrestrial

development policy. But Mr. LaRouche made several trips to
Russia during the 1990s; several trips to India as well. Mrs.
LaRouche has travelled now multiple times to China in the last
several years. This is the center; this is Mr. LaRouche's
emphasis on the impetus of leadership, the hegemonic influence
at

this time of the creative leadership of the leaders of these
nations. President Putin, President Xi Jinping, Prime
Minister

Modi, and others.

DENISTON: I think it's worth underscoring that it's still
playing out, too. We have this SCO summit going on right now,
in

which the heads of these nations are going to meet. After
that,

Putin is going to be travelling to China for a heads-of-state



meeting with Xi Jinping. In this whole process, you're having

these dialogues to solidify — and I think this is really big —

solidify the Eurasian Economic Union cooperation with the New

Silk Road; which I think is a huge step in these very large

but

regional projects moving closer to this Eurasian Land-Bridge,

World Land-Bridge perspective that Lyn and Helga have defined.
So another point of emphasis that Mr. LaRouche has had

over

the past weeks, I think is very sobering and represents a very

high level of thinking, is don't assume we know how any of

this

is going to play out. This is a developing, creative process;

there's a lot more things going on right now. And we should

be

orienting towards not trying to assume we know how all these

things are going to be finished, or what the results are going

to

be. This is an ongoing, creative process right now, and this

is

how you have to think about it. 1In the next days, as was

mentioned, out of the activity we're going to be engaged 1in

over

this weekend which is very significant — both here in the
United

States and in Europe - that's going to be a critical
escalation.

But then over the next weeks also, we're just going to see a
lot
of important developments coming.

ROGERS: I think it's important what Diane brought up
on the
point of the system of monetarism that has dominated the
culture
and society, that has actually set mankind backwards from what
the intention of the foundation of our republic actually



represented under the conception of Alexander Hamilton.
That's

really what you have to look at, too, when you think about the
cultural pessimism and the zero-growth paradigm that has
continued to dominate for the past several decades now. It's
interesting, because people try to say that the targetting of
the

space program has to do with not having enough money; we just
have to take these budget cuts. And that's the same point.
How

much bail-outs have we put on these various financial
speculators

and derivatives and so forth that we could not put into the
space

program? The idea was that it was never about the fact there
were not enough financial resources to put into the space
program. It was in the intention not to invest into the
future.

And there were many people who promoted this zero-growth
paradigm

that Krafft Ehricke took on directly, who stated that the
space

program represented too much of a "false optimism" for the
population; that it actually gave the population a sense of
optimism and a sense of their identity as human beings and a
commitment to the future. The empire and those promoters of
zero-growth were adamant that they had to put a stop to that.
I

was reading an article from back in 1963 in the {New
Atlantic};

it was referenced in a book by Marsha Freeman — "The Conquest
of

Space and Stature of Man" by Hannah Arendt. Hannah Arendt was
one of these major promoters of zero-growth and backwardness;
and

she made the point that the fight against the space program is
not that of money, but a question of man being inherently



corrupt
and that nothing good could come out of scientific progress.
And that's the thing right now, 1is that what Russia
and
China and this New Paradigm are promoting that only good can
come
out of the nature of mankind's creative mental process 1in
terms
of shaping and defining the future and creating that which has
never been created before. As we're seeing with the outcome
of
what China is doing with their space program. That used to be
our mission; why we went to the Moon in the first place, and
why
President Kennedy made the announcement that we would send a
man
to the Moon and bring them back before the decade was out. It
was our obligation to take on something that was fundamentally
new; that's our creative nature.
That just puts the question that this monetary system
has to
be thrown out the window; a new system of economic value based
on
the real conceptions of the creative powers of the human mind
has
to be brought in. And the best conception to bring that about
is
the space program.

BRINKLEY: Absolutely. And Mr. LaRouche made the
point that
also what do we replace this system with? The idea has to be
a
Eurasian policy; and that's what you see in space, that's what
you see in real economy is what are the mutual interests.
Europe's only chance is to join with this policy; so Obama has
explicitly prevented that. He's called for everybody on the



planet not to join with Russia and China; he tried to prevent
it,

whether it was Japan, Mexico, all the coups going on in South
America right now — Argentina. Puerto Rico is being destroyed
and murdered by Obama and Wall Street. LaRouche said this is
also why the [Brexit] vote occurred; Obama's economic
policies,

his defense for this doomed system is clear. Also the
question

of Obama said our great ally is Great Britain, and it will be
now

and forever. Well, what are we showing with the 28 pages?
Saudi

Arabia did not act alone; actually this part might not be in
the

28 pages, but it's in many other pages that are there to be
released. Through the BAE deal, Prince Bandar, to be found
out

that Great Britain might not be our greatest ally. And
Obama's

defense of Britain, of Wall Street, his continual murder
policy,

the fact that somewhere 111-114 Americans commit suicide every
day; that this is Obama's policy. He is a murderer; and he has
got to be removed. That's the fact; it's an absolutely evil
intention, and he's got to be thrown out.

SARE: I'd just like to add along those lines: One is
we
are having our regular Saturday meeting here in Manhattan,
although it's slightly expanded. I will be keynoting it; and
we
have Jason Ross from the Science Team 1is here and others, to
present these two views. We also are holding a concert on
Sunday
afternoon, dedicated to Sylvia Olden Lee, called "In Praise of
Sylvia Olden Lee", who was one of our very important



collaborators in the Schiller Institute in this fight for the
qguestion of Classical beauty. And Classical music 1is
something

which can strengthen people, which strengthens our better
angels,

as Abraham Lincoln might have said, to actually insure that
justice is done. And I bring these things up, because here in
the US, you have this really diversionary, silly spectacle of
debates about gun control and Congressmen rolling around on
the

floor and things like that; pretending that they're in some
kind

of civil rights sit-in, when here you have the murderer-in-
chief

— President Obama — presiding over a weekly kill session on
Tuesdays, deciding who he's going to kill. Then you had
September 11th, which Rachel was alluding to, where close to
3000

Americans were killed; and justice has not been done. And
Obama

— as Bush before him — is covering up for the perpetrators of
othe crime and colluding with them as best we know.

And I think this is a very important flank for those people
who say, "Well, it's impossible; we only have a couple more
months. In January, we have a new President anyway." Well,
just
look at what's been happening in the last few weeks, to see
how
quickly things can change. NATO has deployed 50,000 troops in
exercises on the border of Russia. Do you really think we
should
just presume that we're going to safely avoid thermonuclear
war
while we have a killer lunatic who is now more desperate than
ever as President of the United States? I think it's very
important that people stop pretending or picking other so-
called



"issues" which are really non-issues; when we have a great
crime

which was committed 15 years ago on September 11, 2001, which
has

not been addressed. By addressing this and getting to the
truth

of what was involved in this — the Saudi role, the British
role,

the Wall Street role, the FBI role, the Bush role, Obama's
role;

by addressing that, we have a lever by which to expel the
current

President from the White House and hopefully land him safely
in

jail where he belongs. And to change therefore, the direction
of

the United States.

OGDEN: If Obama was so interested in Britain's
staying in
the EU, perhaps as Kesha suggested, he could follow suit after
David Cameron and announce his resignation as well. To his
credit, David Cameron has announced that he is leaving his
post
as Prime Minister before his term 1is over.

DENISTON: Obama might be too big of a narcissist;
it'll
take more aggressive action for that one.

OGDEN: But I do think that absolutely, Diane, what you just
said

about the events that are coming up this weekend — both in New
York and then, Kesha, what you're hosting down in Texas — the
emphasis has got to continue to be, what is the creative
intervention that can be made to uplift the American people
and

to lead the American people. That was one thing that really



did

stick out when we were speaking with Mr. LaRouche earlier

today;

that it's never enough just to have the correct analysis of

events. Our emphasis has got to be, how do we calmly bring a

solution to the table that will be the solution to this

crisis?

And that's what you were saying, Ben, that we're in completely

uncharted territory; this is an unprecedented situation in the

history of mankind. You have no idea what's going to happen

tomorrow, what's going to happen the next day. It was almost

a

comedy to watch how surprised all the pundits and the

investors

and the big masters of universe and everybody were, when they

thought that they were going to sleep last night with the

remain

vote having come out on top. And then they wake up this

morning

and lo and behold, it's the completely opposite result. That

proves to you that these guys have no idea what they're doing.
Diane, you brought this up in the webcast last week.

Why

would you give anybody any credit, when they had no idea that

the

Crash of 2008 was right around the corner? Why would you put

your trust in these people? So, you have a completely

unprecedented situation. The rise of the Eurasian system 1is

not

something which is a fait accompli; this is what's driving the

directionality of the possibility of a thermonuclear war

breaking

out. Granted, the support for the sanctions and for the NATO

maneuvers in Europe 1is now becoming increasingly less strong;

but

that doesn't mean that you're by any means guaranteed that we

can



avolid a fate such as that. So, it's decisive action and it's
creative leadership in the case of what we are able to
provide;
and Mr. LaRouche was clear that it's the unique capability of
the
members of this Policy Committee to provide that kind of
leadership within the United States.

So again, I just want to emphasize the importance of
these
two events that we have coming up this weekend. So, I think
with
that said, you can watch for coverage of those events as they
are
broadcast. The regular Saturday meeting will be live,
available
on the LaRouche PAC website tomorrow for Manhattan; and we
encourage you to participate in that in person if you are in
the
area, as well as the events in Texas. And please stay tuned
to
larouchepac.com as things rapidly change.

If you haven't yet, make sure you subscribe to our
YouTube
channel; make sure you don't miss any of these critical
discussions. And also become a regular subscriber to our
Daily
Updates which are delivered directly to your inbox via email.
So, thank you for tuning in, and please stay tuned to
larouchepac.com.
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Obama, Orlando og det anglo-
saudiske terrornetvark.
Kort video, engelsk

— Det massemorderiske voldsorgie i Orlando, Florida, er blot
det seneste i en rzkke forfardelige terrorangreb, der, ligesom
11. septenber 2001, udspringer af den 30 ar gamle Al Yamama
olie-for-vaben-aftale mellem de britiske og saudiske
monarkier. En aftale, der skabte nutidens jihadistiske apparat
som et dakke for krigsoperationer, der har til formal at
destabilisere rivaliserende nationer, med Rusland og Kina som
hovedmal. Fa hele historie her: lpac.co/orlando

STOP 3. Verdenskrig:
International terror.
»Efter ‘De 28 sider’ - 11.
september: Ti ar senerec«.
Video, engelsk.

Folgende praesentation indeholder arkivoptagelser af angrebene
pa World Trade Center og Pentagon, den 11. september 2001.

Lyndon LaRouche, juni 2007: »Verden har levet under et system,
som er 11. september-systemet — der allerede eksisterede, som
jeg advarede om, 1 begyndelsen af 2001. F@AR prasident George
W. Bush blev indsat fgrste gang, og hvor jeg sagde, ’'Verdens
system har ndet et punkt, hvor et fremstormende kollaps af
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systemet nu er i gang. 0g jeg sagde dengang, at faren bestar
i, at noget lignende dette vil indtraffe, under de nuvarende
tendenser i USA, og det indtraf! 0Og det hed '9/11" - 11.
september. '«

Se ogsa: USA: I har ngglerne til at standse terrorbglgen. Brug
dem!

Se o0gsa: »Den anglo-saudiske baggrund for den aktuelle,
internationale terrorisme: Frigiv sandheden, og lad os lukke
imperiemagternes topstyrede terrorapparat ned, én gang for
alle!«

Leder: USA: I har ngglerne
til at standse terrorbglgen:
Brug dem!

— Samt en kort gennemgang af
det britiske og saudiske
monarkis rolle i
international

terror gennem de seneste 30
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ar, inkl. video:
‘Beyond the 28 Pages - 9/11,
Ten Years Later’

13. juni 2016 (Leder) — Det massemorderiske voldsorgie 1
Orlando, Florida, angiveligt begaet af en tilhanger af
Islamisk Stat, Omar Mateen, er blot det seneste i en rakke af
forferdelige terrorangreb, der alle udspringer af den tredive
ar gamle »olieaftale« mellem det britiske og det saudiske
monarki. Denne aftale har givet dem stor magt og store,
skjulte ressourcer til at skabe nutidens globale jihadistiske
organisation for angreb imod nationer.

Med mindre, og fer, denne anglo-saudiske organisation afslgres
— som vi kan ggre det med afslgringen af de dokumenter om 11.
september, der er blevet hemmeligholdt i 15 ar — og oplgses,
vil verden konstant sta over for blinde terrorangreb, over alt
og til enhver tid.

President Obama blev en overlagt og villig agent for briterne
0g saudierne i sine evindelige krige, der har spredt kaos 1
hele Mellemgsten og Nordafrika, og terror i hele verden.

Hvilket »sammentraf«, at Obama skal mgdes med den saudiske
kronprins Salman i Washington, mens hans CIA-direktgr, John
Brennan, ggr sit yderste for at »frikende« Saudi-Arabien for
sin rolle i at arrangere angrebene den 11. september og
drabene pa 3.000 amerikanere. Bade Obama og Prins Salman mgdes
med blodige hznder.

EIR’s stiftende radaktegr Lyndon LaRouche bemzrkede i dag, at
han har varet klar over denne britisk-saudiske magt for
ondskab i artier; og at dette bidrog til, at han den 2.
januar, 2001, fremkom med en sardeles offentlig og publiceret
advarsel om, at der forela en trussel om et stgrre
terrorangreb mod USA, der ville finde sted i efteraret 2001.
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»Det er stadig det samme, det drejer sig om, selv i garsdagens
massemord i Orlando«, sagde LaRouche.

Den unge Orlando-drabsmand var rejst til Saudi-Arabien 1 2011
og 2012, mens han var ansat 1 det britiske, internationale
sikkerhedsfirma G4S; og han kom tilbage som en tilsyneladende
meget forandret person.

LaRouche understregede, at, fordi Obamas krige nu umiddelbart
fgrer til en konfrontation med Rusland, og truer med at blive
til Tredje Verdenskrig, er det af afggrende betydning at
afslgre de saudisk/britiske hander bag — begyndende med 11.
september — og at tvinge Obama ud.

"Aftalen’, der lancerede 1000
angreb

I 1985 indgik Prins Bandar bin-Sultan, dav@rende saudisk
ambassadgr til USA, et langvarigt partnerskab med den britiske
regering under dav@rende premierminister Margaret Thatcher.
Under dekke af en olie-for-vaben-aftale ved navn Al Yamamah
(arabisk for »duen«), etablerede de britiske og saudiske
monarkier en offshore-fond, der voksede til enorme
proportioner og er blevet brugt til at fgre global terrorisme
imod udpegede nationer.

I lgbet af de mere end 30 ar, siden Al Yamamah blev lanceret,
har de britiske og saudiske monarkier ophobet langt over $100
mia. 1 en kade af hemmelige offshore-fonde, til finansiering
af terrorisme, politiske mord, kupplaner og andre forbrydelser
som den aktuelle saudisk/britisk/amerikanske invasion og
bombning af Yemen.

Under Al Yamamah sendte den britiske vabenproducent BAE
Systems for ansldet $40 mia. vaben til det Saudiske Forsvars-



og Luftvabenministerium, og for anslaet yderligere $20 mia. i
bestikkelser til saudiske prinser og regeringsfolk inden for
forsvaret. Til gengald sendte saudierne 600.000 tgnder olie
pr. dag til briterne. Gennem de anglo-hollandske oliegiganter
British Petroleum og Royal Dutch Shell blev olien solgt pa de
internationale spotmarkeder og skabte profitter for hundreder
af milliarder af dollars. En EIR-undersggelse fra 2007 anslog,
at, som et minimum, blev $100 mia. i overskud ophobet og
deponeret i hemmelige offshore bankkonti, til brug for
hemmelige, fazlles anglo-saudiske operationer.

I en officiel biografi pralede Prins Bandar med at bruge disse
hemmelige midler og med den sarlige natur af Al Yamamah-
aftalen, som kun kunne have varet gennemfgrt mellem to
absolutte monarkier, der kunne agere over loven o0og udviske
skellet mellem offentlige og private handlinger.

ISIS har, med andre ord, absolut IKKE varet verdens rigeste,
islamistiske terroroperation.

I 2007, da de britiske medier gennemfgrte en begranset
afslgring af Al Yamamah-bestikkelsesskandalen, lukkede den
britiske premierminister Tony Blair den britiske Afdeling for
Alvorligt Bedrageris (SFO) efterforskning, med den
begrundelse, at det anglo-saudiske partnerskab var af
afggrende betydning for den britiske nationale sikkerhed.
Ordren til at lukke efterforskningen kom fa timer efter, at
den schweiziske regering havde besluttet at give SFO adgang
til de hemmelige bankkonti, tilhgrende Wafiq Said, en stramand
for AL Yamamah-midlerne.

Al Yamamah-aftalen var en lukrativ transaktion for Prins
Bandar, som fik en kommission for sin rolle i lanceringen af
programmet pa mindst $2 mia. (amerikanske efterretningskilder
anslar, at Bandar fik mere end $10 mia. for aftalen).



Spgrgsmalet om 3.000 drazbte
amerikanere

Bandar er direkte indblandet i angrebene den 11. september pa
World Trade Center og Pentagon. Penge fra den personlige
bankkonto tilhgrende Bandar og hans hustru, prinsesse Haifa
(sgster til den mangearige direktgr for saudisk efterretning,
Prins Turki-al-Faisal), blev videregivet til to af de
oprindelige flykaprere fra 11. september, Khalid al-Mihdhar og
Nawaf al-Hazmi, via de saudiske efterretningsofficerer Omar
al-Bayoumi og Osama Basnan. Penge overfgrtes fra Bank of
Englands konti fra det Britiske Forsvarsministeriums
Stgttekontor til Forsvarseksport (DESO) til Bandars konto 1
Riggs National Banks. Desuden modtog al-Bayoumi og Basnan
penge gennem en ’'skygge’'-ansattelse 1 et saudisk
forsvarsfirma, Dalah Aviation, der var eneste
entrepriseindehaver for det Saudiske Forsvarsministerium.

En fgderal dommmer (dvs. udpeget af prasidenten) i Sarasota,
Florida, gennemgar nu flere end 80.000 sider af tilbageholdte
FBI-dokumenter, der drejer sig om en celle bestdende af
flykaprerne den 11. september, og dennes forbindelser til en
prominent, rig, saudisk forretningsmand med starke band til
det saudiske monarki. Nogle uger fgr angrebene den 11.
september, forlod den saudiske familie, der opholdt sig i et
indhegnet bosted i Sarasota, meget pludseligt landet. De
efterlod sig ejendele, der indikerede, at de brgd op med meget
kort varsel. FBI gennemfgrte en uddybende undersggelse af
familien, fordi de husede tre af flykaprerne fra 11.
september, inkl. ringlederen Mohammed Atta i mange tilfalde,
iflg. sikkerhedslogs og videooptagelser, der viser Atta og de
andre ga ind og ud af ejendommen.

FBI hemmeligholdt dokumenterne og det faktum, at de foretog en
undersggelse, for den Falles Kongresundersggelse og 11.
september-kommissionen. Tidligere senator Bob Graham, der var



med-formand 1 den Falles Kongresundersggelse, havder nu, at
eksistensen af forbindelsen mellem de saudiske royale og
Sarasota-cellen, nar dette ses i sammenh&ng med beviset for
den saudiske regerings stgtte til San Diego-cellen, nu rejser
yderligere spgrgsmal om angrebene 11. september. Hvad med
Herndon, staten Virginia, og Paterson, staten New Jersey, har
senator Graham offentligt spurgt?

Et 47 sider langt dokument, skrevet af de to stabsmedlemmer af
11. september-kommissionen, der tidligere havde arbejdet for
den Fazlles Kongresunderundersggelse, og som havde skrevet det
28 sider lange, undertrykte kapitel, identificerede i alt 20
saudiske regeringsfolk med beviselige band til de 19
flykaprere forud for angrebene 11. september.

Disse forbindelser gik fra det sydlige Californien til den
Saudiske Ambassade i Washington og til den Saudiske Ambassade
i Berlin, Tyskland. Tidligere flademinister John Lehman,
medlem af 11. sept.-kommissionen, sagde til ’'60 Minutes’, at
kommissionen ikke fgrte en uddybende undersggelse af de
ledetrade, der burde have veret forfulgt, og som relaterede
til det saudiske monarki og det saudiske regimes stgtte til
flykaprerne. Lehman, blandt andre kommissionsmedlemmer, har
krevet en tilbundsgaende, fra gverst til nederst, ny
undersggelse af 11. sept. — en undersggelse, hvor alle de
undertrykte ledetrade og abne spor til de saudiske royale
fuldt ud forfglges.

I lgbet af denne tredivearige periode med Al Yamamah-
programmet er der flydt penge fra disse hemmelige offshore-
konti, s a vel som 0gsa gennem saudiske
velggrenhedsorganisationer, til finansiering af et globalt
netverk af moskeer og madrasser (skoler), der har rekrutteret
flere generationer til det ekstreme wahhabi/salafist-apparat,
som udggr rekrutteringspuljen til sunni jihadistisk terror
over hele verden.



Hvad der skal ggres

De beviser, der indeholdes i det stadigt hemmeligstemplede, 28
sider lange Kkapitel af den oprindelige Falles
Kongresundersggelse af 11. sept., abner dgren til en
optrevling af hele det anglo-saudiske terrorapparat. Uden en
forstaelse af den rolle, som det britiske monarki og de
britiske efterretningstjenester har spillet i det jihadistiske
apparat, er det umuligt at lukke dets evne til at operere ned.

CIA-direktgren fremfgrte i et interview sgndag, at amerikanere
»ikke burde tro pa« dette 28-siders kapitel, som han nu
frygter, vil blive tvunget til at blive frigivet, med en
ophavelse af hemmeligstemplingen. Men et republikansk medlem
af Kongressen rapporterede i et tweet, »CIA-direktgren ma
referere til nogle andre 28 sider end dem, jeg har last.
Frigiv dem, og lad det amerikanske folk traffe afgegrelsen.« I
har i jeres hander midlerne til at ga til modangreb mod denne
britisk/saudiske operation. Brug dem. Fremtving en
offentligggrelse af de saudiske beviser. Fremtving Obamas
afgang. »Dette ma ggres hurtigt«, sagde LaRouche i dag, »for
at forhindre yderligere international gdelazggelse. «

Video: 'Beyond the 28-pages — 9/11: Ten Years Later' — Otte
maneder fgr angrebene 11. september, 2001, forudsagde Lyndon
LaRouche, at USA havde en hgj risiko for en begivenhed a la
"Rigsdagsbranden’, en begivenhed, der ville ggre det muligt
for dem, der var ved magten, gennem diktatoriske midler at
styre en gkonomisk og samfundsmassig krise, som de i modsat
fald ikke var kompetente til at handtere. Vi lever nu i det
ubrudte kglvand af dette stykke historie.

Titelbillede: Obama og Kong Salman bin Abdulaziz under et af
presidentens mange besgg i Saudi-Arabien samtidig med, at han
opretholdt mgrklaegningen af 11. september. [flickr/whitehouse]



»Vil USA ga med 1 Den Nye
Silkevej? Global,
videnskabelig

udvikling, eller atomkrig«;
Helga Zepp-LaRouches
abningstale ved Schiller
Institut-

seminar 1 San Francisco, USA.
Video, engelsk.

Jeg tror, at, hvis man ser pa verdenssituationen, is@r pa den
amerikanske offentlighed, der nasten intet ved om situationen;
folk i Europa ved lidt mere, men, hvis man sammenligner den
umiddelbart forestaende fare for en eskalering af
konfrontationen mellem NATO, USA og Storbritannien og sa
Rusland og Kina pa den anden side, sa er viden om det sa svag,
at dette for mig star som det mest skrammende aspekt; for,
fraveret af en offentlig debat om den mulige udslettelse at
hele civilisationen, om det sa skyldes mange folks
ligegyldighed, fordi de simpelt hen er ligeglade, eller det
skyldes, at de er for bange til at tenke tanken til ende, men
manglen pa en offentlig debat er det, vi ma @ndre.
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LaRouchePAC Internationale
Fredags-Webcast 4. marts
2016:

Vi ma udvikle rumprogrammet
for hele menneskeheden.
Engelsk udskrift

Megan Beets fra LPAC Videnskabsteam rapporterer fra en
begivenhed med Kesha Rogers 1 Texas om rumprogrammets
betydning for USA og hele menneskeheden; Jeffrey Steinberg
fremlegger en analyse af begivenhederne omkring Libyen, som
Hillary Clinton var en del af, med afs@ttelsen og mordet pa
Gaddafi, og hele operationens konsekvenser for den aktuelle
situation i Nordafrika og Mellemgsten, der kan fgre til
generel atomkrig,; og Jeff Steinberg fremlegger hr. LaRouches
tanker om en genrejsning af USA’s gkonomi, med en genoplivning
af rumprogrammet som spydspids. Engelsk udskrift.

MATTHEW OGDEN: Good evening. It’s March 4th, 2016. My name

is Matthew 0Ogden and you are joining us for our weekly
broadcast

here on Friday evenings for the LaRouche PAC webcast, at
larouchepac.com. I'm joined in the studio this evening by
Jeffrey

Steinberg from {Executive Intelligence Review}, and Megan
Beets

from the LaRouche Pac Science Team. And Megan Beets just
returned

from a trip to Houston, Texas where she was involved in a very
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significant event and other meetings with Kesha Rogers. Many
of

you might have seen the recording of this event, which was
also

live-streamed on this website last Saturday. It featured Tom
Wysmueller, and Kesha Rogers, as well as Megan Beets.

We're going to begin our broadcast this evening with some
remarks from Megan Beets, coming off the discussion that we
had

with Mr. LaRouche this morning. As many of you know, Mr.
LaRouche

has placed a premium on Kesha Rogers’ role as a champion, a
unique champion, of the resurgence of the United States space
program. Kesha Rogers very aggressively campaigned for this
cause

in her three campaigns for Federal office that she has run so
far

— 2010, 2012, and 2014, in which she was the Democratic
nominee

two elections in a row, in the 22nd District of Texas, for the
United States House of Representatives, and also ran an
internationally profiled Senate campaign in 2014.

So, without further adieu, I would like to ask Megan Beets

to come to the podium to deliver a few opening remarks, and
then

after that, we’ll feature some more discussion coming off of
the

meeting we had with Mr. LaRouche this morning, with Jeffrey
Steinberg filling in some of those details.

MEGAN BEETS: Thanks, Matt. I can tell you from my visit to
Texas that at this moment, when the breakdown of the
trans-Atlantic system is undeniable — we’re witnessing the
complete malfunctioning and shutdown of this old system -—
we're

also see the reopening of the space program down in Texas.

Now the event that I was privileged to participate in with



Kesha and Tom Wysmueller down in Texas, represents a real
beginning of a change of direction of the United States, a
rebirth, so to speak, of the United States as a nation. Now,
the

requirement today 1is that the United States dump our
commitment,

our addiction, to this dead, dying trans-Atlantic system, and
decide once again to take up a mission in the sense of purpose
and contribution to mankind.

Now, you look around today. You look around at our citizens.
You look at the heroin epidemic. You look at the death, the
self-induced deaths from drugs, from suicide, from alcoholism,
and so forth. You look at the breakdown in cities like Flint,
Michigan, the breakdown in places like certain counties of
West

Virginia that were once booming coal towns. There’s no
reflection

in the United States of reality.

Now, what’s reality? Look at the leadership coming from

Asia, particularly from China. Look at the kinds of optimistic
developments, the progress for humanity, that’s coming from
the

leadership of China and their space program; and in their
commitment to development projects which are beginning to take
hold and take place all across Eurasia. That’'s reality.
There’s

no reflection of this yet inside the United States. And so
when

we look around, it’s not just that the U. S. economy has
disappeared. The United States has disappeared. There’s no
sense

of a unified purpose. There’s no sense of a unified mission
for

the existence of the United States as a nation, and there’s no
sense within our people of what {we}, as a nation, will
organize

ourselves to contribute to the purposes of mankind.



Now you contrast that with the U.S. sense of purpose and
mission as under John F. Kennedy and his Presidency, and his
leadership within the United States, and his dedication to the
space program. Now, as anyone who truthfully remembers — and
most especially, those people who were directly involved — can
tell you, this wasn’t just a mission for the United States.
This

was a real mission for all of mankind. And this was reflected
in

some anecdotes in the event last Saturday from some of the
attendees, who themselves were engineers or otherwise employed
in

NASA during the Apollo missions.

One anecdote that was told by someone saying that he

disagreed with Werner von Braun that we should be sharing some
of

our technology with the Russians, and his mind was changed by
von

Braun. There was another former NASA employee who said that at
first in the 1990s, he disagreed with President Clinton’s
sharing

of U.S. space technology with the former Soviet Union — with
Russia. And he said once he started working with Russian
engineers, he realized that our mission is mankind; it'’s
unified;

it's the same. And this was reflected throughout the entire
event: the sense that our work during the space program was
contributing fundamental developments and contributions, not
to

the progress of the United States, but to the progress of man
as

a whole.

Now, why? What is the space program? What happened during

the space program in the United States?

Well, not only was the common, the general citizen,
transformed. Not only were there innumerable and immeasurable
benefits from the economic spin-offs. But most importantly,



the

people were transformed. The astronauts were fundamentally
transformed. The engineers working in a space program were
fundamentally transformed, as we confronted problems in space,
problems that forced us to overturn our assumptions about the
principles which govern and control the Universe that we lived
in. And each of these problems that we confronted, we were to
conquer. And you see that in the accounts of the people who
were

involved during that time in the space program: that we were
able

to pull together around a common mission, thousands and
thousands

of people across the country to confront these challenges in
our

knowledge about the Universe, and to conquer them.

And in that way, in a very short period of time, man began

to rapidly transform and change into a more powerful species.
We

began to progress into a species with more power and control
over

the processes in the Universe, so much to the point that we
were

able to land people on the surface of the Moon, which
fundamentally transformed our ideas and our knowledge of what
the

Moon itself is, of what potential the Moon holds for a new
platform of development for man, which was completely unknown
until the accomplishments of Apollo.

Now this is what the Chinese are doing today with their

space program. In 2018, just two years from now, the Chinese
plan

to land on the far side of the Moon. This has never been done
before. The far side of the Moon has been imaged with
satellites,

it’s been seen by human eyes in the American astronauts who
travelled there. But nobody has ever landed on the far side of



the Moon.

Now, people may say, “Well, we know what the Moon is; we’ve
looked at it. We'’ve taken pictures.” But the fact is, the far
side of the Moon is a completely unknown quantity to us. When
we

land there, for example, what do we think the far side can
teach

us? When we land there, we’ll have a chance to confront our
fundamental notions about the formation of the Moon, the
formation of the Earth, and possibly other planets in the
Solar

System with the unique geological investigations that we’ll be
able to perform there.

When we land there, and when we’'re able to set up

astronomical observatories in the very low radio frequency
range,

which is a band of the electromagnetic spectrum which 1is
impossible to look at the Solar System in from anywhere
attainable to us besides the far side of the Moon; when we are
able to look at the Solar System in this new range, we’re very
likely going to discover that the planets, the interstellar
medium, distant galaxies, different stars, could exhibit
processes to us which were completely invisible before.

It’s this kind of potential for mankind to transform our
powers, to transform our relationship to the Solar System
itself,

that’s being offered by the Chinese actions today. And it'’s
this

sense of meaning, this sense of mobilization and commitment to
progress for all of mankind, which is what we, down in Texas,
are

reminding people of. What Kesha is reminding people of — even
people who participated in these great accomplishments 40 or
50

years ago, and who might have encountered now a sense of
demoralization with the actions since that time. We're drawing
people back out to a commitment of this mission. And Kesha is



showing once again that the United States can, and must,
commit

itself to this kind of purpose for all of mankind.

So I can just conclude by reporting that the beginnings of
these developments that we’re seeing coming out of Texas, 1is
that

people down there still associate themselves with reality, and
are now playing a leading role, with Kesha, in being moved
toward

recognizing that this is the viable option for the United
States.

OGDEN: Thank you very much, Megan. And like I said, if you
haven’t gotten a chance to see the recording of the event that
occurred down in Texas last Saturday, it is archived on the
larouchepac youtube channel, and I would encourage you to
watch

it. It was a very uplifting event, and we can expect to hear
much, much more from Kesha Rogers, obviously.

Now, the second item on our agenda tonight is something

which you may have heard Mr. LaRouche emphasize during the
discussion with the LaRouche PAC Policy Committee this past
Monday. Towards the end of that show, you might have caught
Mr.

LaRouche’s reference to a series of very significant articles
that were published in the {New York Times} over the weekend.
They were titled: “Hillary Clinton, Smart Power, and a
Dictator’s

Fall: The Role of Hillary Clinton in the ouster and killing of
Colonel Muammar Qaddafi That Left Libya a Failed State and a
Terrorist Haven.” This article, or series of articles, which
were

based on a number of interviews from people who were right on
the

inside of the entire decision-making process that led into the
decision to overthrow Qaddafi, and to ultimately have him
killing, very vividly paints the picture of the months leading



up

into that decision, and Hillary Clinton’s central role 1in
making

that decision on the inside of the Obama White House.

And this, despite dire warnings from intelligence experts,

and military experts, as to what the aftermath of that
decision

would be, and also even overtures of peace that were coming
from

Libya itself, and the Libyan government — overtures for a
peaceful transition, which were directly and decisively
ignored

by the Clinton State Department and the Obama White House.
These actions, this regime-change operation in Libya, as we
know now very well, directly led to Libya becoming a failed
state, and creating the vacuum in which Libya could be the
staging ground for what has now come to be called ISIS today —
these radical jihadist terrorist who in many parts are using
the

weapons that were channeled into Libya at that time by the
Hillary Clinton-Obama operation, in order to overthrow
Qaddafi.

They are now using those weapons to take over large swaths of
territory in Northern Africa, and in the Middle East.
Obviously,

this is the context for the tragic events that unfolded on
Sept.

11 in Benghazi in which Ambassador Stevens and three other
Americans were killed. However, I think this point to the more
important discussion that should be being had: What was
Hillary

Clinton’s role? What was Barack Obama’s role in the decision
for

regime change in Libya, and what will be the outcome if we
allow

this same regime-change operation to continue to take place in
Syria and in many other countries?



One note I would say just before inviting Jeff up to the
podium to discuss this more in detail, is the importance of
the

coincidence of the publication of these series of articles in
the

{New York Times} with Congresswoman Tulsi Gabbard’s surprise
announcement that she was resigning as vice-chair of the DNC
in

order to more aggressively campaign against Hillary Clinton,
explicitly because of Hillary Clinton’s identity as a strong
and

vocal advocate of the policy of regime change what Tulsi
Gabbard

has said she personally witnessed the tragic and disastrous
consequences of on the ground in Iraq, after the decision to
have

regime change against Saddam Hussein. Tulsi Gabbard was active
service military. And we saw the decision again in the case of
Libya, and now we are confronting directly head-on whether or
not

that decision will be made in Syria.

This also obviously has a lot to do with the context of
Secretary of State John Kerry’s efforts to create the
framework

for a ceasefire, along with Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov 1in
Syria.

Now, what I would like to ask Jeff to discuss at the podium

is what Mr. LaRouche’s take has been on the significance of
these

articles, and also the very precise timing of these articles
being published right now, during this Presidential campaign
season, and what the implications of this should be seen in
terms

of the ongoing fight behind the scenes continuing to this day
in

the Obama Administration.



JEFFREY STEINBERG: Thanks, Matt. Well, the two-part series,
lengthy articles that were published late last week, early
this

week, in the New York Times bring back into stark relief and
memory, the fact that the decision to overthrow and execute
Qaddafi was not only a turning point in recent history. It
unleashed a flood of instability. Massive amounts of weapons
flooded out of Libya. All across Africa a structure was set up
for laundering those weapons into Syria, where they ultimately
wound up in the hands of both the al-Qaeda, and later the
Islamic

State forces. This has been a source of mass death, grave
instability, throughout the entire Africa and Middle East
region,

and beyond.

Now, what the {New York Times} articles make clear is

something that was well-known to us and which Mr. LaRouche
commented on exhaustively as these events were playing out.
But

from the standpoint of the current elections and things
related

to the ongoing war danger, now at the threshold of the danger
of

a general war, a nuclear war, it’s very important to reflect
back

on this.

Effectively, as the result of Hillary Clinton joining the
White House, joining President Obama, joining Samantha Power,
joining Susan Rice and Valerie Jarrett, in pressing for the
violent overthrow of the Qaddafi government, the assassination
of

Qaddafi, and effectively the installation of the Muslim
Brotherhood and al-Qaeda into power in Libya, this meant that
Hillary Clinton had completely capitulated to Obama. Prior to
that point, during the Obama administration, despite the fact
that it was a grave political mistake on the part of Hillary
Clinton to have become a part of the Obama Administration in



the

first place, the fact is that she had generally aligned
herself

with Defense Secretary Gates, with General Dempsey, chairman
of

the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and had been a barrier to the worst
kinds of British policies coming out of Obama, Jarrett, Rice,
Power, and the others grouped around this President.

Obama is a British agent, plain and simple, and that was one
of the first points that Mr. LaRouche emphasized in our
discussion earlier today. And he said, Look, Hillary Clinton
was

terrified into playing the role that she played in Libya. She
was

not the only person pushing for regime change; she was, in the
words of Roberts Gates, “the tilt factor”. The decisive vote
in a

very close 51-49 vote, where Gates himself, the Joint Chiefs
of

Staff, were opposed to launching the no-fly zone. Launching
what

was being mislabelled a humanitarian intervention, when from
the

very outset it was always about regime change. You’'ve got to
remember that the characteristic of the Obama Presidency is to
be

found in those Tuesday kill sessions; where the President sits
down with a group of national security advisors, Cabinet
members,

representatives of the military and intelligence community,
and

makes life-or-death arbitrary decisions to add people’s names
to

the kill lists. In some cases — we know in at least four
instances — people were put on that kill list who were
American

citizens; who were deprived of any day in court, any due



process,
and were summarily assassinated. Whether by special forces,
whether by drone attacks, or combinations of both.

So, that’'s the character of the Obama administration. And
with the 2011 decision to overthrow Qaddafi, Hillary Clinton —

out of absolute fear — remember, you're dealing with a
President

who relishes the idea of coming up with weekly lists of
targets

for assassination. With that Libya decision, with Clinton’s
decision to side with her own worst enemies, going all the way
back to the 2008 campaign when she campaigned against Barack
Obama; when Samantha Power publicly went out on the stump
calling

her a witch. When she capitulated and sided with those
British

forces in the Libya operation, she not only participated in
the

unleashing of absolute Hell across much of Africa and the
Middle

East region; but she caved in to people who, at an earlier
point,

she knew were absolutely despicable and were her avowed
enemies.

That capitulation is something that she will live with
forever.

Now, recently, in the course of reviewing the Africa events,
the Libya events, some additional information has come out
that

even puts a further punctuation point on the fact that there
was

a top-down decision in which Secretary Clinton participated,
along with President Obama, to overthrow Qaddafi; no questions
asked, no second thoughts. There’s a very precise timeline
that

has been provided by a retired US Navy Rear Admiral named
Charles



Kubic, who was retired from the Navy and was a business man
working in Libya — also a trained engineer. And when the
United

Nations Security Council passed the resolution to establish a
no-fly zone and a “humanitarian corridor” around Benghazi -
this

was on March 19, 2011 — on that very day, Rear Admiral Kubic
was

contacted by people in the inner circle of Qaddafi; and they
said, “Let’s talk.” Let’'s not go with diplomatic
formulations.

Let’s immediately convene a battlefield 72-hour truce. And
during that time, let’s discuss an orderly procedure for
standing

down the Libyan forces that were moving on Benghazi, and on an
orderly transition of power. Qaddafi was prepared to leave
Libya, to go into exile; to arrange a negotiated government to
follow from him, and to basically stand down the Libyan forces
that were, in fact, battling al-Qaeda and other jihadist
networks

in the area around Benghazi and Misurata inside Libya.
Admiral

Kubic conveyed immediately the approach that he had gotten
from

the head of Qaddafi’s personal security. He conveyed it to
Stuttgart, Germany; it was reported to General Carter Ham, the
head of the Africa Command, and General Ham responded
favorably.

Details were being worked out the very next day to convene
exactly this kind of battlefield truce and negotiating
process;

either in Tripoli, or right off the shores of Libya on a
designated US military ship. And in fact, there was a halt on
the part of Qaddafi of the military movement toward Benghazi
and

Misurata. So, in other words, everything was there within the
first 24 hours of when the bombing began of Libya, for the



conflict to stop right there; for Qaddafi’s departure; for
none

of the death and destruction that followed to actually take
place. On the evening of March 20, 2011, General Carter Ham
issued a statement saying that the United States had no
interest

in targetting Qaddafi. That was the return signal that the
Libyans were looking for, coming from AFRICOM, that the
negotiations could begin perhaps as early as the next morning.
However that entire situation was cancelled; Admiral Kubic was
ordered to stand down, to drop the contact. AFRICOM was
ordered

to stand down and abandon any plans for any such negotiation
for

Qaddafi’s departure. Because the decision had been made
“higher

up in the administration” that there would be no turning back;
that this was a regime change operation, and in fact, a part
of

that was the fact that the British — who had agents inside the
inner circle of Qaddafi’s own personal security detail — were
the ones who fingered his location and set up his
assassination

later that year.

So, in other words, the destruction of Libya, the

destruction of Africa, that came in part as a measure of
Hillary

Clinton’s capitulation to President Obama, and above all else,
to

the British; could have been at least short-circuited and the
worst damage prevented. The death of Ambassador Stephens and
the

three other American officials a year and later probably could
have been averted. But none of that happened, because there
was

a willful decision; undoubtedly the decision was made 1in
London,



was passed in through Obama. And rather than fighting against
that, Hillary Clinton capitulated; and it was out of a fear of
Obama, out of a fear that this was a killer President. There
were a number of opportunities where she had the possibility
to

resign and put the spotlight where it properly belonged; but
none

of those things happened.

And as the result of that, all of the African continent 1is

now one extended battle zone. As the result of that, we have
the

existence of the Islamic State; because Turkey, Saudi Arabia,
Qatar flooded Syria and Iraqg with the kinds of weapons that
had

been derived from what was at one point a secured Qaddafi
arsenal

of all kinds of weapons. And those weapons have now spread
chaos, death, and destruction across that entire swath of
North

Africa and the Middle East. That’s the legacy, that’s the
consequence of the fact that, as Secretary of State, Hillary
Clinton failed to uphold her responsibilities; capitulated to
her

own worst avowed enemies in the Obama administration, and
unfortunately, the rest is history.

Mr. LaRouche, at the time, pointedly said, from the moment
that he heard that Qaddafi had been assassinated, that the
real

targets were Russia and China; and that these events in 2011
were

the beginning of a process that would now accelerate towards
the

general warfare — potentially thermonuclear warfare -
involving

the United States, Russia, and China. So, look back with a
certain degree of hindsight, and understand the consequences
of



what happened in that critical moment of March of 2011; and
see

how all of the events that have followed from that, and why we
are on the verge of a potential thermonuclear war of
annihilation

of mankind. Understand how critical decisions in critical
moments, shape events for long periods of time to come.

OGDEN: Thank you very much, Jeff. Now, in the context of
what Jeff just said about the overarching policy that has
emanated from this Obama administration against Russia and
against China, you’ve seen obvious economic warfare also
that'’s

taken place from the United States against both of those
countries. The next question pertains to one of those
aspects;

and I know that it will also give Jeff an opportunity to
discuss

a little bit about what Mr. LaRouche’'s views are on the
necessity

of a massive mobilization inside the United States to rebuild
our

economy, spearheaded by Kesha Rogers’ efforts in Texas to
revive

the legacy of the NASA space program.

So, the question reads as follows: “Mr. LaRouche, the US
Department of Commerce has imposed a 265% tariff on Chinese
cold-rolled steel. The Department of Commerce stated that the
tariffs are meant to punish China for dumping cold-rolled
steel

onto the market; which is used to make auto parts, appliances,
and shipping containers. In your view, will these imposed
tariffs help the US steel industry? And if not, what measures
do

you recommend to revitalize our steel industry?”

STEINBERG: Well, the first thing that Mr. LaRouche said



was, if you want to revitalize the US economy, then you’ve got
to

start out by shutting down Wall Street; because Wall Street
right

now is about the only steel sector left in the United States —
they steal everything that’s available to be stolen.

Now, I think that this move by the Commerce Department came

as the result of pressure from a number of members of
Congress;

most of whom are simply desperate and misqguided and are not
even

among the worst people in the US Congress. The idea that
somehow

or other, putting prohibitive tariffs on the importing of
Chinese

steel at this stage of the game, when the entire real economy
of

the United States is in a state of absolute collapse, is the
ultimate folly. Now, let’s just look at some of the basic
facts

of what’s been going on inside the US economy; and
particularly,

let’s look at the steel sector. We don’t have the data for
all

of 2015, but we know that between 2014 and 2015 there was
actually a 26% decline in the amount of steel imported from
China. And the reason for that is because there was an even
greater decline in the overall steel utilization inside the US
economy; because the US economy is in a state of physical,
economic collapse. One of the areas where you had substantial
use of steel, not on a gigantic scale, but on a significant
scale, was in the shale oil and gas sector; which we know is
in a

state of collapse right now. And the fact that it was that
sector that was a major source of steel use in the US economy,
just tells you how far down the scale of real economic
development that we have fallen.



Now, the fact of the matter is, that on a global scale

centered in the trans-Atlantic region, you have a significant
collapse in physical economic output. Real production in the
United States has collapsed; we’ve gone through 15 consecutive
months of a decline in industrial output. The shale oil and
gas

sector collapse is a small piece at the tail end of a 40-year
process of economic collapse, disintegration, out-sourcing of
what little real economic activity was going on. So the idea
that a tariff, at this point, is going to protect a domestic
industry that collapsed over the past 40 years, is an act of
desperation; when in fact, we need real creative thinking.

Now, {Executive Intelligence Review} has recently — we’ve
talked about it on this show before — produced a supplement to
the World Land-Bridge report, called “The United States Must
Join

the World Land-Bridge”; and it lays out a clear game plan for
a

genuine economic revival of the United States. It starts by
shutting down Wall Street; they’re hopelessly bankrupt. And
the

bankruptcy of Wall Street is now in the process of advancing
the

disintegration of the real economy of the United States; and
the

real economy of the United States means the American people.
When we were discussing earlier today with Mr. LaRouche, he
said,

“Look, what’s the most chilling indication of the real rate of
collapse of the US economy? 1It’'s the exponential increase in
the

number of people dying of heroin overdoses; it’'s the number of
people, the exponential rise in the number of people
committing

suicide in other ways, as well. It’'s the desperation and
demoralization of a population that was once inspired, that
was



once the most productive population in the world; and is now
fallen into a state of complete collapse.” 1In 2005, we saw
the

takedown of the auto sector; and what that meant was the
machine

tool design sector associated with the US auto sector was
wiped

out. Under President Obama, there has been a conscious and
systematic policy of shutting down our space program; and it'’s
only through that space exploration, as Megan just emphasized,
that you have any prospect of a genuine future for mankind.

The good news is that the report coming out of Texas is that
some of the leading circles historically associated with NASA,
current and former NASA employees, have reached the point
where

they realize: 1) that it’s all over for the United States if
there’s not a real fight to revive the space program. They
see

certain glimmers of reflection of what was once a driving
force

in the growth of real productivity in the American economy;
namely, the space program, centered in NASA Houston. You had
the

return to Earth of Scott Kelly, who spent a year up in space;
an

exciting development, it’s a glimmer. 1It’s a sort of smell or
fragrance of the fact that NASA can be revived; that we can
have

a resurgence of the kind of optimism that we had during the
Kennedy Presidency, before he was assassinated. Where the
Apollo

program was the centerpiece for the whole development of the
real

US economy. You’'ve got NASA people now beginning to say,
“Yes,

we’'re ready for a real fight.” The fight is on; and you've
got



reflections of that that you’ll see emerging as a tendency in
other parts of the country. Southern California used to be a
major center of our space program; you had the Jet Propulsion
Lab

in the Los Angeles area, a crucial component. And you, of
course, had the Lawrence Livermore Lab up in the Bay area.
These

are centers that can be revived; but only if we get a core
revival of that NASA mission. The mission to join with China,
with Russia, with India, with other nations, in exploring and
developing the universe as part of man’s extraterrestrial
mission.

So, if you think about the steel issue again, from that
standpoint, how much steel would be required for the kind of
nationwide high-speed rail system that is part of the “US
joins

the World Land-Bridge”? How much steel will be required for a
proliferation of nuclear power plants throughout the United
States? The modernization of the existing plants, and they’re
replacement where appropriate, by fourth generation nuclear
power

plants. What would be the requirements once we’ve actually
completed the process of successfully commercializing fusion?
These are the issues for the future; but these fights have to
won

today. And if you want to understand the biggest mass kill
factor with President Obama, it has been his killing of the
NASA

space program; because that is a mass execution of the future.
And so, these issues are all very much inextricably tied
together. Unless we get a revolutionary change in policy,
which

means a return to the kind of Hamiltonian principles that we
last

saw on display in the Franklin Roosevelt Presidency overall,
and

in the Kennedy Apollo program in particular. These ideas are



there; and we’'re getting now, coming from the Houston
vicinity,

from the NASA center there, a rumbling. The start of a real
fight to basically bring the United States back into space; as
part of a collaborative mission for all of mankind. And as I
say, once that happens, the issue of steel, the issue of
dumping;

all of this becomes meaningless. Because the actual physical
requirements will be so enormous, the return to optimism and
the

benefits of that — particularly for a lost generation of young
people, who represent a high percentage of those who are going
off as heroin addicts, who are committing suicide, who have no
sense of future. We’ve got to restore the future; and that
starts with a fight to revive NASA. And the good news is that
that fight is now beginning; it’s in its early moments, but
it's

a fight that is winnable. And the future of the United States
hangs in the balance.

OGDEN: Thank you very much. Because Jeff mentioned it, I
would just encourage our viewers to revisit the pamphlet;
which

is both available in print form, and in digital form: “The
United States Must Join the New Silk Road; A Hamiltonian
Vision

for an Economic Renaissance”; which features much of what Jeff
just discussed in terms of a national high-speed rail program,
a

Bering Straits tunnel or bridge project to connect us to
Eurasia.

To the phenomenal developments that are happening now 1in
China;

but it also has an entire section on a science-driver
development

mission, which includes much of the cutting edge work that
needs



to be done with a revived space program — not just in the
United

States, but also collaboration that we must begin to cooperate
with China’s and Russia’s space programs. And have what Mr.
LaRouche has so aptly termed the common aims of mankind; that
is

the truest form of a war avoidance program for a durable
piece.

So, with that said, I would like to thank Jeff; and I would
also like to thank Megan Beets for joining us here this
evening.

And I would encourage you to stay tuned to larouchepac.com.
Thank you very much.

LaRouchePAC 1Internationale
Fredags-webcast, 12. februar
2016:

Genopliv USA’s rumprogram!
Genopliv en vision for
fremtiden!

Dette fredags-webcast vil fokusere pa LaRouches
ngdmobilisering for at genoprette det amerikanske rumprogram
09 gore Barack Obamas odelaggelse af rumprogrammet til det
mest fremtredende tema i sporgsmalet om nodvendigheden af at
stille ham for en rigsret som president for USA. Engelsk
udskrift.

This Friday’'s LaRouchePAC webcast will focus on LaRouche’s
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emergency mobilization to restore the American space program
and make its destruction by Barack Obama the most prominent
feature of his necessary impeachment as President of the
United States.

Transcript-MATTHEW OGDEN: Good evening! My name is Matthew
Ogden, and you’'re joining us for our weekly Friday evening
broadcast, here, from larouchepac.com. This is our webcast for
February 12, 2016. Today is Abraham Lincoln’s birthday. I'm
joined in the studio today by Jeffrey Steinberg from Executive
Intelligence Review magazine, as well as Megan Beets and Ben
Deniston from the LaRouche PAC science team. I'm also joined,
via video, by a special guest again this week — Kesha Rogers,
joining us from Houston, Texas.

We have all just come from a discussion that we had with both
Mr. LaRouche and Mrs. Helga Zepp-LaRouche. I think the content
of the presentation that you’ll hear tonight is directly
informed by the tenor of that discussion. It’'s very clear that
there are immediate problems, an immediate crisis, which must
be addressed and must be resolved, that are right in front of
us as we speak. However, that will be the subject of the
answer to our institutional question, which we have decided to
leave to the end of tonight’s broadcast.

To begin with, we have the responsibility to take a step back
and look at the much bigger picture. We have a responsibility
of leadership, as an organization, and as a movement which
involves the viewers of this webcast tonight. That
responsibility of leadership requires us to go far beyond
these immediate challenges, to look into the future, and to
imagine what mankind can be, what mankind must be, and to take
the necessary action to bring that future into being.

The recent attention to the incomparable genius of Albert
Einstein that has been forced upon us by a very interesting
outcome of an experimental investigation that has just had
results that were reported yesterday, forces us to consider,


http://www.larouchepub.com/
http://www.larouchepub.com/

however, not just the outcome of that experiment, but forces
us to consider what mankind as a species 1is capable of, and
what the identity of mankind as a species must become in a
self-conscious way.

This is something that we’'re going to take up in much more
detail a little bit later in the broadcast tonight, but what
we begin to consider, is that the space program as we knew it
from President John F. Kennedy and others, is the necessary
ingredient of a mission of any civilization which is worthy of
representing mankind as a species on this planet. Mankind must
not be a creature of the Earth. Man is not an Earthling.
Mankind must be a creature of the stars! He must learn, both
physically and mentally, how to navigate that wide ocean which
is outer space. He must come to know what he does not know. He
must come to understand the inner workings of the galaxy which
he is an integral part of, and also other galactic systems.
And, he must come to know his role as a species within that
complex of galactic systems which comprise the Universe as we
know it today.

In doing so, man affirms his nature as a species completely
unique from all other species. Mr. LaRouche was emphatic that
the insights of Vladimir Vernadsky and his understanding of
the noosphere, and the uniqueness of the human mind and the
human species as a whole, setting mankind apart from the
animals, is something which very few people understand today,
but was a very crucial investigation into the nature of the
human race. Coincidentally, Vladimir Vernadsky and Albert
Einstein were direct contemporaries.

We made great leaps, giant leaps, in this direction of man as
a galactic species, not an earthbound species, with our
landing of men on the Moon during the Apollo project of the
1960s and 1970s, and other great accomplishments of that era.
To a certain extent, the legacy of that era has continued
along certain trajectories. But since that time, when the
mission of man leaving this planet was a professed mission of



the United States government itself under the figure of John
F. Kennedy, since that time, our progress in that direction
has been moving backwards, compared to where we should have
been, where we should have come by now, had we continued that
directionality, and especially compared to what other
countries, most notably China, have now accomplished and are
committed to accomplishing further in the very near future
ahead.

As President John F. Kennedy was wont to say in several
speeches that he made, where he quoted Scripture: “Where there
is no vision, the people perish.” And that is absolutely true
today. That is what the last 50 years of a “backwards
progress” has brought us, as an American people — as we've
presented repeatedly over the past several weeks in this
webcast — and as a trans-Atlantic system, where face an
absolutely dire crisis — economic, social, and military crisis
today.

Our job here this evening, is to take the necessary steps to
restoring that vision, and there’s nobody more qualified to
that, in my opinion, than my good friend Kesha Rogers.
Following the remarks that Kesha makes, we will have follow-up
remarks from Megan Beets, who will elaborate much more on what
China is doing in their ambitious space program and where
that’s come from in the recent years, and where that’s going
towards. Ben Deniston will follow up immediately after her, to
elaborate a little bit more of what the necessary insight into
the genius of Albert Einstein and Vladimir Vernadsky must be,
from the perspective of this recent experiment that affirmed
many of Einstein’s hypotheses that he made nearly a century
ago.

For those of you who may not know, or may need to be reminded,
Kesha Rogers was the Democratic nominee for Congress 1in
Texas’'s 22nd District two years in a row — the 2010 elections
and the elections in 2012, which, I'm sure, was a real thorn
in the side of the political hacks in that area. She



established her campaign based on the idea that we must revive
NASA, restore NASA, despite the attempts by the Obama
administration to destroy what NASA was committed to doing.

In 2014, Kesha expanded on her successes as an electoral
candidate in the previous two elections, and declared a state-
wide race for United States Senate, which, despite the fact
that she was massively outspent by the Democratic Party
establishment and by their chosen candidate, she came so close
in the preliminary primary elections, that she forced those
primaries into a runoff election, and received not just
national prominence, but international prominence as a very
significant political figure.

So, without more said about Kesha’s unique role in this
mission to restore the vision to the American people, I'd like
to introduce to you, Kesha Rogers.

KESHA ROGERS: Thank you, Matthew! Well, I think what you've
laid out, and also in the discussions we had from Mr.
LaRouche, one thing that’s important to point out is, this 1is
the level of discussion which is absolutely critical to revive
the educational and human commitment that has been lost in our
society. The real question 1is, when we’re dealing with the
space program — and this is what’s not being discussed in any
of the political debates or amongst the space community itself
— 1is this question of what is the nature of man; what is the
responsibility to the understanding of the mind of man as
different from any other species, animal species, out there.

I've gone to a number of events in the NASA community with
certain representatives of the space community. You have this
discussion where people want to talk about innovation or
something of that nature; but what’s missing right now, 1is
that there’s no real discussion on the principle of true
discovery, on the principle of true creativity. If you're
going to get back to the foundation of what our space program
truly represents, then that has to be the focal point of what



is understood and what we’'re fighting for. Looking at the
space program, one of the things that is extremely important
right now, is that what has been a dividing line, is this very
question of what is the nature of man. It’s not about money,
or it’'s not about what projects are more reasonable or will
actually work better; but more so it is what is the destiny of
mankind to discover and to do what has never been done before.

I love the remarks from Mike Griffin, former NASA
Administrator, who I believe made them in 2006, working under
the [George W.] Bush Administration, who demonstrated the idea
that mankind has always committed itself to doing that which
is going to leave something behind for the children, grand-
children, next generations — the building of great cathedrals.
We think about Brunelleschi or Charlemagne, those individuals
who played a significant role in creating something that they
weren’t going to be able to see themselves, that they may not
be able to participate in; but knew that their responsibility
was to actually create for the future. I think that'’s the
ultimate question right now. What has been done in the
progress of the society of mankind has been with the intention
of creating for the future.

When you take the conception of the future out, and that human
beings have no ability to actually determine or act upon that
future, that was the understanding of the fight between Zeus
and Prometheus, [where] Prometheus had a higher conception
that mankind can know, and not only know, can actually act on
and create the future.

How do we do this? We do this through the basis of discovery.
We do this through the basis of understanding that human
beings don’t have to live like their fathers and grandfathers
before them, like the beavers, before them. We can create new
discoveries! And that’s what we’re finding and which has been
essential in understanding what the space program brings us,
and the understanding of the new principles that were put
forth in development of what you see in terms of the beautiful



ideas that foster the creation of such wonderful and beautiful
cathedrals; that mankind not only just enjoys, in terms of
aesthetic beauty, but also which has created the ability for a
mastery of science that had never been known before.

That’'s what the space program represents! The same idea 1s
actually recognized, when you look at music, what great
Classical composition truly represents. The fostering of our
society has been, always, to take the discoveries of mankind
to the next level, to a higher conception, to a higher
principle of mankind. The space program represents not just a
program itself, but is what is the destiny of mankind.

I want to reiterate the beautiful example, again, of Krafft-
Ehricke, because I think this gets at the truly beautiful and
fundamental idea of that conception, as to why we have to have
a space program. It is only for those very reasons, on the
conception of what is the destiny of mankind, what is our
responsibility. This is what we should be addressing in our
education systems; that, as [krafft-]Ehricke explained, “The
concept of space travel carries with it enormous impact,
because it challenges man on practically all fronts of his
physical and spiritual existence. The idea of traveling to
other celestial bodies reflects the highest degree, the
independence and agility of the human mind. It lends ultimate
dignity to man’s technical and scientific endeavors. Above
all, it touches on the philosophy of his very existence.”

And what we have to address in terms of looking at what has
been lost in the space program, is that very conception of
touching on that which is human. And identifying that which
only mankind has the ability, based on our creative powers
based on the image of the Creator, to be able to actually
participate in. And we have taken that away. We’ve taken it
away through the actions of the last two administrations
through a policy of capitulation to Wall Street and a bankrupt
financial system. The idea that our mission, as China has
clearly set forward, and the paradox in that is the fact that



we have been denied access through the insanity of certain
Congress members and people who have taken away the
collaboration, for human beings to collaborate on discoveries
that are going to impact all of mankind. By denying the access
of NASA per se to work with China, this was known as a clear
understanding that nations had to work together if we were
going to actually address the problems on Earth facing
mankind, that were going to be addressed through discoveries
that were going to benefit all mankind.

So that’s what we have to address right now. Can we get back
to that understanding once again? What is going to be our
direction? What type of future are we going to see — are we
going to create, I should say, on the progress of where
society and civilization are going. And I think what we are
seeing coming down the pike in terms of a continued escalation
toward war and chaos, we have a clear dividing line in front
of us. And this is extremely important that the space program
has — what it represents gives us a commitment again toward
restoring a new direction for mankind. And doing what it is
that is our responsibility and intention to do.

OGDEN: Thank you, Kesha. Now let me ask Megan Beets to come to
the podium.

MEGAN BEETS: So Kesha referenced German space pioneer Krafft-
Ehricke. I'd like to reference another German space pioneer,
who lived at the beginning of the 1600s — Johannes Kepler. And
Kepler also identified the Moon as a very unique place, and a
unique destination for mankind. In 1608, he authored a really
beautiful, fanciful document called “The Dream”; in which he
imagined a journey to the Moon, and described and unfolded in
his imagination what astronomical observation would be like
from the vantage point of the Moon. Taking man off of Earth,
taking man’s mind off of Earth and reconstructing the
structure of the Solar System as seen from the vantage point
of the Moon.



Now, very interestingly, he also discussed and imagined what
the unique differences might be between the near side of the
Moon — which we see every night when we look up into the sky
and see the Moon — and what the differences would be with the
far side of the Moon, and what those unique characteristics
might be.

Now, 400 years after Kepler wrote this, man for the first time
is finally planning to land on that far side of the Moon. Just
a little over two years from today, China plans to send its
Chang’e 4 lunar mission to go to the Moon, and for the first
time in mankind’s history, to perform a soft landing on the
far side of the Moon. The far side of the Moon is a very
unique place; it’'s unique in terms of the Moon itself. It
presents geological characteristics which we believe to be
quite different from the near side. It presents resources such
as Helium-3, which might be in higher quantities than on the
near side of the Moon. But it’s also a very unique vantage
point in terms of the Solar System itself; allowing us to
perform astronomical observations in wavelengths which we just
simply can’t see from anyplace near Earth or Earth’s orbit.

So, as Kepler foresaw in a sense, the far side of the Moon 1is
a beginning point for us to begin to exercise our creative
play; and to begin to peer out into the Solar System and the
galaxy beyond and reconsider the processes of that Solar
System as something that might be different than anything
we’'ve known before. So this landing on the far side of the
Moon will come precisely one year after China does something
else; which is sending their Chang’'e 5 mission as a sample
return mission, to land on the surface of the Moon, sample
lunar material, rendezvous with an orbiter, and sen this lunar
sample back to Earth. This is the first time this has occurred
in over 40 years, and using entirely new and different
technology. Now that 2017 sample return mission 1is coming
roughly after three years after something which happened just
one year ago; which was China’s Chang’'e5T - for test -



mission. Which sent an orbiter to the Moon which went around
the back side of the Moon, sent back some beautiful images
from its orbit around the Moon; sent a capsule from lunar
orbit back to Earth orbit, which was able to make a successful
re-entry onto Earth and be recovered by Chinese space
scientists. Again, this is the first time anything like this
has happened in over 40 years.

Now, an important element for China’'s space program is its
quest for a very rare isotope for helium. Helium-3, which, as
has been said by the father of the Chinese lunar program,
Ouyang Ziyuan, 1is a unique fusion fuel which could power the
Earth as far into the future as we could think. This is a
fusion fuel which is very, very rare on Earth; but which
exists in abundance on the Moon. Another promise of the Moon
drawing mankind in to a higher level of power and a higher
level of existence.

Those are the very recent and also immediate future plans and
accomplishments of China in space. Going back to 2007, just
prior to the launch of the very first phase of their lunar
program, the Chang’e 1, China’s newspaper interviewed 10,000
Chinese youth. And of those 10,000 young Chinese, 99% were
following the developments of the lunar mission; another 90%
believed that they one day would travel to the Moon. This
remarkable progress of China in their Moon program has been
complemented by a very robust, in terms of the success of the
accomplishments, manned space program — the Shenzhou program;
which began in 1992, and is coupled with the Tiangong program,
the space station program. So, it was in 2003 that China put
its first man into space. It was five years after that that
China put the first man into space to perform the first space
walk of China; which was beamed back down to Earth in a live
broadcast. In 2012, China sent a Shenzhou mission up into
space to rendezvous and dock with the first component of their
space station; the Tiangong I. The crew rendezvoused with the
space station, opened the portal and entered the space station



to beam photographs and video back down to Earth. Only one
year after that, the next Shenzhou mission rendezvoused with
the same component of the space station; the astronauts
entered the space station, and one of the astronauts taught a
simple physics class, performing simple physics experiments
live to 60 million Chinese students in classrooms on Earth.

This year, 2016, the second phase of the space station, the
Tiangong 2, will be sent up; shortly followed by the next
manned mission to rendezvous with the space capsule. Now this
is progress towards a full-size space station, which 1is
expected to be launched in the early 2020s; which will permit
long-term habitation and scientific work in space. Which 1is
expected to be completed roughly at the same time as the
International Space Station is decommissioned.

So, that’s a very brief overview, but I want to make two
points on this. Number one, the entire Chang’e Ulunar
exploration program and the manned space program, including
the space station, is vectored toward establishing mankind on
the Moon; not simply a mission to plant a flag and go home.
The idea of China is to begin folding the Moon into mankind’s
sphere of influence; fold the Moon into the noosphere in the
sense of Vladimir Vernadsky. But also, to allow the Moon to
transform mankind; to allow the discoveries that we make and
the secrets of the Moon to change and upgrade man’s power in
and over the universe. They also plan to use the Moon, very
clearly, as a launch pad, a base for further expansion into
deep space.

The second point to be made is, that while this progress 1is
being made by China, these missions are being launched by
China, this is an international program. This is not for the
Chinese; and they’ve been very clear about that. China has
nearly 100 agreements for space cooperation with over two
dozen countries, which is part and parcel of their win-win
cooperation vision for collaboration among all mankind.



Having said all of this, I think it’s important to back up and
look down on the whole thing. It’s not the specifics of what
China is doing here which are really the most important thing.
What is important is the modality which China has committed
itself to. The fact that the minds and the lives of the
Chinese people are being engaged in the kind of creative play
which we see in the manned space program, and the joy in the
accomplishments of that. In the space station program. In
their plans for the exploration of Mars and further out into
deep space. And especially in their lunar program. This kind
of creative play and progress is moving mankind as a species
closer to what the German space pioneer Krafft-Ehricke called
not homo sapiens, but “homo extraterrestris”. Mankind becoming
a new species which is not based on Earth, but which is based
in the Solar System as a whole. It’s in that sense that China
today, with their commitment to their space program, with
their commitment to involving people around to the world to
participate in these kinds of accomplishments. It is in this
sense that China today is leading the cause of humanity.

BENJAMIN DENISTON: Thanks, Megan and Kesha. Maybe just to pick
up off directly what we were just presented with China’s
focus, I just wanted to highlight some of what Mr. LaRouche
was emphasizing today on the importance of this for uplifting
mankind to a new level. And as we discussed last week, we have
some very important elements with the lunar far side, which
Megan referenced. This is a unique capability mankind will
have when accessing the far side of the Moon, to give us a
completely new perspective on the universe. But I want to just
— coming off of Mr. LaRouche’s emphasis earlier today, and
what Kesha was just bringing up, I want to emphasize that this
is not just the ability to discover the currently unseen.
We'll see new things, but the point is, this will give us the
ability to discover what is currently unknown. What does that
mean? What does the unknown mean? This requires a fundamental
return to real science, 1s what Mr. LaRouche was emphasizing
earlier today. A real, true scientific conception of mankind



as a creative force in collaboration with a creative universe.
And today, as was mentioned, we have the excellent standard of
Einstein brought to us again today, with the confirmation of
something he had forecast a century ago; which was the
existence of so-called “gravitational waves”, or waves in the
space-time characteristics of the universe. This 1is getting
all kinds of media headlines, media attention, coverage all
over the place. I think it’s a pretty remarkable thing to
reflect upon; just the very conception of waves, changes in
the structure of the very space-time fabric of the universe;
which Einstein had forecast, and expected to be there. And
we're finally with our technology, catching up to where
Einstein had said we would be, over a century earlier;
confirming what he had expected with his conception of
gravity.

You can read plenty of media coverage about this particular
confirmation of Einstein all over the place now. But take a
look at Einstein himself; look at Einstein’s conception of
gravity as a curved space-time. And Einstein, as a scientific
thinker coming out of very specific scientific tradition,
explicitly referencing back to the work of Riemann and Gauss.
Riemann, somebody who overturned the entire chessboard of
science, so to speak, with his calling for the ending of a
priori notions of science, of geometry. Including conceptions
about space and time, for example, which Einstein
demonstrated. You see a direct reflection of orientation of
this in Riemann’s work, 1in Gauss’ work earlier, who Riemann
picked up on.

Look at this another way; what were they overturning? They
were saying science, the process of mankind’s understanding of
the relation of the universe, that must completely rid itself
of these a priori notions about space, time, geometry, or what
became even worse, the mathematical approach pushed by Russell
and his followers. That science must rid itself of these a
priori conceptions The kind of a priori sense perception, that



type of a priori geometry of absolute space, absolute time,
for example; which are really just a reflection of a sense
perceptual reflection of the universe. That real science must
rid itself of these conceptions.

What does that leave us with? If we are not going to base,
premise science on these a priori notions — or I would say,
sense perceptual notions, or you could maybe even say a kind
of an animalistic notion, a biological notion of your
interaction with the universe. Then what’s the basis, what’s
the substance of mankind’s ability to have science, to change
his relationship with the fundamental nature of the universe?
It’s in human creativity; the human mind. The process of human
discovery, 1is the substance of the ability of mankind to
change his relationship to the universe; become a more
powerful creative force in the universe. And that’s what'’s
primary; human creative thought is what tells something about
the fundamental nature of the universe, because that’s the
basis of the ability of mankind to come into a higher degree
of coherence with the fundamental organizing principles of
that universe. That it doesn’t come from sense perception; it
doesn’'t come from sense perceptual notions. It comes from a
specific quality of the human mind, which we can define as
human creativity; which 1is a non-logical, non-deductive
process, a uniquely creative process which can’t be explained
away as a phenomenon of something else. It’s its own
capability, that Einstein knew; that Riemann knew. That this
competent true current of scientific thought has been premised
on the knowledge, the recognition, that this is the basis of
science; this is the basis of our ability to understand the
nature of the universe. This is the basis of the nature of the
universe itself, if you invert it and understand it that way;
that human creative thought is the key issue. Which means that
mankind is a creative force in a creative universe. We're in a
very real scientific sense, a co-creator in a process of
creation.



And I think it’s worth just highlighting another of Einstein’s
insights into this reality of the true nature of science, the
true nature of mankind. Interestingly, this takes us away from
the very large, as Riemann had discussed, into the very small.
And if you look at Einstein’s work on the very small, on the
nature of atomic processes, sub-atomic processes; the activity
in the very, very small, so-called quantum processes. And this
was, as most people are familiar, this was the subject of a
major scientific debate and fight at the time about what is
the nature of causality? What is happening on these very small
quantum scales? And Einstein was adamantly fighting against
this hardcore reductionist approach that tried to just say
everything on this level is purely statistical; there’s no
cause that can be known, it’s just a statistical random
process with no causality and no ability to know causality.

And people are probably more familiar with Einstein’s famous
quote that he doesn’t think God plays dice; he doesn’t think
the universe is, in its essence, just organized around
completely random randomness. That’s the more well-known
quote. He clearly had more developed thoughts than just that.
In another discussion, he had said, if we want to actually
understand causality on this level, understand the nature of
guantum processes, perhaps it’s our own notion of causality
which is what needs to be overthrown. It’s not, is the quantum
world, the very small, deterministic in the way we were
thinking about deterministic causality before, vs. just
statistically random; or is it that our idea of causality is
too simple, is wrong? And he used the example of a Bach fugue,
a musical composition; and he said, our current notion of
causality is equivalent to a very beginner trying to play a
Bach fugue on the piano by just going one note to one note to
the next note to the next note, in a linear fashion. And he
says, you ruin the piece that way; the conception doesn’t come
across, because a Bach fugue is not organized as a linear
sequence of notes. There’s a certain conception and intention
governing the piece as a whole; and all of the individual



components, the keys are organized in a completely different
fashion than a linear causality.

So if you want to understand quantum processes, if you want to
understand what’s happening in the very small, we should
reflect upon the ignorance of our own notions of causality;
and look to insights to causality and organization which are
coherent with the characteristics of human creative thought.
That human creative thought and human creative discovery are
what we know are the things that enable mankind to create
higher states of organization; to make new fundamental
scientific discoveries. And that is what therefore tells us
something about the nature, the fundamental organization of
the universe as a whole.

So, I think we look to the Moon, we look to mankind going into
space; but we need to look to this prospective future from
this proper standpoint of mankind having an obligation to be a
fundamentally creative driving force in a fundamentally
creative universe. That the only real science is a science of
mankind as a co-creator in a creative universe. And Einstein
certainly understood that from his own perspective, and the
future development of mankind requires the Einstein standard
today to be applied.

OGDEN: Thank you very much. What we’re going to do next is, I
will read our institutional question for this evening; and
Jeff Steinberg will deliver a more elaborated answer
encapsulating some of Mr. LaRouche’s responses to it. It reads
as follows: “Mr. LaRouche: The World Health Organization has
declared the Zika virus a global public health emergency. The
National Institute of Health calls it ‘a pandemic in
progress’. The infection is suspected of leading to thousands
of babies being born with under-developed brains. Some areas
have declared a state of emergency; doctors have described it
as a pandemic in process, and some are even advising women 1in
affected countries to delay getting pregnant.



“Mr. LaRouche, in your view, could the Zika virus become a
major global pandemic; and in your opinion, how can the spread
of the virus be stopped?”

STEINBERG: Thanks, Matt. I'll refer people to an article
that’'s published in the current issue of Executive
Intelligence Review, the issue dated February 12, 2016, which
takes up some technical questions which I'm not going to get
into here. There are serious questions about whether or not a
British company produced a genetically modified mosquito,
ostensibly aimed at curbing the spread of Zika virus and other
mosquito-borne viruses; and that there were poor controls over
it. There were other factors that may have contributed to this
now becoming a very dangerous global pandemic.

But I think we’'ve got to step back and take a different
perspective on this. As early as 1975, Lyndon LaRouche
directed a biological holocaust task force with the question
on the table of whether or not the conscious policies of the
British monarchy and other allied institutions, such as the
International Monetary Fund and the World Bank, were creating
the conditions willfully for a new biological holocaust by
virtue of austerity policies. Literally genocide policies that
would have the effect of breaking down the systems that had
been built up over centuries for dealing with and avoiding the
spread of the kinds of diseases than can create mass-kill
pandemics of the sort that we saw in Europe in the 14th
Century, where one-third of the population and half of the
parishes of continental Europe were wiped out in a relatively
small period of time. In other words, the question is, are we
dealing with the consequences of what can justifiably and
fairly be called a Satanic policy coming from certain leading
British oligarchical circles with their co-thinkers and allies
around the world?

That biological holocaust project, that was directed by Mr.
LaRouche, came as the result of the ending of the Bretton
Woods system, and the shift of the IMF and World Bank towards



policies of promoting population reduction, the fraudulent
concept which you should understand as the result of what
we’'ve discussed here this evening, of limits to growth. And in
particular, from that period of early 1970s moment onward, the
advent of a fundamental assault against basic science, taking
the form of various Green policies that repudiate the very
nature of man as a creative species; whose very existence 1is
based on the idea that mankind will make discoveries that will
give mankind a greater understanding of how the universe
works. Knowing that those discoveries will 1lead future
generations to make even greater discoveries.

And that basically, within that possibility, every child born
on this planet, should have the ability - through proper
nurturing, proper education — to be able to make the kinds of
discoveries that were made by people like Einstein, 1like
Kepler, and others. This is the nature of mankind. And to the
extent that there are polices that are put forward that deter
mankind from realizing its true nature as the only known
creative being in the universe; this is, in fact, indeed, a
Satanic policy.

So, we’'re dealing with a situation where there will be
concrete initiatives taken to come up with an understanding of
how the Zika virus has been spread; an understanding of what
emergency measures can be taken; plus, the development of
protective measures like vaccines and things like that. But on
a much larger scale, we've got to look at the massive crimes
against humanity that are being committed by virtue of the
conscious assault against the kind of scientific education
that leads to more and more people being actually able to
participate in what it means to be truly human.

So, if you want to talk about a deadly virus that has to be
stopped, let’s talk about President Obama’s policy; which has
been to systematically shut down the entire NASA space
program. Remember that at the beginning of the Obama
administration, there were plans under way to replace the



Shuttle program with the Constellation, which was to be a new
rocket system for delivering man into space exploration. In
his very first budget, President Obama canceled the
Constellation program; knowing full well that with the
cancellation and ending of the Shuttle program and the ending
of Constellation, that there would be wide gap in the ability
of the United States to even engage in any kind of manned
space activity without hitching a ride from China or Russia,
or one of the other nations that was going ahead with these
programs.

Now we find that the rationale that President Obama used for
canceling Constellation was that there was another rocket
program called the Orion, which offered better prospects than
Constellation. Well, what’s happened systematically over the
course of the Obama Presidency, is once Constellation was
canceled and literally shut down, you had the cancellation
through attrition of budgeting, to where now the Orion program
has been canceled as well. Major projects for the kind of
exploration that Megan described; developing windows into the
universe through the back side of the Moon have been shut
down, and stripped or greatly reduced from the NASA budget in
favor of “Earth science”. Which means the spreading of the
false propaganda about the causes of global warming.

These are the policies that kill. That’s why the term
“Satanic” can be appropriately used. If you take what'’s
happened under the last 15 years, particularly under the last
7 years of the Obama administration; the take down and
destruction of America’s ability to participate as a qualified
partner with nations like China, like Russia, like India in
exploring mankind’s next discoveries of the universe; you
realize that the United States has been done a terrible
injustice — it is literally a crime against every citizen of
this nation, both current and future citizens — that this has
been done, that these programs have been shut down. We know
that President Obama, every Tuesday, relishes the idea that he



holds a kill session, and comes up with a target list of
people to be executed during that next 60-day period; but when
you consider the killing of the space program, you’ve got to
consider that this is an act of mass genocide, not just
against the present generation, but against future as yet
unborn generations that will be dependent on making these
kinds of discoveries, branching out deeper into the universe.

And if you take that idea, that understanding of what has been
done to us, particularly over this last 7-year period under
Obama, and go back and remember; have a clear image in your
mind of President John F Kennedy announcing the Apollo
program, and announcing that we are going to do this because
it represents the challenge to mankind to make great leaps of
discovery and to better understand man’s position in the
universe. And if you consider that his brother, Robert
Kennedy, would have revived and continued exactly that
program; had Robert Kennedy not been assassinated, had John
Kennedy not been assassinated, where would the United States
be today? Would there have been anyone who dared to shut down
our space program, our scientific research?

So, this is where we are. Remember the image of John and
Robert Kennedy; and remember that we can once again resume
that quest for mankind’s role in the universe, and to create
future generations of geniuses. Because that’s the nature of
mankind; and it’s a sin every time an individual child 1is
denied the capacity to be that kind of creative individual who
makes a discovery that impacts on mankind as a whole.

OGDEN: Thank you very much to everybody who participated
tonight: Jeff, Megan, Ben, and especially Kesha. Mr. LaRouche,
of course, has been very emphatic, as many of you heard him
even in the discussion last night during the national
activists’ call — the Fireside Chat — that Kesha has a very
special role to play in her ability to mobilize the American
people to restore that vision of the future once again. So,
I'd like thank Kesha very much for joining us here tonight.



Please stay tuned to larouchepac.com, and good night.
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31. januar 2016 — Hej, alle sammen, jeg er Kesha Rogers fra
LaRouche Komite for Politisk Strategi (LPAC), og jeg er her 1
dag ved NASA’s Johnson Space Center, hvor jeg var for seks ar
siden, da jeg lancerede en kampagne for Den amerikanske
Kongres og kravede en rigsretssag mod president Barack Obama
for hans nedbrydning og afmontering af det bemandede
rumprogram, privatisering af det bemandede rumprogram og
gdeleggelsen af det, der var vores nations vision under
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president John F. Kennedy. Det var Kennedys plan at gennemfgre
et forpligtende engagement for videnskab som reel drivkraft
for gkonomisk fremgang.

Det, vi har set i de seneste seks ar under prasident Obama, og
tidligere ogsa under prasident Bush, er en fortsat
degeneration af vores kultur; en hablgshed, og fortvivlelse.
Vi har set et rekordhgjt tal og en stigning i selvmord,
stigning 1 narkomisbrug blandt folk, der normalt er mere
velhavende og velstillet, isar blandt de mennesker, der ser pa
minoritetssamfund som dem, der ville vare bergrt af
narkoepidemien; nu er det folk blandt den hvide
befolkningsgruppe i aldersgrupperne 25 og 35 til 45 ar.

Hvorfor er dette sket? Der er sket, fordi vi har fjernet en
vision, vi har fjernet fglelsen af at have en mission. Vi har
ikke l®ngere en videnskabelig drivkraft i nationen, og det
skyldes prasident Barack Obamas bevidste politik, og den
bevidste politik for gdel®zggelse af denne nation gennem at
kapitulere til Wall Street. Nu har vi sa en situation, hvor
vore unge mennesker befinder sig i dyb fortvivlelse og
hablgshed.

0g det er ikke bare unge mennesker! Det er den kendsgerning,
at denne nations befolkning ikke har nogen muligheder. Den
storste ulighed og gdelzggelse har ramt vores nation; hele det
transatlantiske finanssystem er bankerot.

Hvad er lgsningen? Kina har foresldet en lgsning. Kina
fremstar med visionen om en »win-win«-strategi med en stor
mission for samarbejde, til beskuelse og inspiration for ikke
alene Kina, ikke alene USA, men for hele verden, nemlig, at vi
kan samarbejde om store projekter, sasom at minere Manen [for
helium-3],[1] og atter betragte Manen som en affyringsrampe
for hele udforskningen af rummet og forstdelsen af menneskets
rolle, menneskehedens rolle i galaksen. Det er gennem dette,
at vi md inspirere mennesket.



Hvis vi gegr dette, kan vi lukke Wall Street ned, og vi kan
faktisk skaffe den ngdvendige kredit, som det var Alexander
Hamiltons hensigt, sa vi ikke behgver at ga til Elon Musk
eller nogen af disse folk med deres kempemassige pengebank,
der allerede er bankerot. Vi kan faktisk ggre det, Kennedy
gjorde, som Franklin Roosevelt gjorde, og vi kan anvende den
ngdvendige kredit til at opbygge et videnskabsdrevet program
og atter opbygge en stor mission for denne nation.

Vi kan sgrge for, at vore unge mennesker ikke tager deres eget
liv, at de gives en vision med en &gte kultur. Dette
videnskabsdrevne program ville sikre, at vi har energi til
Jorden, med helium-3 fra Manen, i flere generationer fremover.
Vi kan sgrge for, at folk bliver inspireret ikke alene af et
videnskabsdrevet program, men et, der er forbundet med en
storslaet kultur, en storslaet musikkultur, som hr. LaRouche
har lanceret i vores Manhattanprojekt i New York. 0g vi kan
forene disse to krafter og atter give inspiration til
forpligtelsen over for menneskehedens fremskridt, der engang
var den habets bavn, der inspirerede hele menneskeheden, og
atter bringe USA tilbage i spidsen for denne form for vision.

Tak.

[1] Se: Tema-artikel: Udvinding af helium-3 pa& Manen for en
menneskehed med fusionskraft,
http://schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=1894

»\Y1 konfronteres med Nuets
intense uopsattelighed«

»Vi star nu over for den kendsgerning, at, i morgen er i dag.
Vi konfronteres med nuets intense uopsettelighed. I denne
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livets og historiens gade, som udfolder sig, findes der noget,
der hedder at komme for sent. Sendregtighed er stadig tidens
tyv. Livet lader os ofte sta bare, nogne og modlgse over en
tabt mulighed. De menneskelige anliggenders tidevand bliver
ikke ved med at vare flod; der kommer ogsa ebbe. Vel kan vi
rabe desperat, at tiden skal holde pause i1 sin passage, men
tiden er dov for hver en ben og haster videre. Hen over de
blegnede knogler og virvaret af rester af wutallige
civilisationer star de ynkelige ord, ’'For sent’. Der er en
usynlig livets bog, der ska&bnesvangert optegner vor arvagenhed
eller vor forsemmelse. Fingeren i bevagelse skriver, og gar
derefter videre. «

(Dr. Martin Luther King, 1967)
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London

og, endelig, det Britiske
Imperium, og hermed faren for
krig;
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Et nyt paradigme med den Ny
Silkevej, for genopbygning af
hele verden!

LaRouchePAC Fredags-webcast 8. januar 2016, dansk udskrift.

Vi har altsa en situation lige nu, hvor tingene, over hele
planeten, befinder sig pa den yderste rand. Pa et hvilket som
helst tidspunkt — mandag morgen, f.eks. — kunne vi vagne og
finde, at hele det europziske banksystem er gaet ind i et
kaotisk kollaps, der omgaende vil spilde over til USA. Der vil
vere en indvirkning pa Asien, men samarbejdet mellem Kina,
Rusland, 1Indien o0g andre lande, 1 det asiatiske
Stillehavsomrade og i1 det eurasiske omrade, vil tage af for
virkningen. 0g krisens epicenter vil saledes vare det
transatlantiske omrade. 0g det er grunden til, at briterne vil
gore fremstod for en krigsprovokation, en »bluff«-
konfrontation, med Rusland og Kina for at fa dem til at
kapitulere og udplyndre dem, for at holde deres eget ynkelige,
doende imperium gaende i endnu et par dage. Der er vi kommet
til 1 de globale anliggender.
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