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Ukraine har tabt. Opløs NATO.
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Mange  flere  droner  over
Danmark
Billede af en anden trype drone.
af Michelle Rasmussen og Carl Osgood

Følgende artikel blev udgivet i Executive Intelligence Reviews
Daily Alert (eir.news) for at orientere internationale læsere
om situationen i Danmark:

KØBENHAVN  25.  september  2025  (EIRNS)  —  48  timer  efter  at
droneaktivitet lukkede Københavns lufthavn i fire timer, blev
der rapporteret om yderligere droneaktivitet natten mellem 24.
og 25. september nær Aalborg Lufthavn i det nordlige Danmark
(lukket i fem timer), som omfatter en militær afdeling, samt
tre  andre  lufthavne  i  landet  [inkl.  Esbjerg,  Sønderborg],
oplyste  politiet  i  morges.  En  af  de  andre  lufthavne  var
militærbasen i Skrydstrup, hvor de danske F-35- og F-16-fly er
placeret,  og  der  var  også  droner  over  en  anden
militærinstallation [Jydske Dragonregiment i Holstebro]. Der
var observationer af blinkende lys over to andre lufthavne
[Billund og Rønne], men det blev ikke bekræftet, at der var
droner.

Forsvars- og justitsministrene kaldte det et hybridangreb på
kritisk infrastruktur, og medierne kalder begivenhederne for
den  største  sikkerhedskrise  i  årtier.  Den  nationale
operationsstab er sat i beredskab 24 timer i døgnet. Politiet
hævede  trusselsniveauet  for  hele  landet.  Regeringens
sikkerhedsudvalg – bestående af statsministeren og forsvars-,
udenrigs-, justits- og beredskabsministrene – mødtes den 25.
september, og de politiske partiledere blev orienteret.

Norge  konfiskerede  en  af  de  droner,  der  fløj  over  Oslo
lufthavn. Danmark skød ingen af dronerne ned af frygt for
befolkningens  sikkerhed,  men  forsøger  nu  at  anskaffe
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specialudstyr  til  at  neutralisere  dem.

Forsvarsminister Troels Lund Poulsen sagde, at »Om det er
Rusland,  er  der  ikke  belæg  for  at  sige.«  Regeringen  har
kontaktet  NATO  og  vil  senere  i  dag  beslutte,  om  de  vil
påberåbe sig NATO-traktatens artikel 4. Statsminister Mette
Frederiksen, der sagde, at hun ikke kunne udelukke, at Rusland
stod bag dronerne, har talt med NATO’s generalsekretær Mark
Rutte. Den tyske forsvarsminister Pretorius gav den russiske
præsident Putin skylden for den danske droneaktivitet.

Den  russiske  ambassade  udsendte  en  erklæring,  hvor  den
benægtede ansvaret for dronerne og erklærede, at det er en
iscenesat provokation, der vil blive brugt som en undskyldning
for at optrappe spændingerne, forlænge krigen i Ukraine og
sprede den til andre lande.

Nogle danske medier forbinder begivenhederne med den danske
regerings meddelelse om, at Danmark vil være det første NATO-
land, der er vært for ukrainsk våbenproduktion. Det ukrainske
firma  Fire  Point  vil  producere  fast  raketbrændstof  til
ukrainske  missiler  på  en  ny  fabrik  i  Skrydstrup,  hvor
militærbasen  er  beliggende.  Og  den  17.  september  meddelte
statsminister  Mette  Frederiksen,  at  Danmark  vil  købe
langdistancepræcisionsmissiler, der kan ramme mål i Rusland.

Flere EU-lande mødes i morgen for at drøfte etableringen af en
»dronemur«. I næste uge mødes stats- og regeringscheferne for
alle  27  EU-lande  i  København,  hvilket  kræver  store
sikkerhedsforanstaltninger,  hvor  spørgsmålet  også  vil  blive
drøftet.

Billede: Fotos af Ryan Beirne 

https://www.pexels.com/da-dk/foto/flyve-teknologi-skyfri-himmel-drone-17721107/


Den  tidligere  israelske
premierminister  Ehud  Olmert
fordømmer  Gaza-krigen  på
DR2’s Deadline
KØBENHAVN, 25. august 2025 (EIRNS) – Under det danske tv-
program,  DR2’s  meget  sete  aftennyhedsinterviewprogram
»Deadline« den 21. august, der fandt sted efter den israelske
regering havde meddelt sin intention om at overtage Gaza City,
fordømte den tidligere israelske premierminister Ehud Olmert
planen, fortsættelsen af krigen og Netanyahu-regeringen. Se
programmet her.

Han  havde  støttet  krigens  begyndelse  som  en  reaktion  på
angrebene  den  7.  oktober  2023,  men  sagde,  at  tingene  har
ændret sig.

»Alle tidligere kommandører i den israelske hær, højtstående
generaler, chefen for Mossad og sikkerhedstjenesterne i Israel
er enige om, at der i dag ikke er noget mål, der er værd at
fortsætte  krigen  for,  måske  miste  gidslerne,  dræbe  mange
israelske soldater unødigt og dræbe mange palæstinensere, der
ikke er involveret i terror. Under sådanne omstændigheder er
der ikke noget grundlag for at fortsætte krigen, og det er
opfattelsen hos mere end 70 % af israelerne….«

»Hvis  denne  plan  [om  at  overtage  Gaza  City]  betyder
deportation af hundredtusinder af indbyggere i Gaza, er det
fuldstændig ubærligt og uacceptabelt…. Det vil være tvungen
deportation, og i så fald kan det ikke fortolkes på anden måde
end som etnisk udrensning. Jeg håber, at det ikke vil finde
sted.«

Om Stor Israel-fraktionen sagde han, at »Gaza aldrig har været
historisk forbundet med det jødiske folk….« Der var israelske
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bosættelser, men de blev nedlagt. Han fordømte ministrene Ben-
Gvir og Smotrich og de “messianske gruppers'” fantasier og
drømme. »Disse drømme er en overhængende og umiddelbar fare
for  velfærden,  fremtiden,  sikkerheden  og  stabiliteten  samt
status  for  Staten  Israel.  Og  jeg  håber,  at  vi  vil  have
tilstrækkelig magt inden for Staten Israel til at forhindre
det.« Han opfordrer til at vælte Netanyahu-regeringen, og til
at det internationale samfund skelner mellem regeringen og det
israelske folk.

»Deadline«  interviewede  derefter  en  Mellemøsten-ekspert  fra
Forsvarsakademiet, der også kraftigt fordømte den nuværende
israelske politik.

I  andre  udviklinger  fandt  den  største  pro-palæstinensiske
demonstration siden krigens begyndelse sted i København i går
med muligvis 70.000 mennesker (ifølge en deltagende Schiller
Instituttet-arrangør),  organiseret  af  100  humanitære
organisationer, fagforeninger og andre. Den prominente dækning
af FN-rapporten om hungersnøden i Gaza øgede deltagelsen.

I dag udsendte tretten humanitære organisationer en appel til
den danske regering, der nu har EU-formandskabet, om at stoppe
våbeneksporten til Israel, annullere EU’s handelsaftale med
Israel,  støtte  retssagerne  om  folkedrab  og  bruge  EU-
formandskabet  til  at  lægge  pres  på  Israel.

Den  15.  august  sagde  den  danske  statsminister  Mette
Frederiksen  i  et  interview  med  Jyllands-Posten  efter
bekendtgørelsen af offensiven i Gaza City, at »Netanyahu er et
problem i sig selv nu«, og at Israel ville være bedre stillet
uden ham, hvilket skabte overskrifter i Israel. På trods af
dette nægter den danske regering stadig at anerkende Palæstina
som selvstændig nation med den undskyldning, at det ikke vil
hjælpe de sultende palæstinensere nu.

Desuden var Danmarks overrabbiner, Jair Melchior, en af 80
internationale  ortodokse  rabbinere,  der  underskrev  en



erklæring,  der  kritiserede  Israel  for  at  tilbageholde
humanitær  hjælp  i  Gaza  og  for  vold  på  Vestbredden.

Fra arkivet: Vitus Bering og
rejsen til Amerika
af Tom Gillesberg

Denne danske resumé (nedenfor) er et redigeret sammendrag af
en  artikel  »Vitus  Bering  and  the  Rediscovery  of  America«
(nedenfor), der blev skrevet som et bidrag til et festskrift
for Lyndon LaRouche i anledning af hans 85 års fødselsdag den
8. september 2007.

Med bygningen af en magnettogforbindelse mellem København og
Århus  over  Kattegat,  som  den  første  del  af  et  dansk
magnettognet, bryder vi med opfattelsen om Danmark som et
lille land, der blot kan følge i de større landes fodspor. I
stedet  er  det  os,  der  går  foran  og  gør  et  afgørende
teknologisk kvantespring muligt. Med bygningen af et dansk
magnettognet revolutionerer vi ikke blot den danske økonomi, i
og  med  at  hele  Danmark  bliver  til  et  sammenhængende
lokalområde, men vi sætter også en ny standard, som vil betyde
magnettog i hele Europa. Med det russiske initiativ til at
bygge en tunnelforbindelse under Beringstrædet, vil vi med
tiden kunne tage magnettoget hele vejen fra Aalborg til Los
Angeles.

Det er et af historiens smukke sammenfald, at Danmark har fået
mulighed for at spille denne historiske rolle netop nu, for
derigennem går vi faktisk i fodsporene af den berømte danske
skibsfører og opdagelsesrejsende Vitus Bering, der gennem sit
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modige lederskab ud i det ukendte genopdagede Amerika og lagde
navn til Beringstrædet…. Læs mere:

Dansk resumé: Klik her.

English, full article: Click her.

I anledning af 150-året for
H.C. Andersens død: Poesiens
Californien:
H.C. Andersens videnskabelige
optimisme
Oprindeligt udgivet den 24. marts 2013
I  Poesiens  Californien  taler  Andersen  lidenskabeligt  for
videnskab som den gyldne kilde til poetisk inspiration, en
lampe, der kaster lys  på vejen til fremtiden, holdt højt af
digteren, »Lysbæreren for Tider og Slægter.«

Download (PDF, Unknown)

 

English versions:
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Abridged version as published in EIR, Executive Intelligence
Review on April 19, 2013:

Download (PDF, Unknown)

TV2 interviewer en leder fra
Schiller  Instituttet  i
Danmark, der protesterer mod
folkemordet i Gaza
19. maj 2025 (EIRNS) – KØBENHAVN – Lørdag den 17. maj 2025
blev Feride Gillesberg, vicepræsident for Schiller Instituttet
i Danmark, der deltog i en demonstration mod det israelske
folkemord i Gaza, interviewet live af den nationale tv-station
TV2, og uddrag blev sendt i deres nyhedsprogrammer resten af
dagen,  herunder  i  deres  vigtigste  aftennyheder,  selvom  de
afviste at nævne hendes tilknytning til Schiller Instituttet.
Uddraget fra interviewet, der blev sendt i nyhederne kl. 19,
var: »Vi er nødt til at repræsentere de svage. Der foregår et
folkemord, og min samvittighed giver mig ikke fred. Der må
gøres noget.« Da Feride Gillesberg blev interviewet live under
demonstrationen, sagde hun også, at hun støttede de børn, der
bliver dræbt og sulter. Jeg er vokset op i Tyskland og har
hørt så meget om nazisterne. Jeg sammenligner Netanyahu med
Hitler. Der er tale om folkemord, og det må stoppes. Hun blev
spurgt, hvad Danmark burde gøre, og hun svarede, at Danmark
burde  boykotte  Israel  fuldstændigt.  En  dansk  læge  sagde
derefter: »Der er ikke noget vigtigere, især nu hvor Israel er
ved at gennemføre sin endelige løsning og netop har indledt en
gigantisk offensiv mod Gaza.«
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Disse korte interviews var afslutningen på den slagkraftige
hovedhistorie  i  TV2’s  hovednyhedsudsendelse  kl.  19  om
forberedelserne til den nye israelske militæroffensiv i Gaza
og de katastrofale forhold for palæstinenserne. Journalistens
reportage omfattede 300 dødsfald som følge af bombningerne i
de sidste par dage, interviews med fortvivlede palæstinensere,
der bliver drevet fra det ene sted til det andet, og manglen
på humanitær hjælp. Befolkningen trues af sult, og FN taler om
etnisk  udrensning,  sagde  han.  Det  blev  ledsaget  af
hjerteskærende scener med en mor, der sørgede over sit døde
barn, og kaos ved maduddelingsstederne. En FN-talsmand blev
vist, hvor han udtalte, at det at tvinge folk til at flytte
midt i intensiverede angreb, ødelæggelsen af hele kvarterer og
nægtelsen af humanitær hjælp betyder, at der forekommer at
være et fremstød for en permanent demografisk forandring i
strid med international lov.
 Reporteren  fortsatte  med  at  fortælle,  at  den  humanitære
blokade er gået ind i sin tredje måned, og at over 50.000 er
døde siden krigens begyndelse.

TV2’s journalist i Israel rapporterede derefter fra en anti-
krigsdemonstration. Han sagde, at de seneste meningsmålinger
viser, at det overvældende flertal af den israelske befolkning
nu er imod regeringens militære strategi.
Adspurgt om den manglende humanitære hjælp til Gaza sagde han,
at  medmindre  der  sker  noget  radikalt,  vil  der  opstå  en
humanitær katastrofe.

Studieværten sagde, at der også i København er demonstrationer
med krav om øjeblikkelig våbenhvile og ubegrænset humanitær
hjælp, hvorefter interviewerne med Feride Gillesberg og lægen
blev vist.

 



Den  grønlandske  krise
fortsætter  med  at  optrappes
efter  J.D.  Vance-
delegationens besøg
Publiceret i EIRNS’ Morning briefing til orientering af vores
internationale læsere.

KØBENHAVN  31.  marts  2025  (EIRNS)  –  Det,  der  startede  som
andendame Usha Vances »soft power«-tur for at overvære det
nationale slædehundeløb i Grønlands næststørste by Sisimiut,
endte med at blive et besøg på højt niveau den 28. marts af
USA’s  vicepræsident  J.D.  Vance,  national  sikkerhedsrådgiver
Mike Waltz, energiminister Chris Wright og senator Mike Lee
(R-UT) på den eneste amerikanske militærbase, Pituffik Space
Base. Planerne blev ændret, da det stod klart, at grønlænderne
ville demonstrere mod, at den amerikanske delegation besøgte
deres byer, da præsident Trump gentagne gange har opfordret
USA til at overtage Grønland. Den danske statsminister Mette
Frederiksen udtalte, at USA satte Grønland og Danmark under et
»uacceptabelt pres«, som landet ville modsætte sig.

Under sin tale hævdede Vance, at russerne og kineserne truer
Grønland. Grønlænderne skulle ikke tro, at de ville få det
bedre under det kinesiske kommunistparti, og han påstod, at
kineserne sætter Grønland i en gældsfælde. I stærke vendinger
sagde Vance, at Danmark i årtier ikke har formået at sikre den
amerikanske militærbase og grønlændernes sikkerhed. På den ene
side sagde han, at Grønland har selvbestemmelsesret til at
blive uafhængig, og han håbede, at de ville vælge at komme ind
under  USA’s  sikkerhedsparaply.  Men  på  den  anden  side
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understregede han, at USA er nødt til at have kontrol over
Grønland  af  hensyn  til  den  nationale  og  internationale
sikkerhed.  På  spørgsmålet  om,  hvorvidt  USA  ville  øge  sin
militære tilstedeværelse i Grønland, svarede han, at det ikke
ville ske med det samme, men i fremtiden. På spørgsmålet om,
hvorvidt  USA  ville  bruge  militær  magt  til  at  overtage
Grønland, sagde han, at han ikke mente, at det ville være
nødvendigt.

Danske kommentatorer og medier kaldte det »et frontalangreb på
Danmark« og et forsøg på at splitte Grønland fra Danmark.

Mens grønlænderne og danskerne åndede lettet op over, at Vance
ikke truede med en militær aktion for at indtage Grønland, var
det netop det, præsident Trump gjorde samme aften. Og den 29.
marts, efter den danske udenrigsminister Lars Løkke Rasmussens
udtalelse på engelsk til amerikanerne via de sociale medier,
hvor han fordømte »tonen« i kritikken, men sagde, at både øget
amerikansk militær tilstedeværelse og mineraludvinding kunne
forhandles, insisterede Trump over for NBC News på, at »jeg
aldrig  tager  militær  magt  af  bordet«  med  hensyn  til  at
overtage Grønland.

Den  28.  marts  blev  den  nye  grønlandske  regering  også
offentliggjort, og den omfatter fire af de fem partier, der er
valgt ind i Landstinget, alle undtagen det parti, der ønsker
selvstændighed  hurtigst  muligt.  De  andre  partier  ønsker
selvstændighed på sigt, men i et langsommere tempo, der kan
sikre velfærd og sikkerhed for befolkningen uden dansk støtte
og militær hjælp.

Grønlands nye statsminister, Jens-Frederik Nielsen, sagde, at
den internationale situation vil være deres første prioritet,
og at de vil indlede drøftelser med deres nærmeste allierede
Danmark. Dette vil inkludere at gøre relationerne inden for
Kongeriget  (Rigsfællesskabet),  mellem  Danmark  og  Grønland,
mere ligeværdige. Nu hvor Grønland har dannet regering, vil
den danske statsminister besøge øen til samtaler på onsdag.



Optrapningen af den grønlandske krise forværrer kløften mellem
USA og Europa. [mr_]

Foto: Wikimedia Commons, Stig Nygaard

Grønland  og  udviklingen  af
arktis.  Schiller  Institut
video fra 2010.
Fra arikvet fra 2010:

LaRouchePAC  video  i  tre  dele  med  dansk  tale  om  økonomisk
udvikling i Arktisk og betydning af de arktiske områder for
forskning i, hvordan kosmisk stråling påvirker liv.

Med en opdateret introduktion af Schiller Instituttets danske
formand Tom Gillesberg om nødvendigheden af den samme type for
økonomisk udvikling på Grønland.

Her er 2. del: Link 

Her er 3. del: Link

https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/groenland-og-udviklingen-af-arktis-schiller-institut-video-fra-2010/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/groenland-og-udviklingen-af-arktis-schiller-institut-video-fra-2010/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/groenland-og-udviklingen-af-arktis-schiller-institut-video-fra-2010/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4FaHl5zV_jw
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1f6SHyqUBGc&t=80s


Krig  eller  fred?  War  or
Peace?
Interview med Jan Øberg, med-
stifter  og  direktør  for
Transnational  Foundation  for
Peace and Future Research. Nu
med afskrift.
Interview with Jan Øberg, co-
founder and director of the
Transnational  Foundation  for
Peace  and  Future  Research,
now with a transcript.
Afskrift på engelsk nedenunder.
English transcript below.

Ikke korrekturlæst

Schiller Instituttets interview med Jan Øberg: ‘Krig eller
fred’

[MR_]

25. februar 2025 (EIRNS)–KØBENHAVN-Jan Øberg, ph.d., en dansk-
svensk freds- og fremtidsforsker, gav et halvtimes interview
med  titlen  »Krig  eller  fred«  til  Michelle  Rasmussen  fra
Schiller Instituttet i Danmark og {EIR}, den 21. februar 2025.

https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/03/krig-eller-fred-war-or-peace-interview-med-jan-oeberg-med-stifter-og-direktoer-for-transnational-foundation-for-peace-and-future-research-interview-with-jan-oeberg-co-founder-and-director-of-the/


Jan  Øberg  er  medstifter  og  direktør  for  (Transnational
Foundation  for  Peace  and  Future  Research,  eller  TFF),
kunstfotograf, klummeskribent, kommentator og mægler. Schiller
Instituttet interviewede første gang Øberg den 21. februar
2022,  blot  tre  dage  før  det  russiske  militær  gik  ind  i
Ukraine. Han var også taler ved instituttets online-seminar om
etablering  af  en  ny  international  sikkerheds-  og
udviklingsarkitektur,  som  foreslået  af  Helga  Zepp-LaRouche,
den 25. maj 2022. Bagefter blev han og de fleste af de andre
talere sat på Ukraines Center for Countering Disinformation
(CCD) hitliste.

I interviewet præsenterer Jan Øberg en dybtgående kritik af
Vestens rolle i den nuværende verdensorden og et visionært
perspektiv  på,  hvordan  man  kan  skabe  en  mere  fredelig  og
samarbejdsvillig fremtid i den nye, udfoldende verdensorden,
som BRIKS+ og det Globale Syd er ved at skabe. Her er nogle
vigtige pointer i omskrevet form:

Det går rigtig godt for størstedelen af verden, ikke mindst
takket være Kinas forskellige initiativer for sikkerhed og en
fælles  fremtid  for  menneskeheden,  herunder  Bælte-  og  Vej-
Initiativet. De, der bor i Vesten, har enten ikke forstået
denne forandring, eller også nægter de at acceptere, at de
ikke længere er dominerende. Man kan enten slutte sig til
resten  af  verden,  eller  man  kan  blive  isoleret  og
selvdestruktiv.  En  accelererende  vestlig  militær  opbygning
udelukker et godt velfærdssamfund og er baseret på forkerte
forudsætninger om russiske hensigter.

Nogle aspekter af en ny sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur
omfatter:

– Styrkelse af FN;

– Fremtidsorienteret tænkning er afgørende, hvilket de fleste
politikere, bortset fra kineserne, helt mangler;

– Fælles sikkerhed: At sikre hinandens sikkerhed og forstå

https://transnational.live
https://transnational.live
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/wp-admin/post.php?post=32493&action=edit
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/wp-admin/post.php?post=32493&action=edit
https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/05/24/87866/


hinanden,  så  vi  undgår  misforståelser,  der  kan  føre  til
optrapning af konflikter;

– At have et defensivt baseret militær uden atomvåben.

Økonomisk samarbejde kan reducere risikoen for konflikt. Med
»win-win«  mindskes  sandsynligheden  for  krig  betydeligt.  I
stedet  for  at  vestlige  lande  deltager  i  Bælte-  og  Vej-
Initiativet,  menneskehedens  største  og  mest  visionære
samarbejdsprojekt,  isolerer  vi  os.

Med visioner er der så mange ting, vi kan opnå. Som George
Bernard  Shaw  skrev  i  et  teaterstykke,  og  Robert  F.
Kennedy  sagde:  »Du  ser  ting  og  siger:  ›Hvorfor?‹  Men  jeg
drømmer om ting, der aldrig blev til noget, og siger: ›Hvorfor
ikke?‹«  En  ægte  fredsbevægelse  skal  ikke  bare  kritisere
militarisme, men forestille sig en bedre verden og spørge:
»Hvorfor ikke?« Visionære debatter er afgørende. Ideer skal
ikke afvises som urealistiske, for det mest urealistiske er at
fortsætte ad den nuværende vestlige vej og tro, at verden kan
overleve det. Vi har brug for et intellektuelt, moralsk og
kulturelt skub, snarere end geopolitik.

Ved  hjælp  af  konfliktløsningsprincipper  ville  han  råde
regeringer, der forhandler i Mellemøsten og Ukraine, til at
inddrage  alle  parter,  definere  konflikterne  og  undgå  at
placere skylden. Vi har brug for en vision for Mellemøsten som
helhed og for at navngive visse elementer.

Jan Øberg is the co-founder and director of the Transnational
Foundation  for  Peace  and  Future  Research,  established  in
1986.  He is an independent peace and future researcher, art
photographer,  columnist,  commentator  and  mediator.  He  has
a PhD in sociology from Lund University, Sweden, and has been
a guest professor at around ten international universities.

“TFF is an independent think tank, a global network that aims
to bring about peace by peaceful means. It inspires a passion
for peace from the grassroots to the corridors of power.”

https://www.jfklibrary.org/learn/about-jfk/the-kennedy-family/robert-f-kennedy/robert-f-kennedy-speeches/remarks-at-the-university-of-kansas-march-18-1968#:~:text=George%20Bernard%20Shaw%20once%20wrote,help%20and%20for%20your%20assistance
https://www.jfklibrary.org/learn/about-jfk/the-kennedy-family/robert-f-kennedy/robert-f-kennedy-speeches/remarks-at-the-university-of-kansas-march-18-1968#:~:text=George%20Bernard%20Shaw%20once%20wrote,help%20and%20for%20your%20assistance


Afskrift:
Transcript:

Download (PDF, Unknown)

Here are the questions (shortened):

What is your evaluation of the current world situation in the
context of the transition from one world order to another?

After the Russian invasion of Ukraine, Helga Zepp-LaRouche,
the  founder  and  international  president  of  the  Schiller
Institute,  called  for  establishing  a  new  international
security and development architecture. Why do you think this
is important, and what would important aspects be?
How can an economic development perspective and China’s Belt
and Road Initiative aid the pursuit of peace, for example, in
the  Middle  East,  if  it  were  combined  with  more  broad
recognition  of  the  Palestinians,  and  also  in  Ukraine?

The Schiller Institute has proposed many economic development
programs around the world, including the Oasis Plan for the
Middle East — visions of a future we can work towards. You are
a peace and future researcher. Why is it important to develop
visions of the future to inspire people, something our Western
politicians lack?

You are an expert in conflict resolution. What advice do you
have  for  the  governments  that  are  involved  in  peace
negotiations  in  the  Middle  East  and  Ukraine?
—————
The Schiller Institute encourages you to go to the homepages
of  Transnational  Foundation  for  Peace  and  Future  Research
homepage,  as  well  as  the  Schiller  Institute,  and
to participate in the weekly International Peace Coalition
meetings, the last of which had Dr. Naledi Pandor, the former
South African foreign minister on as guest. (See the links
below.)

https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/wp-content/uploads/2025/02/eirv52n10-20250307_038-jan_berg_war_avoidance_means_hav.pdf


Se also:

The Schiller Institute’s interview with Jan Øberg on February
21,  2022,  just  two  days  before  the  Russian  invasion  of
Ukraine: 
With  transcript:  https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=32493Or
here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OfL_2qs7M50&t=8s

A Schiller Institute in Denmark online seminar, including Jan
Øberg: For a New Security & Development Architecture. Vote NO
in Denmark. NO to Sweden and Finland in NATO, May 25, 2022.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1Pji0vjD9Kg

——————-

See also:

A special edition of the International Peace Coalition meeting
with  Dr.  Naledi  Pandor,  South  Africa’s  former  foreign
minister:  Ending  the  Cycle  of  Violence  in  Southwest  Asia
Requires Creating a Future for All its Inhabitants:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FnAIm2h6u80&t=38s

The  Oasis  Plan:  Lyndon  LaRouche’s  Vision  for  Peace  and
Economic Development in Southwest Asia (Middle East): 
With  English
transcript: https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=36040Or: https:/
/www.youtube.com/watch?v=hjfFHIiXPmE&t=1s

——————

Contact:

TFF Transnational Foundation for Peace & Future Research:
https://transnational.live

The Schiller Institute:
In Denmark: www.schillerinstitut.dk
International: www.schillerinstitute.com

https://emea01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fschillerinstitut.dk%2Fsi%2F%3Fp%3D32493&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ced0e2607a10a414bdbcc08dd525e88e9%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638757288158589267%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=nZKCqz%2BuaLQ8ckSxKQqQlY2bvekQ9ibRzpkbYykybmY%3D&reserved=0
https://emea01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fschillerinstitut.dk%2Fsi%2F%3Fp%3D36040&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ced0e2607a10a414bdbcc08dd525e88e9%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638757288158626219%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=c0yKmQ%2B0b6BnreipFAfSEaf3yL3hzC3K3vPY2PfGiRs%3D&reserved=0
https://emea01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fwatch%3Fv%3DhjfFHIiXPmE%26t%3D1s&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ced0e2607a10a414bdbcc08dd525e88e9%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638757288158650595%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CIhFz9AgZpZ0iOJ%2F2b6akOvYqnjjPHeIgAOKhr%2Fjsww%3D&reserved=0
https://emea01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fwatch%3Fv%3DhjfFHIiXPmE%26t%3D1s&data=05%7C02%7C%7Ced0e2607a10a414bdbcc08dd525e88e9%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C638757288158650595%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CIhFz9AgZpZ0iOJ%2F2b6akOvYqnjjPHeIgAOKhr%2Fjsww%3D&reserved=0


Executive Intelligence Review:
www.larouchepub.com
www.eir.news

The  International  Peace  Coalition  holds  weekly  internet
meetings every Friday at 11am U.S. East Coast Time, 17:00
Central European Time:
https://schillerinstitute.nationbuilder.com/ipc_meeting

POLITISK  ORIENTERING  med
formand  Tom  Gillesberg  den
17. februar 2025.
Trump  genetablerer
forbindelser med Rusland. USA
vil ikke betale for Ukraine
og Europas sikkerhed.
Se venligst Den Internationale Fredskoalition møde fredag den
14. februar 2025 med
Dr.  Naledi  Pandor,  Sydafrikas  fhv.  udenrigsminister,  som
speciel gæst.

Video og oversættelse: https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=38767

https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/02/politisk-orientering-med-formand-tom-gillesberg-den-17-februar-2025-trump-genetablerer-forbindelser-med-rusland-usa-vil-ikke-betale-for-ukraine-og-europas-sikkerhed/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/02/politisk-orientering-med-formand-tom-gillesberg-den-17-februar-2025-trump-genetablerer-forbindelser-med-rusland-usa-vil-ikke-betale-for-ukraine-og-europas-sikkerhed/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/02/politisk-orientering-med-formand-tom-gillesberg-den-17-februar-2025-trump-genetablerer-forbindelser-med-rusland-usa-vil-ikke-betale-for-ukraine-og-europas-sikkerhed/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/02/politisk-orientering-med-formand-tom-gillesberg-den-17-februar-2025-trump-genetablerer-forbindelser-med-rusland-usa-vil-ikke-betale-for-ukraine-og-europas-sikkerhed/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/02/politisk-orientering-med-formand-tom-gillesberg-den-17-februar-2025-trump-genetablerer-forbindelser-med-rusland-usa-vil-ikke-betale-for-ukraine-og-europas-sikkerhed/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/02/politisk-orientering-med-formand-tom-gillesberg-den-17-februar-2025-trump-genetablerer-forbindelser-med-rusland-usa-vil-ikke-betale-for-ukraine-og-europas-sikkerhed/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2025/02/politisk-orientering-med-formand-tom-gillesberg-den-17-februar-2025-trump-genetablerer-forbindelser-med-rusland-usa-vil-ikke-betale-for-ukraine-og-europas-sikkerhed/


Schiller  Instituttet  i
Folketinget i forbindelse med
Kulturnatten
I  forbindelse  med  Kulturnatten,  den  11.  oktober,  havde
Schiller  Instituttets  delegation  mange  diskussioner  med
Folketingsmedlemmer, ungdomsorganisationsmedlemmer og andre i
alle  partiernes  receptionsværelser.  Det  inkluderede  seks
partiledere. Vores dagsorden var at tale om nødvendigheden for
at stoppe faren for atomkrig, både i forbindelse med krigen i
Ukraine og Israels krige/militæraktioner i Gaza, Libanon og
Iran, samt for at stoppe Israels folkemord i Gaza. 

I stedet opfordrede vi dem vi talte med til at arbejde for en
ny  international  sikkerheds-  og  udviklings  arkitektur.  Vi
delte  følgende  flyveblad  ud:  Én  løsning  til  at  stoppe  to
regionale kriser fra at føre til tredje verdenskrig , men i
stedet for afsnittet om vores interview med Malaysias fhv.
statsminister Mahatir, havde vi trykt Helga Zepp-LaRouches Ti
principper  for  en  ny  international  sikkerheds-  og
Udviklingsarkitektur.

 

NYHEDSORIENTERING  juni-juli-
august  2024:  Et  fornuftens

https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2024/10/schiller-instituttet-i-folketinget-i-forbindelse-med-kulturnatten/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2024/10/schiller-instituttet-i-folketinget-i-forbindelse-med-kulturnatten/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2024/10/schiller-instituttet-i-folketinget-i-forbindelse-med-kulturnatten/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2024/10/den-internationale-fredskoalition-71-en-loesning-til-at-stoppe-to-regionale-kriser-fra-at-foere-til-tredje-verdenskrig/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2024/10/den-internationale-fredskoalition-71-en-loesning-til-at-stoppe-to-regionale-kriser-fra-at-foere-til-tredje-verdenskrig/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/ti-principper-for-en-ny-international-sikkerheds-og-udviklingsarkitektur/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/ti-principper-for-en-ny-international-sikkerheds-og-udviklingsarkitektur/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/ti-principper-for-en-ny-international-sikkerheds-og-udviklingsarkitektur/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2024/09/nyhedsorientering-juni-juli-august-2024-et-fornuftens-raad-ikke-et-krigsraad/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2024/09/nyhedsorientering-juni-juli-august-2024-et-fornuftens-raad-ikke-et-krigsraad/


råd, ikke et krigsråd
Indhold:

Opfordring til at skabe et Fornuftens Råd, 1

Sidste udkald før tredje verdenskrig – eller første skridt mod
et nyt fredsparadigme? Den Internationale Fredskoalitions møde
nr. 62 den 9. august 2024, 2

Helga Zepp-LaRouche interview med Dialogue Works:
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Schiller  Instituttets
diplomatiske  seminar  i
København:
Stop  drabene,  genopbyg  Gaza
og regionen med ‘Oase-planen’
af Michelle Rasmussen og Marcia Merry Baker

9. maj – Schiller Instituttet i Danmark afholdt den 8. maj et
seminar i København for det diplomatiske samfund og andre
gæster med temaet “Stopdrabene og begynd at genopbygge Gaza og
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regionen med Oase-planen: LaRouche-løsningen for fred gennem
udvikling.” Fire ambassadører og mange andre diplomater kom
personligt  fra  tolv  ambassader,  som  repræsenterede
Sydvestasien og Nordafrika, nationer andre steder i Asien og
Afrika samt Vesteuropa.

Publikum var intenst engageret i løbet af de tre timer, hvor
de hørte de spændende præsentationer og deltog i dialogen,
hvis fokus både var at bidrage til en øjeblikkelig afslutning
på død og ødelæggelse i Gaza og at skitsere en udviklingsvej.

Tom Gillesberg, formand for Schiller Instituttet i Danmark,
var  ordstyrer  og  fremhævede  Schiller  Instituttets  aktuelle
indsats i mange lande for at fremme dialogen om begrebet “fred
gennem  udvikling”  i  Palæstina,  Israel  og  globalt  for  at
bidrage  til  en  ny  økonomisk  og  sikkerhedsmæssig
verdensarkitektur.

Den 13. april afholdt Schiller Instituttet internationalt en
daglang  online-konference,  som  nu  er  tilgængelig  i  video-
arkiv, med titlen “[Oase]-planen: LaRouche-løsningen for fred
gennem  udvikling  mellem  Israel  og  Palæstina  og  for  hele
Sydvestasien.”  Siden  februar  har  en  14-minutters
video  cirkuleret  om  “Oase-planen”.

Kort  fortalt  går  konceptet  ud  på,  at  udvikling  af
infrastruktur til at levere pålideligt vand, strøm, transport,
sundhedspleje, boliger og andre basale ting til støtte for
moderne agroindustriel aktivitet er grundlaget for sikkerhed
af gensidig interesse. I Trans-Jordan indebærer det opførelse
af nye vandledninger og nuklear afsaltning, nye højhastigheds-
jernbanelinjer, der forbinder Afrika, Asien og Europa, rigelig
elektricitet og meget mere.
I 1975 præsenterede statsmanden og økonomen Lyndon LaRouche
(1922-2019) denne tilgang som ”Oase-planen” for Sydvestasien,
da han besøgte regionen,og samme år udsendte han også sit
forslag  til  finansiering  af  “Den  Internationale
Udviklingsbank”.
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Schiller  Instituttets  invitation  til  hele  det  diplomatiske
samfund  i  København  opfordrede  til  diskussion  af  et  nyt
paradigme i denne ånd:

“Død, ødelæggelse og sult er blevet brugt som krigsvåben;
økonomisk udvikling skal bruges som et fredsvåben: til at
forvandle sværd til plovskær. Vi må alle handle nu for at
stoppe drabene og starte genopbygningen.

Schiller Instituttets seminar i København vil være et vigtigt
bidrag til dialogen om, hvordan vi kan bringe fred og velstand
til  denne  længe  lidende  del  af  verden  og  indlede  et  nyt
paradigme for internationale relationer.”

Et  videoarkiv  på  engelsk  fra  arrangementet  den  8.  maj  i
København er tilgængeligt her.

Talere: Fred gennem udvikling
De tre hovedpræsentationer begyndte med Helga Zepp-LaRouche,
via videolink fra Tyskland. Hun er grundlægger og leder af
Schiller Instituttet og har i årtier samarbejdet med sin mand,
Lyndon LaRouche (1922-2019), om udviklingsdiplomati.

Den anden var H.E. Ambassadør Prof. Dr. Manuel Hassassian, Den
Palæstinensiske  Myndigheds  ambassadør  i  Danmark.  Disse  to
fortsatte i dialog deres udvekslinger, der blev indledt på den
tidligere internationale Schiller Institut-konference den 13.
april,  herunder  om  det  presserendespørgsmål  om,  hvorvidt
“politiske” forskelle skal løses, før “økonomisk” udvikling
kan gennemføres.

Den tredje taler var Hussein Askary, Schiller Instituttets
koordinator for Sydvestasien, som er medforfatter til Schiller
Instituttets bog fra 2017: Extending the New Silk Road to
Southwest  Asia  and  Africa,  og  har  lavet  den  arabiske
oversættelse  af  EIR-bogen:  The  New  Silk  Road  Becomes  the
WorldLand-Bridge.

Helga  Zepp-LaRouche  begyndte  sin  præsentation  med  titlen:

https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=37038%5d


“Oase-planen: Fred kan kun opnås gennem udvikling” med de
forfærdelige nyheder om starten på det israelske angreb på
Rafah.  Hun  gav  en  global  strategisk  analyse  af  faren  for
regional og global krigsførelse og beskrev truslen om endog
atomkrig fra optrapningen i Sydvestasien og som en udløber af
NATO-Ukraine-Rusland-konflikten.

Zepp-LaRouche opfordrede diplomaterne til at samarbejde om at
fremme ”Oase-planen” som en løftestang for at nå frem til et
nyt  paradigme  og  en  ny  international  sikkerheds-  og
udviklingsarkitektur, den eneste vej ud af den eksistentielle
krise, som verden gennemgår. Hun beskrev sine ti principper
for  en  ny  sikkerheds-  og  udviklingsarkitektur,  som  hun
udsendte til international diskussion i 2022.

Stop drabene, begynd genopbygningen
H.E. Amb. Prof. Dr. Hassassian talte om temaet “Stop drabene
og start genopbygningen”. Han holdt en meget skarp tale om den
igangværende  tragedie  for  det  palæstinensiske  folk,
konfliktens historie og hvad der er nødvendigt for at stoppe
folkedrabet.  Ambassadøren  opfordrede  de  12  lande,  der  var
repræsenteret på seminaret, og det internationale samfund til
at handle for at stoppe drabene, og han understregede behovet
for en politisk løsning baseret på palæstinensisk suverænitet
og understøttet af økonomiskudvikling. Diskussionen omfattede
spørgsmålet om en to-statsløsning for Israel og Palæstina og,
hvordan  man  kan  sætte  Oase-planen  på  den  internationale
dagsorden.

Ambassadør  Hassassian  taler  ud  fra  lang  erfaring  og
engagement. Han er tidligere ambassadør i Storbritannien og
Ungarn.  Han  var  vicepræsident  forBethlehem  University  på
Vestbredden og professor ved University of Maryland, hvor han
udviklede  et  kursus  i  konfliktløsning  mellem  Israel  og
Palæstina.  Han  var  PLO’s  chefrådgiver  i  spørgsmålet  om
Jerusalems status. Han har en kandidatgrad i internationale
relationer  fra  University  ofToledo,  Ohio,  og  en  ph.d.  i
statskundskab  fra  University  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Se  hans

https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/ti-principper-for-en-ny-international-sikkerheds-og-udviklingsarkitektur/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/ti-principper-for-en-ny-international-sikkerheds-og-udviklingsarkitektur/


interview den 15.marts 2024 med Schiller Instituttet.

LaRouches Oase-plan
Hussein Askary præsenterede konkrete områder af den økonomiske
geografi  og  udviklingsprincipperne  i  Oase-planens  tilgang
under emnet “Det umulige er selvpålagt: Fred gennem økonomisk
udvikling er den eneste vej frem i Vestasien.” Han udfordrede
især  aksiomerne  bag  nulvækstbevægelsen  og  dens  politiske
udtryk. Han forklarede, at udviklingsprincipper er baseret på
den  virkelighed,  at  menneskehedens  kreativitet  forvandler
naturen.

Askary brugte eksempler fra sin nylige rejse til Xinjiang for
at vise den kinesiske udviklingspolitik for at gøre ørkenen
grøn.  I  diskussionsperioderne  kom  der  mange  forskellige
spørgsmål op, bl.a. om der er for mange mennesker i verden, og
hvad  man  skal  gøre  ved  terrorisme  i  Vestafrika,  hvor  han
understregede behovet for økonomisk udvikling som en modgift.

At fremme en global Oase-plan
I løbet af diskussionsperioden besvarede Helga Zepp-LaRouche
et spørgsmål, der kom op ved at appellere til det Globale Syd
om at lade deres stemmerblive hørt.

Et konkret forslag blandt debattørerne er, at Oase-planen skal
være på dagsordenen på nogle af de symposier om sikkerhed, der
hvert  år  afholdes  af  fonde  og  nationer.  Palæstinensiske
stemmer kunne formelt anmode om dette.H.E. Ambassadør Prof.
Dr.  Hassassian  tilføjede  at  få  diskussionen  i  gang  på
universiteterne  og  understregede  vigtigheden  af  Oase-planen
som  en  katalysator  for  økonomisk  udvikling  og  Schiller
Instituttets  og  LaRouche-bevægelsens  arbejde  med  at  fremme
den.

Den generelle reaktion på selve seminaret fra diplomaterne
var,  at  de  var  taknemmelige  for  idéerne,  som  er  meget
forskellige fra det, der rutinemæssigt præsenteres. Som en
asiatisk diplomat sagde: “Jeg er helt overvældet. Det vil tage

https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2024/03/14/interview-with-palestinian-authority-ambassador-to-denmark-h-e-ambassador-prof-dr-manuel-hassassian-who-supports-the-oasis-plan/


mig  dage  at  tænke  over  alle  de  nye  ideer,  der  blev
præsenteret.”

Den  umiddelbare  mulighed  for  at  udtale  sig  på  en  formel
internationalplatform  kommer  kun  to  dage  efter  mødet  i
København,  hvor  FN’sGeneralforsamling  den  10.  maj  har
spørgsmålet om en palæstinensisk stat pådagsordenen til debat
og formodentlig afstemning.
Helga  Zepp-LaRouche  rapporterede  til  Den  Internationale
Fredskoalition: “Det var et ekstremt vigtigt opfølgningsmøde
på diplomat- og ambassadør niveau, og ud af dette møde kom en
fuldstændig forpligtelse tilat fortsætte organiseringen, løfte
den op på et højere niveau ved at forsøge at få en stor
international konference med deltagelse af stater om behovet
for  alvor  at  sætte  Oase-planen,  udviklingsplanen  for  hele
regionen Sydvestasien, på dagsordenen.”

POLITISK  ORIENTERING  med
formand Tom Gillesberg den 3.
april 2024:
Vestens  “regelbaserede
verdensorden” afsløret:
Folkedrab  og  brud  på
international lov
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Schiller  Instituttets  video-
interview  med  Palæstinas
Ambassadør til Danmark
H.E.  Prof.  Dr.  Manuel
Hassassian den 13. marts 2024
Interviewet  af  Tom  Gillesberg,  formand  for  Schiller
Instituttet  i  Danmark,  den  13.  marts  2024.

H.E. Ambassadør Prof. Dr. Manuel Hassassian har haft en anset
karriere inden for den akademiske og diplomatiske sfære. Hans
akademiske ekspertise er inden for internationale relationer
og konfliktløsning. Han er uddannet i Jerusalem, på American
University i Beirut, og har opnået sin MA i internationale
relationer og PhD i statskundskab på Toledo og Cincinnati
universiteter i Ohio i USA. Han var professor og til sidst
Executive  Vice  President  på  Bethlehem  University  på
Vestbredden  i  Palæstina.  Han  underviste  i  konfliktløsning
mellem Israel og Palæstina sammen med den israelske professor
Edward Kaufman på universitetet i Maryland i 26 år.

Han  var  også  PLO’s  førende  rådgiver  i  spørgsmålet  om
Jerusalems  status.

H.E. Ambassadør Prof. Dr. Manuel Hassassian blev derefter Det
Palæstinensiske Selvstyres ambassadør i Storbritannien i 13
år, Ungarn i et år og senest Danmark i de sidste fire år.

Ambassadørens  artikler  i  Palestine-Israel
Journal:  https://www.pij.org/author/326  Mere  omfattende
CV: http://passia.org/personalities/351
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Interviewet  dækker  mange  områder,  herunder  især  det
påtrængende behov for at stoppe det nuværende folkemord i Gaza
og volden og undertrykkelsen på Vestbredden, og fordømmer de
vestlige  politiske  lederes  manglende  støtte  til  at  stoppe
krigen; behovet for anerkendelse i FN og internationalt af en
uafhængig palæstinensisk stat, og hvad det vil kræve i Israel
at nå dertil; hans støtte til LaRouche-organisationens video
”Oase-planen: LaRouches løsning på Mellemøsten” og ideen om
fred gennem økonomisk udvikling for Israel og Palæstina; om
hans  kursus  i  israelsk-palæstinensisk  konfliktløsning  på
University of Maryland; og hans varme lovprisning af Schiller
Instituttet.

Se  den  14  min.  lange  video:  The  Oasis  Plan  –  LaRouche’s
Solution for the Middle East fra LaRouche Organization:
Engelsk: https://youtu.be/hjfFHIiXPmE
Arabiske undertekster: https://youtu.be/551_XoiKUHA

Tilmeld  dig  Schiller  Instituttets  gratis  online-konference
lørdag den 13. april 2024 kl. 11 EDT; 17 dansk tid: Oase-
planen: LaRouches løsning for fred gennem udvikling mellem
Israel  og  Palæstina  og  for  hele
Sydvestasien:  https://schillerinstitute.nationbuild…

Kontakt:  Palæstinensisk  Mission  i  Danmark:  +45  33  93  22
39; www.infopalestine.dk; info@infopalestine.dk

Schiller  Instituttet  i  Danmark:  +45  53  57  00
51;  si@schillerinstitut.dk
Schiller Instituttets hjemmesider:
Engelsk: www.schillerinstitute.com
Dansk: www.schillerinstitut.dk
Arabisk: https://t.me/larouchearabic
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NYHEDSORIENTERING  JANUAR-
FEBRUAR 2024:
Danmark  har  pligt  til  at
forhindre Israels folkedrab
Download (PDF, Unknown)

POLITISK  ORIENTERING  den  4.
januar 2024 med formand Tom
Gillesberg:
Danmark skal ikke være vasal
til USA men en fri nation,
som samarbejder med BRIKS+ og
andre nationer
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Jens Jørgen Nielsen: Schiller
Instituttets  video  interview
(med afksrift)
efter  han  blev  fyret  af
Folkeuniversitetet  for
politiske årsager
Mandag den 14. november 2022

Her er afskriftet på engelsk, som kom i Executive Intelligence
Review Vol. 49, Nr. 46, November 25, 2022
Interviewet af Michelle Rasmussen, næstformand.
Videoen  findes  også  på  Schiller  Instituttets  amerikanske
YouTube kanal her, hvor knap 6.000 personer har set den indtil
den 20. november.

Her er en pdf version. En tekst version findes nedenunder.

Download (PDF, Unknown)

INTERVIEW: Jens Jørgen Nielsen

Danish Historian Fired After Ukraine Blacklists Him

Jens Jørgen Nielsen has degrees in the history of ideas and
communication,  was  the  Moscow  correspondent  for  the  major
Danish daily Politiken in the late 1990s, is the author of
several books about Russia and Ukraine. He is a leader of the
Russian-Danish  Dialogue  organization,  and  an  associate
professor of communication and cultural differences at the
Niels Brock Business College in Denmark; he has been a teacher
at the Copenhagen adult night school Folkeuniversitetet for
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eight years.

Mr. Nielsen has participated in several Schiller Institute
conferences,  including  the  Institute’s  Danish-Swedish
videoconference  on  May  25,  2022  for  a  new  international
security and development architecture. Then, on July 14, 2022
he, along with other speakers at the May 25 conference, was
put on the blacklist of “information terrorists” put out by
Ukraine’s UK-supported and U.S.-funded Center For Combating
Disinformation. There was widespread coverage of this in the
major  Danish  media.  The  Danish  parliament  conducted  a
consultation  about  this  affair  with  the  Danish  Foreign
Minister Jeppe Kofod on Aug. 28, 2022.

He  was  interviewed  for  EIR  and  the  Schiller  Institute  by
Michelle Rasmussen in Copenhagen on Nov. 14. The transcript
has been edited, and subheads added.

EIR: You have just been fired from one of your teaching posts
for political reasons. You are currently teaching a course
about the history of Crimea, which you will be allowed to
finish, but next year’s courses about “Russian Conservatism”
and “History of Ukraine” have been canceled.

Why have you been fired, and what led up to that?

Nielsen: Well, I would say I was not fired for anything which
took place in the classroom. Because there have been some
evaluations of my teaching and they have always been very
good. The latest evaluation was from February this year. And
when people were asked about the professional level, 100% were
very satisfied. So that’s nothing to do with it. And I’m not
politicizing in my teaching. When I teach, I objectively lay
out  various  interpretations  and  sources,  the  interests  of
various nations and actors in the political process. So, it’s
not for something I’ve done in the classroom. It’s obvious.
Even though the board of directors who wrote me this letter
tries to legitimize it by saying that I may be politicizing in



the classroom, but they have never attended any of my lessons.
They didn’t know what’s going on there, and they never invited
me to talk about it. They never invited any of the students
who attended the courses. So it’s obvious.

There’s no doubt that it was for something which happened
outside the classroom. I was on this Ukranian blacklist that
you  mentioned.  And  I  gave  also  an  interview  to  Vladimir
Solovyov, a Russian on a Russian TV channel. And I didn’t
endorse the war, like some would say. We talked about the
explosion of Nord Stream 2, and who may have done it, who
might not have done it, what the Danes thought about this kind
of thing, and things like that.

 

I was not endorsing the war. That’s very important, because I
have my doubts about this Russian engagement in Ukraine. That
is another question. But I didn’t endorse it. But the fact
that I gave an interview brought about a crisis in the board.
The old board had left, and there was a new board. And the
old, original board supported me, and the leader of the school
said it was okay because there was nothing wrong with my
teaching…. What I do outside the classroom, which points of
view I had, was up to me. They didn’t have anything to do with
it  as  long  as  the  teaching  in  the  classroom  was  done
objectively  and  people  were  satisfied  with  this.

So it was because I was considered to be a person who showed
understanding for Putin. Showed understanding for Putin. And I
was asked by a journalist, do you really show understanding
for Putin? I said, you have to be aware that you use the word
understand.  What  does  it  mean?  It  is  very  important  to
understand Putin, what his situation is, his background and
his way of thinking, and things like that. It’s absolutely not
the same thing as to say it is very good, but you have to
understand him. But I think in the Danish media, journalists
think it’s an offence, in itself, to understand Putin, and to



understand Russia, not either endorsing or not endorsing, but
to understand them….

%%’No, We Don’t Have Freedom of Speech’

Well, it seems like we are living in—our thinking—something
has happened. It resembles something that happened in Stalin’s
time.  You  have  very  strict  control  with  people  at  the
university, or you’re allowed to say some things, and you have
a lot of taboos you’re not allowed to talk about.

So, for me, it was really a surealistic experience in my own
country, which I was brought up to believe is one of the best
countries. We have freedom, and we have freedom of speech. We
have all these kinds of things. No. It doesn’t really work
that way today. And I was surprised about it because I had
some illusions about my own country, which I don’t have now.
So, freedom of speech. No, we don’t have freedom of speech.

Of course I have not been killed. I will not be put in the
gulag…. But when you fire people, you indirectly also tell
people at other universities, “Beware about what you write and
what you say. Don’t try to say something which is opposed to
government policy right now.” This is the logic. This is the
conclusion I have reached, that you have to get in line with
the government policy….

So I think it’s a sad day. Firstly, I think it’s a sad day for
democracy, because in a democracy, we come up with various
points of view, and we discuss them, and we find a solution.
Secondly,  how  do  you  develop  new  knowledge,  if  the  young
people who enter a career as a researcher in this field,
indirectly they have been told, ‘Beware. Look at what happens
to people who have some controversial points of view…. And I
think this is the sad thing. For me, of course, personally,
but a sad thing for the country, in terms of developing and
knowledge, in terms of having a vibrant working democracy. I
think it’s a disaster for those two endeavors, for those two



very, very important things in a democracy.

EIR:  One  of  the  things  that  immediately  tipped  off  the
controversy was that three of your fellow teachers resigned,
saying that if you were allowed to continue, then they would
resign.  And  then,  the  board  of  directors  started  an
investigation  and  they  accused  you  of  “politicizing  your
teaching in favor of the Russian understanding of the war in
Ukraine.” On the radio interview on Radio 24/Seven after you
were fired, the chairman of the board of directors simply said
that you have very strong, very biased opinions.

First of all, is this this true in terms of “politicizing in
favor of the Russian understanding of the war in Ukraine” in
your classroom? Have have you brought your own political views
into your classroom?

Nielsen: No, of course not, because normally when I start a
course, I say that I have my own points of view, of course,
but I will work here as a professional historian. I will
present various interpretations and various viewpoints about
this conflict, the situation, because I’m also teaching very
ancient  history.  Regarding  Crimea,  the  first  two,  three
classes were from ancient times and from the Middle Ages, 2000
years of history. So it’s impossible. Putin has not really
anything to do with Crimea a thousand years ago. That’s one
thing.

And  secondly,  these  people  who  criticize  me,  those  of  my
colleagues who would not want to teach if I teach, they have
never attended even a second of any of my courses. So, I don’t
know what is going on there. And there was one colleague who
also participated in this debate on the radio. He has never
read any of my books. He did not understand the interview with
Vladimir Solovyov because it was in Russian. Well, I asked
very  humbly,  on  what  basis  have  you  made  this  decision?
Because you don’t know anything whatsoever about me, apart
from what some people say on Facebook, and other social media.



So I couldn’t call it anything other than a witch hunt. It
seems like a kind of a witch hunt, because it’s as much a
witch hunt, as we had here in Denmark and northern Europe 400
years ago, where we picked out some women, and we killed them
because, we said that they were probably evil, but we didn’t
know exactly how, but probably, they were evil….

%%Students Shocked

We  are  not  discussing  anything  I  said,  anything  I  wrote,
anything  I  have  done.  We  are  discussing  a  picture  which
someone has made about me being like a Putin follower who
likes what is going on, who likes to kill Ukrainian children,
and things like that. That’s what’s going on. And I think it’s
not at all worthy for a democracy like the Danish democracy. I
think it’s outrageous.

EIR: You said that neither you, nor any of your students were
spoken to by the board of directors. Have any of your students
complained that you were politicizing your teaching, and now,
after your firing, have any of the students protested against
your being fired?

Nielsen: Yes. Of course. Many of the students there have been
protesting now. And if you go back, there was one remark in
February. But an evaluation was made where 100% were satisfied
with the professional level of the teaching. And 75% were very
satisfied and 25% were satisfied. There was no one who was
dissatisfied  or  less  satisfied.  But  there  was  one  who
mentioned that it was a little bit too pro-Putin. That was one
among 30 people who made this remark. But that was compared to
the other 29 or so. It couldn’t, by any means, be a reason for
this. Of course, it’s not. Because you could also say that it
was  at  the  beginning  of  the  war,  and  actually,  in  the
classroom, there were several people who were very staunch
supporters of Putin—a small group—and a small group who very
much  disliked  Putin;  and  they  had  some  quarrels  between
themselves, which has nothing to do with me, because I was not



part of that. I think that this was the reason why one person
said this. But before that, there hadn’t been anything like
that.  Nothing  of  the  sort.  There  have  been  several
evaluations,  and  apart  from  this,  there  haven’t  been  any
remarks at all.

EIR: And you said that that many of your students have written
to you protesting your being fired.

Nielsen: Yes. I don’t know exactly how many, but many said
they would protest it. How many actually have done it? I’m not
quite aware, but I think that there probably will be a lot,
because it was a shock, because people have been following me
for years. Some of those … have attended all my courses, or
many of my courses, and they were shocked, because they didn’t
understand it at all.

And I also gave a course on the history of Ukraine last year,
and there were really many participants. And the people said
they were in shock because I didn’t politicize, I didn’t do
anything.  I  just  put  forward  some  facts  and  various
viewpoints. Because when you’re talking about Ukraine, you
have very different narratives about what Ukraine is. And even
inside Ukraine, you have very different points of view. What
constitutes actually a country like Ukraine? I have several
Ukrainian friends who have very, very diverging ideas and
concepts  of  what  Ukraine  is,  what  constitutes  Ukrainian
identity. It’s not a simple or unambiguous concept, because
it’s very controversial, what it actually constitutes. It’s
not that easy. So I had to put forward something.

But many of the people who criticize me, they criticize me
because  they  think  I  should  say  exactly  what  the  Western
governments and the Ukrainian government say. This is the
thing, that I have to say something exactly like the public
version  of  the  Ukrainian  nationalist  government’s
interpretation  of  Ukrainian  history.  But  as  an  historian,
that’s very easy to criticize. Because there are historical



facts  which  run  counter  to  much  of  the  Ukrainian
[government’s]  way  of  thinking.

 

EIR:  Along  that  line,  the  one  thing  that  the  board  of
directors did do, besides referring to these very few student
remarks, was that they read one of your books called Ukraine
in the Field of Tension. What did they criticize about your
book?

Nielsen: They criticized me when I wrote about the so-called
annexation. First, I would say that it’s a book written six
years ago. So a lot of things have happened since then. But
there  was  a  discussion  about  what  does  annexation
mean? Because, I admit also that the Russian troops did not
adhere to the agreement between Russia and Ukraine regarding
the lease of the Sevastopol naval port. They were allowed to
have 25,000 soldiers to defend the fleet and the port, but the
Russian troops had no right to stay in Simferopol. They went
from Sevastopol to Simferopol. It´s true. But on the other
hand, it´s a very strange annexation where there was hardly
any bloodshed. There were two or three people who were killed
by accident, and there were 21,000 soldiers in the Ukrainian
army in the Crimean garrison, but 14,000 decided to join the
Russian side.

 

So it means that it’s a very split country, whatever you may
call it. And I also said that, I think it was in the Summer of
2014, Q International American Polling Institute made a survey
in Crimea saying that 80 or 90% of the population endorsed the
status as a part of Russia. And the same result was arrived at
by  the  German  polling  company  GfK  in  2015.  So,  when  the
majority of the population accepts this transfer from Ukraine
to Russia, is it an annexation? I had a discussion in the book
about it: Because you can say, on the one side, it depends, if



you look at it like that, you can consider it to be an
annexation.  But  in  other  ways,  it’s  not  a  very  typical
annexation, because of what I’ve just mentioned.

So they really made a mistake, because they said it shows that
I am teaching the history of Russia in favor of the Russian
war in Ukraine going on right now. So they are manipulating
things to get it to fit into their own narrative. It’s not
serious. Not at all. And I’m open to debate about this. Of
course I am. But they are not interested in a debate. I wrote
a letter to them and they have, of course, not answered the
letter.

 

And whatever I wrote six years ago, it is not what I’m saying
in the classroom.

%%Liberties Only in Time of Peace?

EIR: As a teacher at the Folk University, don’t you have the
right to take part in the public debate, even if some may
object to your views? What do you think about that? And why do
you participate in the public media debate about Russia and
Ukraine?

Nielsen: Well, my case seemed to prove the fact that if you
take part, and have some points of view, which do not suit
public opinion, or does not suit the government, you will lose
your livelihood. You will lose your job. So this is what it
proves, that you can lose your job. I have lost two jobs
because of this. So it’s obvious that there are some costs
connected to it. It shouldn’t be like that. You should not be
fired because of some points of view you have, and that you
bring into the public discussion such a very, very important
question as the war going on in Ukraine right now. So it’s
difficult. At any rate, it comes with big costs for those who
participate. They can be fired. There can be a witch hunt
against them. There can be a campaign against them, smear



campaigns, and such kind of things. It has taken place here,
and  I  also  understand—I  just  followed  some  of  my  German
colleagues, and they have been exposed to something like that.

EIR: Yes, you liken this to a German word “Berufsverbot”. What
is that?

Nielsen: Beruf means your work. Verbot means you’re blocked,
your fired, you’re not allowed to work there. And some years
back, 40 or 50 years ago, we had this discussion. Are you
allowed to work at university, if you have certain points of
view? And also at this time, there were people who were fired,
some from the right and some from the left, by the way. And we
had a discussion. Well, I don’t recall precisely, but it was
in around the ’70s, Vietnam, the ’80s, where we had this
discussion. I was very young at this this time. And I think it
ended up with the fact that we agreed that you should not be
fired because of your public opinions. One of the leaders of
the Nazi Party in Denmark was a teacher at Aalborg University.
I knew this guy. I didn’t like him. But that is off the mark.
But there was discussion, and actually, he was allowed to stay
there, because there was no complaint about his teaching. He
was  teaching  German  language  and  literature.  There  was  a
discussion about it.

So it’s not a new thing. We didn’t have this discussion for
many years. Now it’s come back, and it tells that when you
have some tension, some conflict, and things like that, our
highly valued liberties, they immediately fly away. So it’s a
thin layer. Our democracy, the democratic culture here, is
maybe a very thin layer. So I wonder, if Denmark enters the
war  more  directly,  I  think  we’ll  probably  lose  all  our
liberties. We can have liberties when you have peace. There’s
no danger. But when you have some tension, they should prove
themselves. These liberties should prove themselves in times
of tension.

%%’Europe Should Not End Up in Nuclear War’



EIR: And why is it that you have participated in the debate
about Russia and Ukraine in the public media?

Nielsen: Because I’m very dissatisfied with the policy. I
think that the policy the West is pursuing towards Russia—and
also Ukraine—I think it’s hopeless. I think it’s very, very
foolish, and is very dangerous, by the way. Well, for Russia,
of course, but also for ourselves. I think we’re playing with
fire. It’s a very dangerous situation. I think this is the
most dangerous situation we have, including the Cuban Missile
Crisis, which was 60 years back. Of course, I’m driven by
this, that the West, that Europe should not end up in nuclear
war. Because I know exactly, that if there will be a nuclear
war, Europe will be the first theater which will be hit, and
it will really, really, really have consequences which we have
not seen in the history of mankind, ever.

We know the potential for nuclear war. We know where it is.
And you can be angry with Putin around the clock. But, at the
end of the day, there’s no alternative to have some kind of
agreement with Russia to find some kind of solution. To defeat
Russia is stupidity. And I’m not talking, maybe, because I
feel sorry for the Russians. I feel sorry for ourselves. I
feel  sorry  for  the  Europeans  who  are  following  a  very
shortsighted  policy,  especially  from  America,  the  United
States of America. I think Europeans, we should find another
approach to the policy, because it’s obvious for everyone now,
because of the sanctions, Europe is really in straits. Europe
is the part of the world which is hit most by the sanctions.
It’s actually not really Russia. It’s Russia to some extent,
of course. But Russia can sell their oil anywhere. And we buy
their oil. Much of the gas and oil from Russia goes to India,
and China, and they sail around the globe, and they end up in
Germany for four-five times the price. It’s stupidity. It’s
pure stupidity, and that’s why I engage in the debate.

EIR: You’ve also said that in your media debates, you have not
legitimized  Russia’s  military  intervention  in  Ukraine,  but



that you have stressed that it’s important to find out how we
got here. Also the responsibility on the western side. I have
made interviews with you, actually, before the start of the
war in February. I interviewed you in December of last year,
and you were warning about—that was at the point where Russia
had just proposed two treaties to try to avoid crossing their
red lines. But you said that you have also participated in the
media debate to find out how can we reach a peaceful solution?

Do you think that you being put on the Ukraine blacklist, and
that being widely publicized in Denmark, could have been a
factor that led to this situation where you’ve been fired?

%%Arrogance of the West

Nielsen: Definitely, among other factors. But it definitely
has played a role, There’s no doubt about it.

And  I  also  need  to  just  add  that  the  two  questions  are
actually interrelated, because to find out what brought us to
this point, it will also be very meaningful when you find out
how we proceed from here, how to get to a more peaceful
solution. So those questions are interrelated actually. You
can’t find a road to peace, really, if you don’t find out how
we how we got here and how to proceed. So I think that is very
interrelated.

But when I look at many of the researchers in Denmark, they
have  some  strange  ideologically  fixed  pictures  of  Russia.
There’s a lot of things to criticize in Russia. That’s not the
point. But to find out, more exactly, what’s taking place. And
I  think  that  the  West  should  take  off  their  ideological
glasses, and look much more realistically at what’s happening
on the ground. And then, they will probably, maybe, come to
some more effective solutions, I don’t know. But then there’s
a chance of it, at least.

 



EIR: You have also warned in your media debates that people
who think that if you just get rid of Putin, then the problem
is solved—you have warned that there are factions which are
very anti-Western.

Nielsen: Yes, sure. Because I think many in Denmark, and in
the West in general, tend to forget that Putin was actually
very pro-Western in the beginning of his term when it started
more than 20 years back. He was President in 2000. They seem
to forget it. He actually wanted Russia to become part of
NATO. He appealed to the West in his speech in the Bundestag,
in the German parliament, and so on, and met with George W.
Bush, and things like that. He was very good friends with Tony
Blair, I think. There was a hope for the world, but things
changed, and I think is very interesting to understand what
changed in those years. I think that there were many steps.
It’s a little complicated to put it shortly here, but a lot of
it, I think, was the West’s arrogance, and the West saying we
can do anything, without asking Russia.

The first thing was the bombing of Serbia in 1999, and the
extension of NATO, and things like that. And secondly, was the
Iraq war, and things like that. So things changed in Russia….
I lived in Russia in the ’90s, and I talked to the Russians. I
had another picture. I knew, at this time, that Russia would
rise again as a superpower.

And it was important, also, to have some kind of confidence in
each other, and to get into a more comprehensive cooperation
with Russia. It didn’t happen for several reasons…. And does
the West’s attitude have anything to do with it? It definitely
has. But this is the discussion.

I think that’s also where many of the discussions tend to stop
today, because in the West, many politicians, and also people
from think-tanks in the West, tend to think that our way of
thinking is the only way of thinking…. I think it’s a very,
very dangerous way of thinking. I think they will end up with



conflicts.

So, I think it’s important to have, in universities, but also
among  politicians,  to  have  a  discussion.  Where  has  this
American-led world brought us today? It has brought us to the
brink of catastrophe, to the brink of a breakdown of a lot of
things. And many of the Russians are aware of this. They look
at it this way, but many in the West have difficulties to see
it, because we are blindfolded, more or less, ideologically,
and it’s dangerous.

 

%%Voices of Dissent Are Important Now

EIR: Just to conclude, what has to change now, on the western
side, and also in Russia, to make it possible for us to switch
over to peace negotiations to avoid nuclear war?

Nielsen: The first thing is to have a ceasefire. And it’s
interesting: Everyone knows that there had been some steps to
make ceasefire in March and April. And it’s very interesting
to see who stopped it? It was actually not the Ukrainians, in
the first place. It was first, the European Union, and then
Boris Johnson from the UK, and also Biden. It was the West
that stopped it. There were some attempts in Belarus in the
first place, and later on in Turkey. Erdogan invited Russia
and Ukraine to some talks, and there are still some talks.
There are still some talks about the export of wheat from
Odessa, and they’re sitting in Istanbul, while we are talking.
And it was because of Erdogan. There are many people in the
West who do not like Erdogan. I’m not very much in love with
Erdogan, but this is a very, very—it’s the most reasonable
step  which  has  been  taken.  It’s  been  taken  from  Erdogan,
because he invited Russia and Ukraine.

And now, maybe, it could seem that it’s too late. I don’t know
exactly,  But  it  seems  now  that—because  the  Ukrainians,
Zelensky has now changed his mind. He wants to go to the end,



to have a military victory. So he believes that Ukraine can
kick all the Russian soldiers out of Ukraine, and the Crimea
included. I don’t believe it will be that easy. Definitely. If
you look at it a little cynically, it might seem that the
Americans want a war of attrition against Russia, so that
Russia will be weakened. Because they’re saying that what
happened,  probably  in  the  beginning  of  the  ’80s,  …  the
Americans made some new armaments, and the Soviet Union could
not follow. Eventually, the Soviet Union collapsed. And maybe
they are thinking about the same strategy now, which they had
in the ’80s with the war in Afghanistan, and also with the
armaments, that it will break the back of Russia. But it’s a
very dangerous game they’re playing.

I’m definitely not sure it will happen this time, because
Russia and China are allied this time, and Russia has strong
allies, also, in India, Pakistan and all the Asian countries.
Russia has integrated itself into the Asian environment. And I
think that it’s not a realistic policy from the United States
and Europe. So I think, eventually, it will be bad for us,
definitely.

I  think  it’s  important  for  us  that  there  is  a  voice  of
dissent.  As  I  said,  that  there  are  some  people  who  will
present some other ways of thinking, because many of us who
think like that, we are in a minority right now. But things
can  change  very  quickly.  And  I  wouldn’t  be  surprised  if,
suddenly, there will be a situation where people in the West,
people in Europe, and also in America, will say enough is
enough. We can’t do it any more, because this huge amount of
money we’re sending to Ukraine, I mean, we are taking the
money  from  other  projects:  infrastructure,  education,
hospitals, health care system, things like that. So I think
that there’s a limit to how long time we can continue this
war. And I also think that that goes for Ukraine. How much can
they  destroy  the  country,  and  how  many  people  should  be
killed?  It’s  very  important  that  some  voices  in  the  West



demand that we have this peace process taking place as fast as
possible.

EIR: Jens Jørgen, thank you very much. And thank you for your
courage in standing up for your views, for your personal views
in the media, and for having a professional attitude towards
your  teaching,  where  you  have  been  presenting  different
viewpoints.

POLITISK ORIENTERING den 25.
oktober 2022:
Har vi stadigvæk demokrati i
Danmark?
Med formand Tom Gillesberg, som er Folketingskandidat udenfor
partierne i Københavns Storkreds.

Folketingskandidat  Tom
Gillesberg: mærkesager
Stop NATO’s krige:
Verden  er  ikke  blevet  et  bedre  sted,  fordi  Danmark  har
deltaget i NATO’s mange krige. Det er ikke kun dyrt for os,
men endnu dyrere for de lande, som Afghanistan og Irak, der
bliver efterladt i ruiner. Nu er man i gang med det samme i
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Ukraine, hvor ukrainere fortsætter med at dø, fordi vi synes
de skal skade Rusland mest muligt. I stedet for at sende våben
til  Ukraine  skal  vi  støtte  fredsforhandlinger,  hvor  man
fjerner enhver militær tilstedeværelse fra NATO og sikrer fred
og samarbejde mellem Ukraine og Rusland. Vi skal også have en
ny  sikkerheds-  og  udviklingsorden,  der  gælder  for  alle
nationer.

Fred gennem udvikling — Samarbejde med Kina og Rusland og
resten af verden:

Vi skal skabe fred gennem samarbejde med Rusland, Kina og
resten af verden om at løse de meget store udfordringer, som
vi har. Det gælder bl.a. den globale finansielle og økonomiske
nedsmeltning på grund af finansiel spekulation, hvor vi har
tilladt private finansielle interesser at tage styringen, i
stedet for at sætte befolkningernes ve og vel først. Vi skal
øge  velstanden  gennem  opbygningen  af  moderne
infrastrukturforbindelser  og  udviklingskorridorer  (inkl.
højhastighedstog og magnettog) og ved at gøre videnskabeligt
og teknologisk fremskridt tilgængeligt for alle.

Stop finansspekulation og red økonomien med LaRouches fire
love:

Den nuværende finansielle og økonomiske krise, som jeg og
Lyndon LaRouche har advaret om i mange år, kan løses ved hjælp
af  LaRouches  fire  økonomiske  love:  1)  En  Glass/Steagall-
bankopdeling,  2)  Kreditskabelse  til  nationalt  vigtige
projekter  gennem  Nationalbanken,  3)  Store
infrastrukturprojekter  som  Kattegatbro  og  et  dansk
magnettognet,  4)  Rumfart  og  fusionsenergi.

Andre mærkesager: Danske infrastrukturprojekter; Atomkraft og
fusionsenergi, Ja tak!; For en ny klassisk kultur-renæssance;
Lær  den  amerikanske  økonom  og  statsmand  Lyndon  LaRouche
(1922-2019) at kende.

Kontakt mig for at vide mere, og hvis du ønsker at hjælpe til:



53 57 00 51; info@sive.dk

Se Toms 10 nye valgvideoer og mere på www.sive.dk

 

Schiller Instituttets formand
Tom Gillesberg stiller op til
valg  udenfor  partierne  i
Københavns storkreds
Her er Toms 2 min. valgvideo.

Se de otte andre kampagne 2022 videoer og skriftlige materiale
på www.sive.dk

EIR  artikel:  Dansk
udenrigsminister
udspurgt  i  Folketinget  om
Ukraines sortliste.
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af Michelle Rasmussen
Følgende artikel blev bragt i Executive Intelligence Review
vol. 49, nr. 35 den 9. september 2022.
Her kan man abbonnere på EIR tidsskrift.
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English translation: Excerpts
from the Danish parliament’s
Ukraine list
consultation  with  Foreign
Minister Jeppe Kofod
Consultation  in  the  Danish  parliament  on  August  19,  2022
Danish  Foreign  Minister  Jeppe  Kofod  About  the  Ukraine
Blacklist,  Which  Includes  Three  Experts  in  Denmark

(The video, in Danish, and the full transcript, in Danish, may
be seen here. )

Translated Excerpts in English 

Member of Parliament Marie Krarup (independent): My reason for
raising the question is that I think it is a serious matter,
because this Centre to Counter Disinformation — the centre
that  has  made  the  list  of  72  foreigners  outside  Ukraine
–belongs to the Security Council of Ukraine, and the same day
that this list was published, the leader, Andrei Shapovalov,
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said that the people who are spreading disinformation are
“information terrorists,” and they must be held accountable as
“war  criminals.”  Zelensky’s  adviser  Mikhail  Podolok  has
elaborated these views, in interviews and an article in which
he calls on other governments to limit the influence of these
people  and  for  them  to  be  subjected  to  what  he  called
“military  cleansing”.

 

I am therefore, of course, interested to hear whether the
Foreign  Minister  has  taken  the  initiative  to  carry  out  a
“military  cleansing”  of  Associate  Professor  Jens  Jørgen
Nielsen,  peace  researcher,  Jan  Øberg,  and  Professor  in
International Politics at Aalborg University Li Xing?

 

Or has the Foreign Minister made approaches to Ukraine to have
these  persons  removed  from  the  list?  Or  does  the  Foreign
Minister  still  believe  that  we  are  supporting  freedom  of
expression and democracy by supporting Ukraine? Thank you.

 

Minister for Foreign Affairs Jeppe Kofod (Social Democrat):
Yes, thank you for that. And thank you to Mrs. Marie Krarup
for convening the consultation today.

 

Putin’s war of aggression in Ukraine means that we in Denmark
and in Europe can no longer take our freedom and our security
for  granted.  Disinformation,  lies  and  propaganda  are  an
integral part of Russian warfare and attempts to undermine the
unity of the West. And as a world community, we must therefore
continually consider how to respond, with respect for freedom
of expression, and our fundamental democratic rights.

 



The  Centre  for  Combating  Disinformation,  under  Ukraine’s
National Security and Defence Council, has published a list of
speakers  who  “promote  narratives  consistent  with  Russian
propaganda.”  However,  the  list,  which  includes  four  [sic:
three] people linked to Denmark, is no longer available on the
website.

In addition to the consultation today, the list has attracted
considerable  coverage  in  the  Danish  press,  where  it  was
received with astonishment and concern. There are concerns
about the criteria for inclusion on the list, and about the
use of such a list to silence voices in the debate with whom
one disagrees.

 

I have therefore also asked the Danish embassy in Kiev to
contact the Ukrainian authorities to seek clarification of the
activities of the Centre for Combating Disinformation.

 

In this context, we from the Danish side will support the
fight against disinformation, which is an essential element in
Russia’s warfare against Ukraine.

 

At the same time, we will underline the Danish position, as is
well  known,  that  the  fight  against  disinformation  should
contribute  to  strengthening,  not  undermining,  democracy,
research and freedom of expression.

 

When I have a response from the Ukrainian authorities, I will
be happy to return to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. And
until then, I would like to take the opportunity to make the
government’s policy absolutely clear:



We must stand firm that research and freedom of expression are
important democratic values for the Danish government, there
should be no doubt about that.

Next, I would argue that Ukraine is threatened in its very
existence. Putin has set out to destroy an entire country, a
democracy, in fact, deny Ukraine’s legitimacy at all.

 

I  think  most  people  can  understand  that  the  fundamental
principles may well come under pressure in such a situation….

[Foreign Minister Jeppe Kofod continued his initial remarks by
outlining Denmark’s position on the need to support Ukraine in
the war with Russia.] 

Marie Krarup: Thank you for the answer. So that basically
means that what the foreign minister has done, is to ask the
Danish embassy in Kiev to get in touch with the Ukrainian
authorities to seek clarification on the activities of the
Center for Fighting Russian Disinformation in Ukraine…. 

That means that contact has been made with the Danish Embassy
in Kiev to do something which they always ought to do. I have
worked in an embassy myself, and I know how things work there.
If there is something going on, in relation to Denmark, then
it  is  obvious  that  it  is  the  embassy’s  obligation  to
immediately  get  a  clarification  of  what  is  going  on.  

 

That is what the Foreign Minister has done, about a month
after three law-abiding Danish researchers were put on a list
in which they were called “information terrorists” and they
are indirectly threatened with being brought before a war
crimes tribunal. 

 



These  are  researchers  who  use  the  quite  ordinary  Danish
freedom of expression to say quite ordinary and banal things,
such  as  one  of  them  has  said,  “Western  sanctions  against
Russia are not working.” Then you are added to a list where
you are indirectly threatened as a war criminal. And so, the
Foreign Minister, in the month that has passed since the three
Danish  nationals  were  put  on  this  nasty  list,  the  Danish
Foreign Minister has asked the Danish Embassy in Kiev to do
its duty? 

 

I think that is a very poor response to the quite unbelievably
gross  situation  that  three  Danish  researchers  are  being
prevented  from  carrying  out  perfectly  legal  research
activities because they now have to live with threats hanging
over their heads. 

 

Has the Foreign Minister contacted the police and asked them
to ensure that the three researchers’ safety is guaranteed?

Jeppe Kofod: I’m afraid I have to, unfortunately, correct Mrs.
Marie Krarup. The Danish Embassy HAS contacted the Ukrainian
authorities, so it is not the case that I have asked the
Embassy to contact them. They have contacted them. And we are
awaiting the reply from the Ukrainian authorities. And in that
context, the contact that the Danish Embassy has made, the
Danish Embassy has also expressed concern about the list,
which, by the way, has been taken down, as I understand it.
And then, just in relation to the CCD, according to what I
have been told, it is the acting leader of this center who is
quoted as putting forward the idea that the information space
could be protected from disinformation by means of a new law
which  would  allow  the  prosecution  of  disseminators  of
disinformation as war criminals – that is what I think Marie
Krarup has referred to. It is said to have been put forward at



a  round  table  discussion,  with  the  support  of  the  U.S.
Department  of  State,  organised  by  the  National  Security
Service  Academy,  the  Civilian  Research  and  Development
Foundation  of  the  U.S.,  the  International  Academy  of
Information,  and  the  coordination  platform  the  National
Security Cluster. We were not present at this roundtable. But
there is nothing immediately indicating that the statement is
about individuals on the list we are discussing today.

As mentioned, and I would like to stress this, I have asked
the Danish Embassy to investigate the statement further, and
get an explanation from the Ukrainian authorities about how
they will ensure, and I hope that Mrs. Marie Krarup agrees
with  me,  concern  for  freedom  of  expression,  freedom  of
research and democracy with such a law.

 

 Once the Ukrainian authorities have given their statement, I
will ensure that this committee, the Committee on Foreign
Affairs, is informed. And I think it is important that we hear
the Ukrainian authorities’ explanation. Also in a situation
where there is a lot of misinformation out there….

………..

Excerpt 2:

Marie Krarup: How can the Foreign Minister accept that three
law-abiding Danish scientists were put on a list to scare
people and make them stop. How can the Foreign Minister accept
that? 

 

And, by the way, I must dispute the fact that these answers
from the head of the CCD and President Zelensky’s adviser, Mr.
Podolok, were not referencing this list. There is a very clear
statement that there IS reference to this list, calling on



governments  to  carry  out  what  has  been  called  ‘military
lustration,’  which  I  think  should  be  translated  as
‘cleansing’, or to impose sanctions on them. So, will the
Foreign  Minister  follow  the  call  of  President  Zelensky’s
adviser to put these three perfectly law-abiding scientists: a
professor at Aalborg University, a lecturer elsewhere, and a
peace researcher, will the Foreign Minister follow the call of
President Zelensky’s adviser to make sure that these three
people can no longer speak freely?…

Excerpt 3:

Jeppe  Kofod:  …  So  I  think  it’s  really  a  slightly  skewed
debate. There should be a lot more focus on what Russia is up
to  at  the  moment.  With  cyber  attacks,  disinformation,
misinformation, as an attempt to destroy our way of life. I
hope that Mrs Marie Krarup will also be concerned about that.

 

Marie Krarup: Thank you. I would be very happy to organise a
new meeting to talk about combating Russian disinformation,
because of course we must counter any kind of lies, of course
we  must  counter  any  kind  of  restrictions  on  freedom  of
expression – that is absolutely clear, I will do that at any
time! 

 

Now, what we are dealing with here is three Danes, perfectly
law-abiding  debaters,  who  have  been  put  on  a  list  as  an
indirect threat to their security. It is an attempt to silence
them. Because they make perfectly legal and almost boring
statements, such as that the Western sanctions against Russia
are not working. Should it be a criminal act to say that? It
is  true  that  the  list  is  not  available  right  now.  Thank
goodness. 

 



That might suggest that Ukraine’s government has figured out
that making such a nasty list is shooting itself in the foot.
Because it is obviously not an expression of freedom of speech
and democracy to put people in the stocks and start behaving
like the neighbouring country. Because what is the point of us
restricting freedom of expression in Denmark and restricting
freedom  of  expression  in  Ukraine,  and  thereby  coming  to
resemble Russia, where freedom of expression is restricted to
such  an  extent.  Are  we  going  to  turn  our  countries  into
tyrannies? 

 

No, we must not! We must fight it! But the list exists! There
are clever people who had it printed out as soon as it was
available. And here it is. And I’d gladly pass it on. There
are many ordinary sensible scientists listed here who are in
no way breaking the law with their research. Highly recognized
and respected professors, for example, John Mearsheimer, who
has been very active in this debate and, of course, has said
nothing at all illegal. Has not incited hatred, or violence,
or anything, whatsoever. Perfectly legal speech. And that’s
what this is all about. We can have many other consultations,
about everything else, but right now it’s a consultation about
what to do to ensure the freedom of expression of Danish
debaters in Denmark? 

 

And what has the Foreign Minister done to investigate what is
going  on?  Does  the  Foreign  Minister  think  that  it  is
supporting democracy and freedom of expression, to support a
government that is asking us to sanction Danish researchers in
Denmark? And to be interested in what my opinions or feelings
are in other contexts – is just not within the subject of this
consultation. I think that something terrible is happening in
Ukraine, absolutely terrible, and I want this war to stop. I
think it’s a crime that Russia has invaded, that’s just not



what it’s about right now. Right now, it is about the fact
that the Ukrainian government, which the Danish government
supports, is calling for the Danish government to sanction
Danish researchers and restrict their freedom of expression. 

 

And I have not received any answer from the Foreign Minister,
except something about perhaps the embassy being asked to do
its job, or is the embassy just doing it by itself? There is
simply no public statement to the effect that we cannot vouch
for this. It may be that the next arms shipment will be
delayed because we do not think it is OK for a professor of
international politics at Aalborg University – he is being
criminalised for saying that Western sanctions are not working
against Russia. I have not heard the Foreign Minister express
any criticism; I would very much like to hear the Foreign
Minister do so here. Is it OK for Ukraine to encourage us to
sanction perfectly law-abiding researchers in Denmark? 

Excerpt 4:

Jeppe Kofod: Now Russia has started a war of conquest, illegal
war of conquest in the country, and there we have to respond
again, and defend the Ukrainians. And therefore, there can not
be, in any way, as Mrs. Marie Krarup spoke about, talk about
our arms donations. The arms donations that we are giving to
Ukrainians, for their defense fight, we will continue to do
that, and we are working very hard for others to contribute as
well, so that we can ensure Ukrainians that they can live
without Russian invasion.

They must win, the Ukrainians, and the fact that they must be
able to win requires us to continue with our arms supplies,
which we certainly intend to do, irrespective of what Mrs.
Marie Krarup mentions here.

Christian Juhl (Unity Party): I have put my name on the list.
I would like to hear from the minister. We are friends of



Ukraine, we support them in this terrible situation. And I
think in my time, since February 24, I have spent thousands of
hours defending Ukraine, but also spent, about ten minutes, or
fifteen minutes looking at the allegations that have been made
that Ukraine, in the harsh situation, is actually also at risk
of violating some of the basic rules that we think belong in a
democratic society. It is also our duty as politicians and
ministers to try to see the nuances of the situation. Even if
it is serious. So that the foundation stone of the democracy
which is to be developed further after the war and after the
Russians have withdrawn their troops, must develop. We will
have at least as great a task to help with that, in my
opinion. Reconstruction, development of the country, etc.

I would like to ask two questions there. When we are friends
with Ukraine, it is also important that we are honest friends.
Real friends are honest friends, right?

That means that if we find something incomprehensible, we tell
each other. Just as I think the ministers who have visited
from Ukraine have done to us. They have been very clear when
we were foot-dragging, and cut through: This is not what we
are  talking  about,  we  don’t  need  friendly  words,  we  need
weapons, they say, for example in the meetings. These are
honest friends who say such things to their partners. Does the
minister think that there can be arguments for restricting
freedom  of  speech  in  an  extreme  situation,  like  the  one
Ukraine is in at the moment, and it would be legal, in the
minister’s opinion, for Ukraine to say, we cannot afford to
have freedom of speech here?

 

Or, for example, it has been debated in the media lately that
they are preparing an anti-union law in Ukraine, there are a
number  of  European  trade  unions  and  individuals  who  have
protested violently against that because, what does that have
to do with the war? Because that is a fundamental principle



that we also support. So a question: can there be a situation
where you have to give up freedom of expression in such an
extreme situation as Ukraine is in, during the occupation. In
the minister’s opinion?

That’s the one. The other one is: can the minister confirm
that we are indeed, monitoring the laws of war on both sides?
And that we actually believe that everybody should abide by
the laws of war, including occupied countries. Because that
forms the basis for things not escalating into a completely
crazy situation. Or is this also a place where we have to say
that it is only one side that has to respect the laws of war.

I only ask because I think it is important that we have some
universal approaches to some of these things.

The last question is a Danish question. I would like to know
whether the Minister believes that the three researchers have
used  blatant  propaganda  and  disinformation,  or  that  the
Minister suspects that the three have done so? It is a little
because we might as well play it over on the Danish court
straight away. If they haven’t done it, then we should defend
them, in my opinion. If they have done it, then we need to
have it on the table. And then we must know, where does this
conflict with Danish law.

[op cut begin]

Marie Krarup: Thank you. It’s not strange to abolish freedom
of  speech  in  a  country  that’s  at  war.  And  I  have  the
impression  that  that’s  pretty  much  what  they’ve  done  in
Ukraine. What is strange is that we say that we are defending
democracy when we support a country that is asking us to
abolish freedom of expression in our own country.

THAT is where I think the problem is. To be handed a list with
three Danes on it and be asked by the head of the Center [for
Combating Disinformation] and Zelensky’s adviser to sanction
them. And when the minister claims that there is nothing to



suggest that this is what happened, then I must refer to the
statements that the head of the Center, Shapovalov, made, on
July 14, about people who spread disinformation, they are
information  terrorists,  and  they  must  face  a  war  crimes
tribunal. And something similar was written by the same person
in Ukraine’s Pravda on 2 August.

And Zelensky’s adviser, Podolok, said on August 5 about the
people on the list that they are calling for them to be
sanctioned  by  other  governments,  their  influence  to  be
limited, and then they are to be subjected to this ‘military
purge’, which I don’t quite know what that means.

So that’s what is a call for us, in our country, to put
restrictions on perfectly legal Danish researchers’ freedom of
expression. THAT’s what I’m asking the minister to address. I
am  surprised  that  the  Minister  has  not  somehow  said  to
Ukraine, because, as was said earlier, if you are friends,
then you are, of course, honest friends. And if we are to help
Ukraine become a democracy, as I certainly think we should,
then freedom of speech is part of that.

And it may well be that they cannot have it now, in the
current war situation, I actually understand that, in their
own country, but the fact that they are calling for us, in
Denmark, to abolish freedom of expression, in certain areas,
is not good. We should therefore say to Ukraine that you have
to stop that. You have to take our people off the list. We
will not sanction our researchers. We do not think that it is
Russian disinformation or an illegal statement to say that
“Western  sanctions  against  Russia  are  not  working,”  as  a
professor of international politics from Aalborg University
has said.

Does the minister think that’s an illegal statement? Or that
it  is  spreading  Russian  propaganda  to  say  that  Western
sanctions against Russia do not work?



[op cut end]

Excerpt 5:

Jeppe Kofod: 1. Ukraine has not asked us to abolish freedom of
expression in Denmark, as has been claimed, I want to make
that clear.

There is no request from the Ukrainian government to us,2.
about  the  researchers  about  whom  Mrs.  Marie  Krarup
addresses us.
We have not received any list.3.

I really think we should be careful that such debates do not
get out of proportion, when we consider what it is a task we
face, in terms of disinformation, misinformation. You can pick
your battles as you like.

 

Excerpt 6:

Marie Krarup: So the Foreign Minister might deny that the list
exists?  It  was  published,  it  was  taken  down,  thank  God,
shortly after, for example, Jyllands-Posten wrote an editorial
about it. So Jyllands-Posten also lives in an alternative
reality where they believe that list exists?

It does exist. And there were statements from the head of the
center, and from Zelensky’s advisor, Podoljak. I know that the
Foreign Ministry has received documentation about that, with
the translation of those documents. Where the head of the
center,  and  Zelensky’s  adviser,  calls  on  the  governments,
where the foreign – these are 72 people living outside Ukraine
– where they are called on to take action against them. This
is not an official request. That is absolutely correct, I
fully agree. But it is a public request. And the Foreign
Minister is apparently totally indifferent about that.

Documentation  has  been  sent  to  the  Ministry  of  Foreign



Affairs, I know, because I myself received it on the same
occasion.

So the question is: will the Foreign Minister follow these
calls  to  restrict  the  freedom  of  expression  of  Danish
researchers? I think that would be wrong. I also think it
would be appropriate to say to Ukraine that we will not do
that and call on them to distance themselves from the list. It
is very good that it is no longer available on the website; it
is still visible on their Facebook page. With photos of the
people they don’t like. Who they want sanctioned. So, in that
way, it still exists.

I hope it’s not the case that if Russia approaches Denmark,
unofficially or officially, and asks to restrict the freedom
of expression of some Danish researchers, that they say “never
mind”. Or just look out of the window.

Then I wish that they would officially distance themselves
from it. Because it is just wrong.

And now that we are talking about a country which we support,
and which we support because we say that it is a democracy, I
just think it seems odd that no statement is being made.
Jyllands-Posten could at least write an editorial about it and
denounce it. And I think that the government should do the
same. And then guide the Ukrainians in a friendly, honest way
and say: this is a bad idea. You should not do that. We will
not  follow  your  calls  to  sanction  Danish  researchers  in
Denmark, no matter how terrible the situation you are in.
Because they are in a completely terrible situation. It is so
appalling. No matter how terrible the situation you are in, we
will  not  destroy  our  own  democracy,  our  own  freedom  of
expression.

An honest friend of Ukraine should have said that to Ukraine.
And you should also do it for the sake of the researchers, who
obviously don’t find it nice to have this kind of indirect



threat.

So,  after  this  consultation,  I  assume  that  the  Foreign
Minister  now,  after  getting  some  more  information,  and
hopefully  getting  a  deeper  understanding  of  what  this  is
about, will take action on this, and address the Ukrainian
government and say something about that freedom of expression
in Denmark must not be destroyed, because there is a terrible
situation in Ukraine, and if Ukraine wants to be a democracy,
in  the  long  term,  then  it  has  to  respect  freedom  of
expression.

Will the Foreign Minister do that?

Excerpt 7:

Jeppe Kofod: [About that Marie Krarup alleged that I] denied
that there is a list, I have not. I have simply said that we
have not received it. We have not received a list, from the
Ukrainian Government, sent to the Danish Government of any
individuals. I mentioned that it was a list that apparently
has been taken down from the website, and I also believe that
there  are  organizations,  including  the  Schiller  Institute,
that have sent this material, probably to Marie Krarup, and
also to me.

Excerpt 8:

Jeppe Kofod: And then once we’ve heard about this list, the
work of this Center for Combating Disinformation, we’ll come
back, to the Foreign Affairs Committee. Then we can take the
debate further there, if it is still relevant. (00:58:35:00)

Marie Krarup: I would like to, if it’s possible. But I’m glad
the minister doesn’t deny it. Actually, that’s not what it was
about. What I find embarrassing is that the minister has not
taken action to defend the freedom of expression of Danish
researchers. Thank you for giving me the floor.



Christian Juhl – [Thanks the minister and Marie Krarup.] We
would like, in the Foreign Affairs Committee, to receive a
written briefing, when it is available, with the facts about
it, and then we can consider an extension of the consultation.
Thanks to all.

The video, in Danish, and the full transcript in Danish may be
seen here. 

————————
Jyllands-Posten  editorial,  August  11,  2022  at  6:30pm.
Jyllands-Posten  is  one  of  the  three  major  Danish  daily
newspapers. Here are some excerpts.

FOR SUBSCRIBERS

Title: Ukraine and free speech

Kicker: It is worrying when Ukraine blacklists researchers and
others who have a different view of the conflict from the
unequivocally pro-Ukrainian one.

Beginning: “If not before, then certainly since February 24
this year, the Ukrainian people and their President, Volodymyr
Zelensky, could not have any doubt that a united West and the
EU are fully behind them….

[In  speeches,  Zelensky]  “skillfully  appealed  to  unity  and
emphasized what we know, that Ukraine’s struggle for freedom
is ours too. It has helped to underline and convince, even
more, that Ukraine naturally belongs in Europe, and eventually
in the European Union – one day on the other side of the war.

“But to get there, there are conditions to be met. Among them
is the fundamental acceptance of free speech. Even before the
war,  there  were  stories  that  freedom  of  expression,
particularly for the media, did not always enjoy favorable
conditions in Ukraine, and it is obvious that this is even
worse in a war like the present one. But that is why it is

https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/09/english-translation-excerpts-from-the-danish-parliaments-ukraine-list-consultation-with-foreign-minister-jeppe-kofod/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/09/english-translation-excerpts-from-the-danish-parliaments-ukraine-list-consultation-with-foreign-minister-jeppe-kofod/


still necessary for the country, and especially its President,
to show that it accepts free speech and the right to disagree.

“The  Centre  for  Countering  Disinformation  sounds  like
something out of George Orwell’s ‘1984’, but it is a center
under  Ukraine’s  National  Security  Council.  The  center
presumably has a central function during the war, but it has
also  recently  been  used  to  blacklist  72  international
politicians, thinkers and researchers, including four Danes
[really three Danes and one Swede- mr]: Russia expert Jens
Jørgen  Nielsen,  peace  and  conflict  researcher  Jan  Øberg,
chairman of the Schiller Institute in Sweden Ulf Sandmark and
Aalborg University professor Li Xing.

“What the four Danes have in common is that they took part in
a seminar at the end of May on alternatives to the current
security policy structure in the world in order to reduce
tensions and the division of countries into, for example,
members  and  non-members  of  NATO.  Li  Xing,  among  others,
opposes Russia’s attack on Ukraine, but he has also questioned
the long-term impact of the sanctions policy based on his
research. Both – the theme of the seminar and the questioning
of  Western  sanctions  policy  –  are  of  course  perfectly
legitimate  in  a  free  and  open  society.

“It is therefore worrying when Ukraine blacklists researchers
and others who have a different view of the conflict. For it
can  hardly  be  seen  as  anything  other  than  an  attempt  to
silence them and label any angle other than the pro-Ukrainian
one as pro-Russian, and thus on the wrong side of history.

“Ukraine’s fight for freedom in the face of its opposite,
Putin’s barbaric unfreedom, is heroic and deserves all our
support. But in rejecting free speech, free research and free
debate, it is precisely Ukraine and its President who are in
danger of moving to the wrong side, far from the ideals that
they will hopefully pursue on the other side of the war, to
emphasize that they are part of us, as we now see their



struggle as ours.” End of the editorial.

It should be noted that Jyllands-Posten led an international
campaign  for  free  speech  after  they  printed  derogatory
cartoons  of  the  prophet  Mohammed  in  2005.  Now,  they  have
something much better to defend.

pictures: Marie Krarup: screen grab
Jeppe Kofod: Michelle Rasmussen

Udenrigsminister  Jeppe  Kofod
skal  i  samråd  om  Ukraine-
listen
fredag  den  19.  august  kl.
13-14.
Tilmeldingsinformation.
Opdatering: Fra Folketingets hjemmeside:
Samrådet er åbent for alle, men tilmelding er nødvendig, også
for pressen. Der er et begrænset antal pladser, som tildeles
efter i først-til-mølle-princippet. Tilmelding skal ske senest
kl. 11.00, dagen inden samrådet bliver afholdt.

Tilmelding på e-mail
Samrådet finder sted i  vær. 2-133.

Gæster  udefra  bør  beregne  ekstra  tid  til  registrering  i
Besøgsindgangen på grund af sikkerhedstjek.

Samrådet  tv-optages  og  vil  blive  vist  direkte  her  på
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hjemmesiden. Optagelsen vil efterfølgende kunne (gen)ses her
på siden og under “TV fra Folketinget”. Desuden vises samrådet
forskudt på Folketingets tv-kanal.

For regler for fotografering og optagelse af film og lyd under

åbne samråd, se linket her.
Aug.  5,  2022  (EIRNS)–COPENHAGEN,  Aug.  5  (EIRNS)  —  Den  1.
august  anmodede  formanden  for  Folketingets  Udenrigsudvalget
Bertel  Haarder  (Venstre)  den  danske  udenrigsminister  Jeppe
Kofod om et samråd om Ukraine-listen på vejen af udvalgsmedlem
Marie Krarup (uafhængig). Ethvert folketingsmedlem har ret til
at kræve, at enhver minister mundtligt besvarer skriftlige
spørgsmål,  der  tidligere  er  stillet.  På  Folketingets
hjemmeside  annonceres  anmodningen  om  samråd  og  de  to
spørgsmål.  

 
På Folketingets hjemmeside:
 
Samrådsspm.  om  den  ukrainske  liste  over  udlændinge,  som
“fremmer” den russiske fortælling mv., til udenrigsministeren
Samrådsspørgsmål U

Vil  ministeren  forholde  sig  til  den  ukrainske  liste  over
udlændinge, som “fremmer” den russiske fortælling, herunder
bedes  ministeren  svare  på,  om  listen  efter  regeringens
opfattelse er udtryk for respekt for ytringsfrihed, demokrati
og andre værdier, som ministeren mener, Danmark bør fremme i
verden?

 
Mener ministeren, at Danmark fortsat kan begrunde sin støtte
til Ukraine med våben og penge med, at Danmark således er med
til  at  støtte  demokratiske  værdier  uden  for  Danmark?  Der
henvises til ”Ukraine offentliggør liste over udlændinge, som
fremmer ”russisk fortælling” om krigen i Ukraine, tre danskere
figurerer på listen”, bragt på www.mreast.dk den 29. juli
2022.
Af: Marie Krarup (UFG)

https://www.ft.dk/udvalg/udvalgene/URU/kalender/61912/samraad.htm


Til: udenrigsminister Jeppe Kofod ()
Dato: 01-08-2022
Status: Ikke besvaret
Emne: udenrigs- og sikkerhedspolitik

 
Link:  https://www.ft.dk/samling/20211/almdel/URU/samspm/U/inde
x.htm
 
Billede: Michelle Rasmussen
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