RADIO SCHILLER den 17. maj
2016:
De nordiske lande skal 1ikke

indrulles 1
Obamas konfrontationspolitik
imod Rusland

Med formand Tom Gillesberg

Embedsmand fra Kinas
rumprogram

bekrefter planer om en
bemandet manelanding

30. april, 2016 — Selv om kinesiske videnskabsfolk igennem
nogen tid har presset pa for en mission hvor astronauter
lander pa manen, kom den fgrste meddelelse om en sadan plan i
forbindelse med fejringen den 24. april af ’'Den Nationale
Rumdag’, fra en hgjt placeret embedsmand i rumprogrammet.
Generallgjtnant Zhang Yulin meddelte ved en konference for
fejringen af Kinas fgrste rumdag, at Kina planlagger at lande
astronauter pa manen i 2036. Zhang er viceleder af ’Kinas
Bemandede Rumprogram’, som lagde hans bemarkninger pa deres
hjemmeside den 28. april. Han er ogsa stedfortradende chef for
Den Centrale Militare Kommissions Afdeling til Udvikling af
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Udrustning.

Kina ma "forbedre sine evner og benytte de naste 15 til 20 ar
til at virkeligggre sin intention om bemandede ekspeditioner
for at udforske Manen” sagde Zhang, "og tage et afggrende
skridt for det kinesiske folk, med at forberede grundlaget for
at udnytte rummet”. Han noterede ogsa, at projektet ville, i
al almindelighed, befordre den videnskabelige og teknologiske
udvikling af landet. Zhangs kommentar fglger prasident Xi
Jinpings udtalelse pa rumdagen om, at hans "vision for Kina”
er forbundet med Kinas visioner i rummet.

Pang Zhihao, fra Kinas Akademi for Rumprogramteknologi,
beskrev de udfordringer der er for Kinas rumprogram, for at
udfgre en sadan manelanding. Fgrst skal en meget kraftig
affyringsraket, i stegrrelsesorden som en Saturn V maneraket,
designes, udvikles, tilpasses mennesker og afprgves. "For at
sende vore astronauter til manen, skal vi bruge en enorm
raket, som er i stand til at lgfte en nyttelast pa mindst 100
tons op i kredslgb omkring jorden i en lav bane”, forklarede
han. "Det er derfor, at vore videnskabsfolk er begyndt pa at
udvikle Long March 9”. Den nye lgfteraket forventes at have en
kapacitet pa 130 tons og vere i stand til at lette omkring
2030. Det bliver ngdvendigt at udvikle en ny bes®tningskapsel,
stgrre og mere velegnet end rumfartgjet Shenzhou. At skabe nye
rumdragter, velegnet til at ga pa manen er pa vej, og
teknikker til nedstigning pa maneoverfladen, en blgd landing,
og evnen til opsendelse fra maneoverfladen og til at mgde og
sammenkoble med et rumskib til hjemrejsen er alt sammen
ngdvendige forudsatninger.

Embedsmand har understreget, at Kinas igangvarende projekter
danner grundlaget for en bemandet rummission. Mgde og
sammenkoblingsmissioner i jordrumskibet med Shenzhou-kapsler
har dannet grundlaget for de mere kravende mane rumskibes
mgder, der er forudsatning for den bemandede mission. Naste
ars Chang’e-5 missioner, der vil sende maneprgver tilbage til
Jorden, vil demonstrere den hgjhastighedsreturnering til



Jorden, som den bemandede manemission vil krave. Ligeledes var
landingen af Chang’e-3 og dens ledsager manebilen Yutu pa
manen en god gvelse for landingsteknikker borte fra Jorden.

Over de naste 15-20 ar, sagde Zhang, vil alle disse
ferdigheder blive udviklet.

Hvad skal der til, for at
gennemfgre en global indsats
mod terrorisme?:
LaRouchePAC fredags-webcast
den 6. maj 2016

Et uddrag:

Ogden: I lgbet af en tidligere diskussion med Lyndon LaRouche
snakkede vi o0gsa om dagens institutionelle spgrgsmal, som
lyder: »Hr. LaRouche, var venlig at fremlagge dine
anbefalinger om, hvordan man opbygger de institutioner og
strukturer, der skal til, for at gennemfgre en global indsats
mod terrorisme, i et samarbejde mellem USA, Kina, Rusland og
Europa. Hvilken form for organisering og politik kan du
anbefale, og hvilken rolle tror du FN kan spille i en sadan
indsats?«

Steinberg: Efter vores diskussion med Hr. LaRouche og Fru
Zepp-LaRouche, som fandt sted for nogle fa timer siden, vil
jeg svare, at det fgrste der ma ggres, er at fremlagge en
precis redeggrelse for, hvor den globale terrorisme har sin
oprindelse. 0g det har den 1 London — Londonistan - og i
lande, der i stigende grad er blevet simple handlangere for
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det Britiske Imperium og dets politik. Saudi-Arabien er en
sadan handlanger. Det har landet vaeret i hundrede af ar. Men i
serdeleshed siden al-Yamamah aftalen fra 1985 har der varet en
britisk-saudisk organisation, der har ophobet store
pengesummer, gremarket til at understgtte terrororganisationer
som al-Qaeda og aflaggeren ISIS. Prgv engang at se pa
Sydamerika og Mexico, gdelagt af narko-terrorisme, og bemark
sa, hvordan London har varet centrum for den internationale
narkohandel og de terrororganisationer, der er sprunget frem
deraf. Hvis man ikke starter med at sige sandheden omkring
terrorismens natur, omkring dens oprindelsessted; hvis man
ikke vager at angribe det britiske og det saudiske monarki, sa
kan der ikke opstd et solidt grundlag for den form for
samarbejde, der er ngdvendig.

Det er klart at de fire ledende nationer, USA, Rusland, Kina
og Indien alle er konfronteret med denne Angelsaudiske
terrortrussel. 0g for sa vidt som disse nationer ikke
samarbejder omkring udformningen af en entydig handlingsplan,
der involverer nedlzggelsen af de britiske oversgiske
finanscentre, der stiller finanserne til radighed for
terrororganisationerne, er der intet grundlag for sejr. Hvis
disse lande gar sammen — for hvilke FN's sikkerhedsrad ville
udggre den perfekte platform — kan der fgres en succesfuld
krig mod den form for terrorisme, der udfolder sig globalt i
dag. 0g det er en afggrende del af den krig, der allerede er
undervejs.

0g sa er der selvfglgelig det mere langsigtede spgrgsmal
omkring, hvordan man skaber en tilstand hvor mennesker ikke
har noget incitament til at g& med i den slags
terrororganisationer. Det spgrgsmal ligger implicit i Kinas
politiske projekt kaldet »Et balte, én vej«: Udviklingen af
Asien gennem denne »Win-Win«-politik. Visse desperate
politiske ledere i Europa — sagar i Tyskland — lufter ideen om
en »Marshallplan«, der skal genopbygge Syrien og Irak. Det vil
give flygtningene en mission, sa de vil tage tilbage og hjalpe



med at opbygge deres lande med en masse opbakning udefra. 0Og
det er en del af den slags passende og holdbare
antiterrorstrategi, der skal til for at skabe en
langtidsholdbar 1lgsning. Allerede tilbage i 1970'erne
fremlagde Lyndon LaRouche en plan for at skabe fred og
udvikling i Mellemgsten. Udgangspunktet var at en gkonomisk
udvikling af regionen var den mest effektive
antiterrorstrategi. Ligeledes sagde LaRouche i kglvandet pa
Oslo-aftalen i1 1993, at man blev ngdt til med det samme at
kegre bulldozer og arbejdsmaskinerne i position og begynde at
genopbygge Gazastriben og Vestbredden og skabe et velstaende
omrade, hvor mennesker har en fremtid at leve for og se frem
til.

Men nu har vi i stedet Saudi-Arabiens tyranni. Hen over de
seneste dage har vi set, hvordan Tyrkiets prasident Erdogan
forsgger at etablere et brutalt diktatur i sit land og hvordan
han afpresser Europa med truslen om at oversvgmme Europa med
endnu en omgang af flygtninge pd flugt fra Syrien, Irak,
Libyen og Afghanistan. Sa der findes en holdbar og effektiv
politik, men kun, hvis man tager tingene fra toppen og tager
udgangspunkt 1 sandheden om, hvor terrorismen kommer fra.
Saledes og kun saledes kan vi danne den rette form for
sammenslutning af nationer, der samarbejder om et falles mal.
0g terrorismen kan overvindes, det er der ingen tvivl om, men
ikke hvis udgangspunktet for processen er et svindelnummer.

Ogden: P& den front s& vi hvordan CIA-direktgr, John Brennan,
1 TV-udsendelsen »Meet the Press« sidste sgndag (1. maj)
udtalte, at de 28 sider ikke vil blive offentliggjort af
Obama-administrationen. Det viser med al tydelighed at USA
ikke er klar til en alliance med Rusland, Kina og Indien, FN
og Europa omkring en effektiv krig mod terror, men stadig
bukker og skraber for den saudiske kongefamilie, som stod bag
11. september.

Putins afggrende intervention i Palmyra, foruden hvilken byen
stadig ville vare under ISIS' belejring, skaber en stark



kontrast og viser vejen for at overvinde terrorisme. S& maske
kan du forklare, hvad dette viser om, hvor Obama-
administrationens sande alliancer ligger.

Steinberg: Det er meget ligetil. Det Brennan sagde pa
nationalt TV i »Meet the Press« i sgndags var pracist, hvad vi
regnede med, at han ville sige. 0g alt dette var fordrsaget af
den vedholdende mobilisering for at fa offentliggjort de 28
sider, som LaRouches politiske aksionskomité (LaRouchePAC) har
veret hovedansvarlig for. Denne mobilisering har tvunget
Obama-administrationen til at bekende kulgr og sige at den pa
ingen made har tankt sig at bryde med den Angel-saudiske
alliance. Sa lange Obama er prasiden og Brennan er CIA-
direktgr vil der vare en beskyttelsesmur mod enhver form for
afslgring af det Britiske Imperiums og Saudi-Arabiens rolle 1
terrorangrebet d. 11. september. 0g naturligvis har FBI's
topledelse varet dybt involveret i at mgrklagge denne sag.
Hvis nogen troede at FBI pa en eller anden vis havde skiftet
identitet siden de mgrke dage under J. Edgar Hoover, far de
sig noget af en overraskelse. Den eneste forskel er, at
teknologierne og ressourcerne, der er tilg®ngelige i dag, er
langt mere vidtrazkkende. 0g det var davarende FBI-chef Robert
Mueller, der personligt satte en stopper for, at de 28 sider
blev offentliggjort.

0g sa udtalte pressesekretaren for det Hvide Hus, Josh
Earnest, tirsdag — han har ellers under pres fra de pargrende
til ofrene for 11. september flere gange udtalt, at en i det
mindste delvis offentligggrelse af de 28 sider ville finde
sted indenfor de naste maneder — at han bakkede fuldt op
omkring Brennans udlagning af sagen i »Meet the Pressc«
udsendelsen og at der ikke ville blive nogen offentligggrelse.
0g han 1gj sa det drev, idet han gentog Brennans lggn om, at
de 28 sider indeholder ubegrundede forelgbige ledetrade. Og
det pa trods af, at der er snesevis af saudiarabiske
embedsmend og politiske figurer, der er dybt involveret i at
samarbejde med flykaprerne fgr angrebet d. 11. september.



Sa USA befinder sig pa sin vis i sandhedens time. Hvis I, det
amerikanske folk, ikke kan gennemtvinge denne sag, hvis ikke
vi kan fa offentliggjort de 28 sider, sa er det muligvis et
tegn pa at denne nation ikke langere har den moralske
integritet, der skal til, for at overleve. Tilbage i 70'erne,
da Vietnamkrigen viste sig som et monster, der ad USA op
indefra, havde Senator Mike Gravel modet til at offentligggre
de sakaldte »Pentagon Papers« (Pentagons hemmelige
dokumentation af USA's Vietnam-politik — red.) ved at lase dem
hgjt fra talerstolen i senatet, og det andrede historien. Og
det er den slags gjeblikke vi lige nu befinder os i. Vi har
brug for at nogen udviser samme mod i dag, som Mike Gravel
gjorde dengang. For hvis mgrklagningen af den Angel-saudiske
hand bag 11. september bliver tilladt at fortsatte meget
lengere, vil denne nation have opgivet det, der retferdigger
nationens eksistens.

1. del: POLITISK ORIENTERING
den 12. maj 2016: Forvent det
uventede. Se ogsa 2. del.

Med formand Tom Gillesberg

Video:
2. del:

Lyd:
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Russisk orkesterkoncert i det
klassiske amfiteater i
Palmyra -

et magtfuldt fingerpeg om hab
for fremtiden

Den 5. maj, 2016 — Torsdag gav det russiske Mariinsky Teater
Orkester i det klassiske amfiteater i den syriske by Palmyra
en smuk koncert, betitlet, "Med en bgn for Palmyra — Musik
genopliver de klassiske mure”. Indtrykket af koncerten
oplgfter allerede millioner af mennesker verden over.
Begivenheden var dedikeret til mindet om dem, der har mistet
deres liv til terrorister.

Koncerten var i sardeleshed til minde om Dr. Khaled al-Assad
(1934-2015), den syriske ark®olog, der var kustode for
Palmyra-antikviteterne i 40 ar, og som blev offentligt
halshugget sidste august af IS, efter at have nagtet at give
dem adgang til at g@gdelagge stadig flere statuer. 0g ikke
mindst til minde om den unge russiske specialstyrke-officer,
Aleksandr Prokhorenko, der blev drazbt i midten af marts, efter
at have tilkaldt russiske luftangreb pad sin egen position, da
han var omringet af IS under slaget om Palmyra. Han er
posthumt blevet udnavnt til russisk helt, og hans legeme blev
returneret hjem i dag.

Orkestrets dirigent Valery Gergiev ledede programmet, med
hovedaktgrerne Pavel Milyukov, fegrsteviolin og Sergel
Roldugin, cello, sidstnavnte den kunstneriske direktgr i Sankt
Petersborgs Musikhus. I den officielle russiske delegation
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fandtes ogsa direktgren for Sankt Petersborgs Eremitagemuseum,
Mikhail Piotrovsky. Blandt publikum var ogsa reprasentanter
fra Kina, Zimbabwe og Serbien.

Det klassiske program omfattede Johann Sebastian Bachs
Chaconne, Sergei Prokofievs Fgrste Symfoni, og et uddrag af
den moderne russiske komponist Rodion Schedrins (enkemand
efter den bergmte russiske ballerina Maya Plisetskaya) opera,
"Ikke blot karlighed.” Da Gergiev introducerede programmets
musikstykker, papegede han, at Prokofiev skrev sin symfoni "i
hyldest til fortidens store mestre - Mozart, Haydn,
Beethoven,” hvis varker udtrykker "optimisme og hab.”

Ved abningen af begivenheden hilste den russiske prasident
Vliadimir Putin alle velkommen via live video fra Sotji. Han
talte imod terrorisme og udtrykte paskennelse af koncerten,
som han kaldte et "tegn pa taknemmelighed, erindring og hab.”
Han sagde, "Jeg ser dette som et minde om alle ofrene for
terroren, uanset tiden og stedet for forbrydelserne mod
menneskeheden, og, selvfglgelig, som et hab, ikke blot for
genopfgrelsen af Palmyra som et kulturelt aktiv for hele
menneskeheden, men for den moderne civilisation, under denne
tids skrekkelige tilstand, som er skabt af den internationale
terrorisme.

Putin takkede musikerne og stgtteaktgrerne. "Dagens aktioner
involverede stgrre ulejlighed og farer for alle, ved at
befinde sig i et land i krig, t@t pa, hvor fjendtlighederne
stadig pagar. Det har kravet stor styrke og personligt mod fra
jer alle. Mange tak.” Gregiev er en nar medarbejder til Putin,
og cellist Roldugin en god ven.

Dirigent Gergiev talte fgr musikken — pa russisk og engelsk.
Han sagde, "Vi protesterer imod barbarer, der gdelagde
vidunderlige verdenskulturelle monumenter. Vi protesterer imod
henrettelse af folk her pad denne storartede scene,” idet han
refererede til Islamisk Stats offentlige massedrab 1
amfiteatret sidste november. Gregiev er musikdirektgr for



Munchen Philharmoniske Orkester, sa vel som dirigent for
Mariinsky Teater Orkesteret.

Publikum fyldte amfiteatret. Sammen med lokale syrere, og
militert personel fra bade Syrien og Rusland, inkluderede
notabiliteterne den russiske kulturminister Vladimir Medinsky,
der har ledet indsatsen for at redde og restaurere
antikviteterne fra Palmyra. Han var rgrt til tarer over
begivenheden.

Takket vare superstark optagelse, er selve koncerten, og
billeder af den storsldede opsatning i Palmyra-ruinerne, nu
bredt internationalt tilg®ngelig. Begivenheden er dagens
hovednyhed i Rusland, og videoen breder sig hastigt verden
over. RT udsendelsen af koncerten kan findes her:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9bOhFIf4Zaw

Planlagger den amerikanske
prasident Obama

en krig mod Rusland og Kina 1
august?

Af Alexander Hartmann, redaktegr af "Neue Solidaritat".

7. maj 2016 — Vil den amerikanske prasident Obama indlade sig
pa en militer kraftprgve med Rusland og Kina endnu fgr sin
tilbagetraden? Den slutning md man drage, nar man betragter de
nyeste bestrabelser inden for amerikansk politik: Umiddelbart
efter at det var lykkedes for USA's udenrigsminister John
Kerry og Ruslands udenrigsminister Sergej Lavrov at forhandle
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sig frem til en udvidelse af vabenstilstanden i Syrien pa
grundlag af aftalen i Geneve, hvor der skulle oprettes et
serligt, stgrre kontor i Geneve med russiske og amerikanske
militerpersoner og diplomater for at overvage
vabenstilstanden, blev Kerry — gjensynligt af Obama -
foranlediget til offentligt at stille et ultimatum til den
syriske prasident Bashar Assad: Dersom Assad ikke trader
tilbage inden den 1. august, sa vil USA ”"inddrage andre
sider”. I betragtning af, at USA allerede er ved at indsztte
amerikanske soldater i Syrien uden den syriske prasidents
godkendelse, md der gjensynligt vare tale om en stagrre militar
indsats, der har det udtrykkelige formdl at fremtvinge et
regimeskift i Syrien. 0g dermed star det klart, at Rusland og
Kina, der begge modsatter sig et udefra patvungent regimeskift
1 Syrien og selv er militert til stede der, skal stilles over
for et valg om enten at lade Assad falde — eller at tage en
direkte militer konfrontation med USA med i beregningerne. Og
samtidigt fortsatter den militazre opmarch og indkredsningen
over for Rusland og Kina med at skride fremad "som en
damptromle”, sadan som BiSo’s forkvinde Helga Zepp-LaRouche
understregede det den 4. maj pa sit internetforum.

Afggrende er tiden frem til NATO-topmgdet fgrst i juli, hvor
skabelsen af NATO's faste troppetilstedevarelse i Baltikum
skal godkendes af NATO's medlemsstater.

Disse enheder skal ikke udstationeres permanent, men indsattes
i skiftende hold — ligesom i krigsomrader. UN News citerede en
ubenavnt militaer talsmand: "Vi gar fra gensidig hjalp over til
afskreakning og fra gensidig hjalp over til opstilling til
kamp.” Det samme galder ogsa for de amerikanske
troppeoverfgrsler til Filippinerne. USA's regering har
allerede anmodet kongressen om en firdobling af midlerne til
den amerikanske troppeindsats i @steuropa, og den har — bade
gennem forsvarsminister Ashton Carter sdvel som gennem general
Philip Breedlove, den hidtidige overkommandoindehaver over
USA's tropper i Europa, og dennes efterfglger general Curtis



Scaparrotti, som Carter overdrog kommandoen til den 3. maj i
Stuttgart — ogsa gjort det ganske klart, at den betragter
Rusland og Kina som sine vigtigste fjender.

Fjensynligt er prasident Obama ude pad at gennemtvinge en
"endegyldig lgsning” af syriensproblemet efter sit eget sind,
fgr han forlader embedet. Det er muligt, at dette set fra
Obamas synsvinkel blot er ét stort blufnummer, hvormed han vil
bevise over for sig selv og resten af verden, hvem der er
"herre i huset” — men hvis Obama skulle ga hen og forregne sig
her, sa kommer der til at blive en kernevabenkrig mellem
supermagterne. Det er pa hgje tid, at de fornuftige krafter i
de vestlige regeringer og parlamenter endelig tager sig sammen
til at forhindre Obama i at udfgre sadanne forrykte dumheder,
for det farlige ved ultimatummer er, at de ofte frembringer en
situation, hvor ingen af parterne langere kan trzkke sig
tilbage.

Det er klart, at selvom Rusland og Kina samtidigt strakker
handen frem mod Vesten for en fornuftig samarbejdspolitik, kan
de overhovedet ikke ggre andet end at reagere pa den vestlige
opmarch med selv at opruste og med forhgjet kampberedskab.
Saledes meddelte Rusland for eksempel, at det som reaktion pa
NATO's oprustning 1 @steuropa ville opstille tre nye
divisioner, hver pa 10.000 mand i lgbet af &aret i sine
vestlige og sydlige militazromrdder. Og det er ikke blot USA,
der arbejder febrilsk pad at modernisere sine atomvaben;
Rusland og Kina ggr ngjagtigt det samme.

Den nye Operation Barbarossa

Helga Zepp-LaRouche sammenligner NATO's opmarch i @steuropa
med "Operation Barbarossa”, Det tredje Riges troppeopmarch for
at overfalde Sovjetunionen, og begrundede denne pastand pa sit
internetforum. Efter Obamas besgg bekendtgjorde
forbundskansler Merkel, at 250 tyske soldater straks skulle
deltage 1 NATO's bataljoner 1 Baltikum. I Rusland genopvakkes
erindringerne om Den store Fadrelandskrig kraftigt her for



tiden, "og nar tyske soldater sa her bare 71 efter
afslutningen pa anden verdenskrig udstationeres lige op til
den russiske granse i forholdsvis hgjt kampberedskab, sa kan
jeg meget vel forestille mig — ja, jeg feler mig fuldstendigt
sikker pa det — at det vil fremkalde virkeligt starke fglelser
i Rusland. Hele NATO's politik er jo i grunden ikke andet end
en indkredsning af Rusland og af Kina.”

Nar man betragter den samlede strategi — lige fra sanktionerne
mod Rusland over forsggene pa at iscenesatte farverevolutioner
og til den oprustningsspiral, som Rusland og Kina er tvunget
ind i — sa begr det vare klart, at dette sker med den hensigt
at frembringe regimeskift. Det spgrgsmal forbliver ubesvaret:
"Hvorfor skal atomvabnene moderniseres? Alle amerikanske
atomvabenlagre skal moderniseres, de taktiske atomvaben B61-12
i Tyskland — det er angrebsvaben. 0g hvad skal russerne mene
om det?”

En offentlig debat savnes

Frem for alt kritiserede hun, at der hidtil ikke har fundet
nogen offentlig debat sted omkring disse ting:

"Der er ikke engang nogen i Tyskland, der vover at udtale sig
om sanktionerne — bortset fra med en tilbageholdende kritik.
Men en debat om hele den militare dimension mangler egentlig
fuldstendigt. 0g det er virkeligt en skandale. Jeg mener, at
vi virkeligt behgver en dramatisk ®ndring af vor politik, for
vi skal selv bestemme over vore egne interesser 1 Tyskland og
hele Europa. Bliver vi draget med ind i sadan en krig? .. Skal
vi virkeligt lade os drive ind i sadan en konfrontation, sa at
sige 1 ly af USA, der virkeligt satter Tysklands
eksistentielle interesser pa spil? For hvis uheldet er ude, sa
ophgrer Tyskland med at eksistere.”

Det egentlige motiv

Det virkelige motiv bag konfrontationspolitikken over for
Rusland og Kina, understregede hun, ligger i forhandlingerne



om frihandelsaftalerne TPP (med de asiatiske nationer) og TTIP
(med Europa), som USA's regering vil gennemtrumfe endnu fgr
Obamas afgang. Dette demonstreredes af et indlag fra president
Obama i Washington Post med den megetsigende overskrift:
"Amerika — og ikke Kina — fastsatter reglerne.” "Heri siger
han, at Sydasien og Sydgstasien udvikler sig med rasende fart,
og vi — USA — kan ikke tillade, at Kina fastlagger reglerne,
for det gor vi! 0Og dermed har han egentlig lukket katten ud af
sekken. For ogsa ved den fgromtalte militare oprustning og ved
konfrontationsscenarierne drejer det sig egentlig kun om én
ting. Savel ved TPP, TTIP som ved NATO's oprustning over for
Rusland og naturligvis ogsa i Det sydkinesiske Hav, i Korea, 1
hele den militzre dimension, drejer det sig kun om ét enkelt
tema — og det er at forsvare USA's enevaldige position med
alle midler.”

I Det sydkinesiske Hav drejer det sig med sikkerhed ikke om et
par klippeger, og den frie sejlads er heller ikke kranket blot
en eneste gang, det er alt sammen blot grov propaganda.
Tvaertimod g@gnsker Obama at konsolidere "USA's krav om
overherredgmme over Stillehavet og sandsynligvis ogsa snart
over Det indiske Hav, det vil sige over alle verdenshavene..
Det drejer sig om at opretholde den unipolare verden.” Men det
er sa at sige fortid nu, for den er holdt op med at eksistere.
"Asien stiger opad, Kina udvikler sig, andre asiatiske stater,
Indien, det, som fgr kaldtes for tigergkonomierne, udvikler
sig med rasende fart.” Kinas regering har reageret meget
keligt pa Obamas artikel ved at sla fast, at handelsreglerne
ikke skal fastsattes af ét land, men af alle de inddragne
nationer. 0g under et mgde i Australien, hvor det drejede sig
om den kinesiske handelsaftale, deltog 15 lande, "der
gjensynligt fandt de af Kina foreslaede betingelser for langt
mere attraktive end TPP, der egentlig kun har til formal at
holde Kina udenfor.”

Thukydid-felden

Men det afggrende punkt er dog, "at alle imperier 1 historien



er gaet under som fglge af at have forstrakt sig.. USA har
forstrakt sig her for tiden, de gkonomiske tal er katastrofale
— bade hvad angar tallene for arbejdspladserne og tallene for
den produktionsstigning, der i de sidste fem ar har veret nul
eller endnu lavere. Det vil sige, at USA's fysiske gkonomi
skrumper mere og mere ind, og banksektoren er naturligvis blot
en kaempeboble, der har det endnu varre end i 2008 og truer med
at eksplodere — ligesom i Europa.”

Hun fortsatte: ”"Med andre ord, sa er dette en politik, der
ikke er holdbar, og det ger den ogsa sa farlig.” For der er
krefter i den transatlantiske sektor, der reagerer saledes pa
denne udvikling i Asien, at de er ved at ga i den sakaldte
Thukydid-falde, som den tidligere amerikanske generalstabschef
flere gange har advaret om, nemlig konflikten mellem Athen og
Sparta 1 det klassiske Grzkenland, som Thukydid beskrev, "hvor
den ene parts opstigning fgrte til den anden sides
krigsfgrelse og dermed startede den peloponnesiske krig, der 1
sidste ende fgrte til det klassiske Grazkenlands undergang.”
Det er noget, der 1 dag i brintbombernes tidsalder, og hvor
der er tale om overgang fra afskrakning til kampberedskab og
mobilitetstilstand for tropperne, er ekstremt bekymrende. "Jeg
har sagt det sd tit: Vi behgver en offentlig debat. Hvor er
Tysklands interesser henne? Tysklands interesser er netop ikke
fremmedfjendtlighed eller "lukkede granser”, for den eneste
made Tyskland kan sikre sin eksistens pa langere sigt er ved
at indlede et nyt paradigme og deltage i det med andre stater,
frem for alt med hele Eurasien, der sa i fallesskab kan 1lgse
de problemer, der bergrer os alle: Det nare og mellemste
@stens fuldstendige gdelzggelse og den frygtelige situation i
Afrika. 0g den eneste mulighed, vi har for at slippe ud af
alle de konflikter, er den, at vi sammen med Rusland og Kina
udbygger Den nye Silkevej til en Verdenslandbro.”



RADIO SCHILLER den 9. maj
2016:

Koncerten 1 Palmyra, Syrien:
Putins seneste flankemangvre

Med formand Tom Gillesberg:

<iframe width="100%" height="450" scrolling="no"
frameborder="no"
src="https://w.soundcloud.com/player/?url=https%3A//api.soundc
loud.com/tracks/263241683&amp;auto play=false&amp;hide related
=false&amp;show comments=true&amp;show user=true&amp;show repo
sts=false&amp;visual=true”></iframe>

RADIO SCHILLER den 4. maj
2016:

NATO’s optrapning langs
Ruslands granser//
CIA-chefens udtalelser om de
28-sider om Saudi-Arabiens
rolle den 11. september 2001

Med formand Tom Gillesberg
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Om rumindustriens muligheder.
Astronaut Andreas Mogensen,
EIR-interview.

EIR-videointerview med astronaut
Andreas Mogensen efter konferencen
pa Christiansborg, om
rumindustriens muligheder, 2. maj
2016

EIR: Hvordan ser du samarbejdet med Kina, og deres ambitigse
program?

Mogensen: Vi samarbejder ogsa med Kina hos ESA; de bliver en
vigtig samarbejdspartner i fremtiden. De er sa bare ikke i dag
en del af samarbejdet bag Rumstationen. Men vi haber da pa, 1
hvert fald fra europzisk side, at fa etableret et samarbejde,
og jeg ogsa, at der er en god chance for, at vi en dag ser en
europeisk astronaut ombord pa den neste, kinesiske rumstation.
Hor mere.

Se 0gsa:
Optagelser fra konferencen pa Christiansborg den 2. maj 2016,
om rumindustriens muligheder, inkl. astronaut Andreas Mogensen
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NATO’s nye »0peration
Barbarossa«:

Hvad har det tyske forsvar
mistet 1 Litauen?

af Helga Zepp-LaRouche

30. april 2016 — Betragter man NATO's forskellige aktiviteter
over for Rusland savel som de amerikanske styrkers over for
Kina, s& far man et billede af en politik, der er lagt an pa
indkredsning og provokation, og som i sidste ende egentlig kun
kan munde ud i den store katastrofe. At lige netop den tyske
regering nu vil udstationere tyske soldater som en del af
NATO's tusinde mand store bataljon i Litauen — 71 ar efter
Hitlers tilintetgerende nederlag under hans vanvittige felttog
mod Sovjetunionen — det er en skandale.

Efter at prasident Obama allerede inden sit sidste besgg 1
Hannover havde tilkendegivet, at han ville krave et stgrre
militert engagement og stegrre gkonomiske bidrag fra Tysklands
side, havde forbundskansler Merkel intet bedre at tage sig til
end »bag lukkede dgre« at forsikre Storbritanniens, Frankrigs
og Italiens regeringschefer pd det sakaldte minitopmgde med
president Obama i Hannover, at det tyske militer nok skulle
bidrage til NATO’s fortsatte gstekspansion. Endegyldigt skal
denne mission med skiftende, kort udstationeret mandskab
vedtages pa det kommende NATO-topmgde i Warszawa i begyndelsen
af juli, hvor en hel rzkke yderligere offensive forholdsregler
ligeledes skal s®ttes i gang mod Rusland.

Pa sikkerhedskonferencen i Moskva, der lige har fundet sted,
advarede den russiske NATO-gesandt Alexander Grusjko om
konsekvenserne af NATO's konfrontationspolitik pa& dennes
gstflanke som for eksempel den sakaldte permanente
tropperotation (hvoraf de tyske tropper kun skal udggre en
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del), den fortsatte udstationering af tunge vabensystemer i
forskellige g@gsteuropaiske stater, wuafbrudte mangvrer,
vedvarende overvagning af luftrummet, og forstaerkning af
fladdeenhederne i @stersgen og Sortehavet. Under den sidste
episode i @stersgen, hvor russiske kampfly flgj hen mod
amerikanske krigsskibe, der befandt sig godt 120 km fra den
russiske enklave Kaliningrads kyst, paberdbte man sig fra
amerikansk side den sakaldte »anti access/area denial« (A2AD)
og havdede, at Rusland forhindrer den frie adgang til militeer
hjelp til De baltiske Lande — hvor det i virkeligheden drejede
sig om at stille spgrgsmal ved Ruslands ret til at forsvare
sig selv i umiddelbar nazrhed af sine egne granser.

Noget andet, der forberedes, er milit®re brigader, der skal
sammensattes af tropper fra Bulgarien, Rum@nien, Ukraine savel
som Litauen og Polen. 0gsa udbygningen af det amerikanske
raketforsvarssystem i @steuropa fortsatter uforstyrret, selv
om enhver begrundelse om, at dette forsvarssystem skal tjene
som vaern mod iranske raketter, er faldet bort med »P5+1«-
aftalen med Iran. Det er nu helt klart, at det skal tjene til
at udslette Ruslands mulighed for gengzldelsesangreb.

Det kan kun forklares som et eksempel pa kollektiv lammelse og
hukommelsestab, at sa godt som ingen i Tyskland stiller det
spgrgsmal, hvorfor Obamaadministrationen i de kommende ar vil
give en billion dollars (!) til at modernisere det samlede
amerikanske kernevabenarsenal - indbefattet de i Tyskland
udstationerede taktiske kernevaben B61-12 — for (sammen med
stealth-fly) at gegre det mere »indsatsegnet«, sadan som det
for nylig fastsloges under en hgring i1 det amerikanske senat
af fru senator Feinstein. Alt dette finder stadig sted i et
miljg, som militeranalytikere som Ted Postol eller Hans
Kristensen betegner som farligere end hgjdepunktet af den
kolde krig, altsa Kubakrisen, hvilket fik personligheder som
Mikhail Gorbatjov og den afdgde Helmut Schmidt til for ikke
serligt lang tid siden til at advare mod en tredje
verdenskrig.



Denne gang gar fru Merkels og de karrieresyge militarpersoners
imgdekommende, vasalagtige troskab for vidt. Tysklands ggede
deltagelse 1 NATO’s indkredsningsstrategi over for Rusland,
hvor NATO rykker helt frem til Ruslands granser, og ikke
omvendt — den russiske udenrigsminister Lavrov talte om et
»beskidt forsgg pa at stille sandheden pa hovedet« — , satter
selve Tysklands eksistens pa spil, idet der intet vil blive
tilbage af landet eller dets indbyggere, dersom en atomkrig
virkeligt finder sted. 0g ingen kan overbevise os om, at fru
Merkel, fru von der Leyen (den tyske forssvarsminister) og
forsvarsledelsen overhovedet intet skulle vide om dette.

Oven i NATO-operationerne mod Rusland kommer de amerikanske
stridskrafters ligeledes eskalerende provokationer over for
Kina — hvor USA slar pa »den frie sejlret i havet« i Det
sydkinesiske Hav, selv om Kina ikke en eneste gang har
forhindret denne - de hermed begrundede krenkende
overflyvninger af det kinesiske territorium, de omstridte ger
og rev, forsgget pa at udnytte krisen omkring Nordkorea til at
udstationere det mod Kina og Rusland vendte THAAD-raketsystem
i Sydkorea, og udsendelsen af yderligere 250 amerikanske
specialtropper 1 Syrien uden tilladelse fra den syriske
regering, uden mandat fra FNs sikkerhedsrad og uden den
ngdvendige bemyndigelse fra den amerikanske kongres, sadan som
den amerikanske forfatning kraver det.

Alt dette er elementer af en yderst risikabel politik. Er den
lagt an pa at lokke Rusland og Kina i en falde for at
fremprovokere reaktioner, der sa kan bruges som paskud for
stort anlagte straffeaktioner? Drejer det sig om opmarch for
et forsteangreb, der svarer til de forskellige doktriner sasom
Prompt Global Strike eller Air-Sea Battle? Tror man virkeligt
i fuldt alvor, at udgifterne til en ny oprustningsspiral i
kombination med farverevolutioner vil fremkalde regimeskift 1i
Moskva og Beijing, fordi landenes befolkninger vil rejse sig
mod Putin og Xi Jinping? Alle disse varianter er vanvittige. I
alle tilfalde risikerer man at udslette menneskeheden 1 en



verdensomspa&ndende, termonukleazr krig.

Problemet er hveken Rusland eller Kina, men den neoliberale
finanspolitik, der 1ligger til grund for en indbildt
ngdvendighed af at udvide den transatlantiske imperialistiske
politik. Fastholdelsen af denne politik er i sidste ende
grunden til, at der ikke er nogen, der taler om »arsager« til
den flygtningekrise, der er resultatet af de pa 1lggne
begrundede krige i Sydvestasien, og af den politik, der har
negtet Afrika udvikling pa grund af Den internationale
Valutafonds berygtede kreditbetingelser. Det var denne
politik, der abnede en uudholdelig afgrund mellem rig og
fattig i mange dele af verden, og som synes rede til at at
ofre alt til gavn for fa og pad manges bekostning pa
hgjrisikospekulationens alter. 0g netop denne politik er
hablgst bankerot, sadan som de lige sa afsindige debatter om
»helikopter-penge« demonstrerer.

Bare tanken om, at vi her 71 &ar efter det fuldstandige
nederlag for nationalsocialisterne, der bragte uendelige
lidelser over den russiske befolkning savel som mange andre
lande — ikke mindst vort eget — atter kan deltage i en
»0peration Barbarossa« mod Rusland, ma tilbagevises med fuldt
eftertryk, ogsd i praksis. Nar alle de for tiden planlagte
optrapninger, indbefattet Ukraines og Georgiens tilbudte
medlemskab som »associerede partnere« til NATO, hvilket
Rusland for langst har betegnet som en rgd linje — nar det
mulige NATO-medlemskab for Finland og Sverige og udsendelsen
af enheder fra det tyske forsvar til Litauen besluttes pa det
kommende NATO-topmgde, sa befinder vi os sandsynligvis pa den
direkte vej til Helvede.

Vi md benytte de to resterende maneder til at fremfgre at
alternativ, og et sadant er »Win-win«-sammenarbejdet med
Rusland og Kina, uden hvilket intet af de problemer, der truer
vor eksistens - krigsfaren, det truende finanskrak,
flygtningekrisen eller terrorismen — vil kunne lgses. 0g vi
kan ikke ggre det sande Amerika nogen stgrre tjeneste end ved



at sta fast pa dette samarbejde.

Der er en udvej: Vi md sammen med Rusland, Kina og Indien
udbygge Den nye Silkevej for at fremkalde en gkonomisk
opbygning af Sydvestasien og Afrika og for at genopbygge vor
egen produktive gkonomi; og vi md ggre det klart for Amerika,
at vi ikke er rede til at begd selvmord for at opretholde et
imperium, der for langst har forstrakt sig ved sin egen
opfgrsel. Derimod indtager George Washingtons, Alexander
Hamiltons, Abraham Lincolns, Franklin D. Roosevelts og John F.
Kennedys Amerika en &resplads inden for den samlede
menneskehed.

Ambassadgr Taksge-Jensen
svarer pa Schiller
Instituttets sporgsmal
under prasentationen pa
Kebenhavns Universitet

om sin udredning af dansk
udenrigspolitik

(Desvaerre kom videobilledet ikke frem p.g.a. en teknisk fejl,
men der er lyd.)

Ambassadgr Peter Taksge-Jensen prasenterede sin udredning af
dansk udenrigspolitik pa Kgbenhavns Universitet den 2. maj
2016. Schiller Instituttet stillede et spgrgsmal, om at i


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/05/ambassadoer-taksoee-jensen-svarer-paa-schiller-instituttets-spoergsmaal-praesentationen-paa-koebenhavns-universitet-sin-udredning-dansk-udenrigspolitik/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/05/ambassadoer-taksoee-jensen-svarer-paa-schiller-instituttets-spoergsmaal-praesentationen-paa-koebenhavns-universitet-sin-udredning-dansk-udenrigspolitik/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/05/ambassadoer-taksoee-jensen-svarer-paa-schiller-instituttets-spoergsmaal-praesentationen-paa-koebenhavns-universitet-sin-udredning-dansk-udenrigspolitik/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/05/ambassadoer-taksoee-jensen-svarer-paa-schiller-instituttets-spoergsmaal-praesentationen-paa-koebenhavns-universitet-sin-udredning-dansk-udenrigspolitik/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/05/ambassadoer-taksoee-jensen-svarer-paa-schiller-instituttets-spoergsmaal-praesentationen-paa-koebenhavns-universitet-sin-udredning-dansk-udenrigspolitik/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/05/ambassadoer-taksoee-jensen-svarer-paa-schiller-instituttets-spoergsmaal-praesentationen-paa-koebenhavns-universitet-sin-udredning-dansk-udenrigspolitik/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/05/ambassadoer-taksoee-jensen-svarer-paa-schiller-instituttets-spoergsmaal-praesentationen-paa-koebenhavns-universitet-sin-udredning-dansk-udenrigspolitik/

stedet for at betragte Rusland som vaerende pa den anden side,
at vi burde samarbejde med Rusland og Kina, om at forlange
Silkeven til Mellemgsten og Afrika, som en made at forhindre
terror, flygtninge, og en ustabil omrdde. Ambassader Taksge-
Jensen svarede saledes:

Jeg synes ikke — det er svaert at ikke vare glade for, at der
er fgrt en fast politik overfor Rusland, nar Rusland har
besluttet sig for at &andre den europaiske sikkerhedsordning.
Sa at sla ind pa et samarbejdspolitik nu, det vil ikke fgre
frem til, tror jeg, at vi vil fa et mere sikkert eller stabil
Europa end den politik vi har fgrt bade i NATO og EU, og hvor
Danmark har bakket fuldt op om det.

Men idéen om at prgve at udbrede vores samarbejde med Kina, og
prgve at bygge gkonomiske udvikling, og opbygge Silkevejen,
det synes jeg bestemt giver mening, fordi hvis vi kikker pa
hvad der har bragt flest mennesker ud af fattigdommen, sa har
det varet gkonomisk vakst, og det synes jeg da er noget vi kan
bidrage med, som en del af vores formal. Det har ogsa den
positive afledte effekt at det ogsa er [pa denne made] at vi
bekemper fattigdom.

Vi ma lazre af den klassiske
Silkevejs kultur, siger Xi
til politbureau.

D.30. april — I en tale d. 29. april til det kinesiske
kommunistpartis politbureaus studiegruppe for den antikke
Silkevejs historie sagde prasident Xi Jinping, at han habede
at Balte og Vej — initiativet ville vere til fordel for alle
lande, savel som for Kina. Prasident Xi har pabegyndt disse
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studiegrupper med henblik pa at invitere eksperter indenfor
hos politbureauet, for mere grundigt at studere spgrgsmal af
vigtighed for nationen, om hvilke der ma tages beslutninger.
Eksperten ved fredagsmgdet var professor Li Gugiang fra det
kinesiske Akademi for Sociale Videnskaber (CASS).

President Xi henvendte sig ogsa til gruppen om emnet:
“Konstruktionen af Baltet og Vejen er, under de nye gkonomiske
omstendigheder, vores flerstrengede udspil, for at skabe en
vigtig, gensidig fordelagtig, win-win platform. Vi md tilga
det fra et hgjere synsvinkel, vedtage en bredere vision for at
assimilere og tage ved lare pa basis af historisk erfaring. Vi
ma bruge kreative idéer og innovativ taenkning til at skabe en
sund basis for vort arbejde, og for at lade folk i alle
landene langs med ’'vejen’ opleve de konkrete fordele ved Vejen
og Baltet. Denne gang studerer politbureauet dette emne,
vigtigst er det at begribe den antikke Silkevejs — og den
maritime Silkevejs — historiske kultur, for at opsummere den
historiske erfaring, med henblik pa at skubbe konstruktionen
af Bazltet og Vejen fremad under nye givne rammer, og at drage
lere af denne historiske erfaring.

"Da Baltet og Vejen blev fremlagt, vakte det stor interesse 1
mange kredse, og vandt genklang verden over, og der kom
respons fra alle sider. Grunden til den starke respons var
primaert, at forslaget svarede til tidens krav. I hvert land
opvaktes gnsket om udvikling, hvilket har dybe historiske
rgdder og basis i menneskelighed. Set fra vore rammer er dette
forslag 1 overensstemmelse med kravene til vort lands
gkonomiske udvikling, men ogsa befordrende for at drive
udviklingen i vore nabolande. Baltet og Vejen fremkalder en
fornemmelse for vore nabolandes historie. Den Kklassiske
Silkevej var ikke bare en handelskorridor, men nok sd meget en
venskabskorridor. Med de venlige kontakter mellem det
kinesiske folk og vore nabofolk beveger vi os skridt for
skridt mod vilkarene for fred og samarbejde, en opblomstring
af tolerance, af at lare af hinanden, mod en gensidig gavnlig
win-win and, der karakteriserede den klassiske Silkevej.

“Vi er begyndt pa Baltet og Vejen; men at bygge Baltet og



Vejen er ikke vores opgave alene. Det kan ikke ses som blot
midlet til at opna vores egen udvikling, men vi md bruge vores
udvikling som et historisk vendepunkt, der tillader flere
lande at komme med pa vores eksprestog, og at hjazlpe dem med
at realiserer madlene for deres egen udvikling. Det ma vare til
fordel for vores land, men ogsa for andre lande. Vi md vedtage
princippet om retfardighed fgr fordel, opna retfardighed
fagrst, og fordel sidenhen, ikke vare utalmodige efter succes
og umiddelbar profit, ikke udfgre kortsigtede handlinger. Vi
ma planlagge projekterne som et hele, tage vore egne
interesser og ogsa interesserne af landene langs vejen i
betragtning, hvilke muligvis kan vere forskellige, sgge efter
flere afggrende sammenfald i falles fordele og lade vores
entusiasme affgdes i landene langs Bzltet og Vejen.”

Xi tilskyndede ogsa kinesiske firmaer til at satte pris pa
ikke kun gkonomiske afkast pa deres investeringsprojekter i
fremmede lande, men ogsa deres omdgmme som lovlydige og
ansvarlige enheder.

POLITISK ORIENTERING den 28.
april 2016

Dit valg: konfrontation eller
samarbejde med Rusland og
Kina?

Lyd:
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NYHEDSORIENTERING APRIL 2016:
Seminar - Forlang den Nye
Silkevej til Sydvestasien og
Afrika

Den 18. april 2016 afholdt Schiller
Instituttet og Executive Intelligence
Review et seminar pa Frederiksberg med
deltagelse af reprasentanter fra
ambassader, institutioner, erhvervsliv og
interesserede samfundsborgere. Seminaret
blev indledt med musik .. Derefter
fremlagde Helga Zepp-LaRouche,
grundlagger og international prasident
for Schiller Instituttet, et billede af
den uhyggelige strategiske, finansielle
og politiske krise verden befinder sig 1i,
men presenterede samtidigt det nye
paradigme, der kan give menneskeheden en
gylden falles fremtid. Hussein Askary,
Schiller Instituttets koordinator for
Sydvestasien, praesenterede derefter en
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vision for de fantastiske muligheder, der
er for at udvikle Sydvestasien og Afrika
1 forlangelse af Schiller Instituttets
Verdenslandbro og Kinas program for Den
Nye Silkevej. Sidste taler 1inden
diskussionen var Hr. Abbas Rasouli fra
Irans ambassade i Danmark, der i en tale
om Silkevejen og Iran-faktoren fortalte
om landets planer om at forbinde Europa
og Asien. Videoer og lydfiler med musik,
alle taler og dias findes pa
www.schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=12525.

Download (PDF, Unknown)

Den britiske faktor 1 11.
september og al efterfglgende
global terror

Mens verdens medier fokuserer opmarksomheden pa Saudi Arabiens
hand bag angrebene d. 11. september — og al efterfglgende
jihad-terror jorden rundt — og prasident Barack Obamas dakke
over disse forbrydelser, skal de egentlige ophavsmand til
dette massedrabs-program ikke findes i Riyadh eller det Hvide
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Hus, men 1 London. Det er aldeles passende og korrekt, at den
britiske agent, og ngglefigur i at dakke over 11. september
Barack Obama, styrer direkte fra Riyadh til London senere 1
denne uge for, endnu engang, at hylde den britiske Dronning.

Saudi-Arabien har altid varet den britiske Krones ejendonm,
tilbage til Lawrence af Arabiens tid, og den oprindelige
generation af Huset Saud og Wahhabi-gejstligheden. Faktisk
daterer britisk kontrol over de Persiske Golfemirater sig
tilbage til det britiske @stindiske Kompagnis velmagtsdage i
det attende o0g nittende arhundrede. Men dette
britiskkontrollerede partnerskab med de saudiske kongelige
blev sat pa langt mere formel og aktiv fod i 1985, da Prins
Bandar bin-Sultan, en selverklaret britisk agent, sluttede Al-
Yamamah handlen med Margaret Thatcher, og derved etablerede
olie-for-vaben tuskhandels-systemet, under hvilket hundreder
af milliarder af dollars blev afsondret til britiske offshore
finansielle fristeder — til finansiering af terrorisme, kup og
snigmord jorden over.

Det er denne del af 11. september, der indtil nu har manglet
fra den, nu pa hgje tid, offentlige opstand over
hemmeligholdelsen af de 28 sider fra den originale falles
Kongresundersggelse af 11. september. Hvor fik den saudiske
USA-ambassadgr prins "Bandar Bush” pengene fra til at
finansiere de to ledende 11. september flykaprere i San Diego?
Fra Al Yamamah kontoen i Bank of England, der gik til hans
personlige bankkonto i Riggs National Bank i Washington. Det
var hans del af Al Yamamah-rovet, minimum $2 milliarder.

Uden beskyttelse fra Londonistan ville der ikke vare et
Saudisk kongedgmme, ingen infrastruktur til jihad-terrorisme,
ingen global stof-epidemi og ingen trussel om global
udryddelseskrig.

Helt tilbage fra fegr de faktiske 11. september angreb, som
Lyndon LaRouche overvaerede pa live-TV mens han gav et
interview til den popul®re radiovart fra Utah Jack Stockwell,



advarede LaRouche om en truende Rigsdagsbrand, iscenesat under
Bush-Cheney administrationen for at drive USA hen imod en
diktaturstat. I december 2000 havde Executive Intelligence
Review formelt begaret, at det amerikanske State Department
satte Storbritannien pa listen over statssponsorer af
terrorisme. Dokumentet angav detaljeret snesevis af formelle
klager fra regeringer rundt om i verden imod Londons husly
til, og finansiering af, terrorister og voldelige
separatister.

Der var rigeligt med lejlighed til at stoppe masse-
blodsudgydelserne inklusiv 11. september ved at tage fat pa
menneskehedens virkelige fjende — det britiske Imperium.
Undladelsen af at ggre dette i den nylige fortid har bragt os
1 det graverende gjeblik af krise, hvor et desperate og
bankerot britisk Imperium er parat til at sprange verden 1
luften, hellere end at afstd dets magt. Nu er gjeblikket inde
til at sla den saudiske terrormaskine, sammen med det britiske
Imperium, der i virkeligheden kgrer showet, ud. Bryd dakket
over 11. september, og tag Obama ned sammen med anglo-
saudierne. Det er muligvis menneskehedens sidste og bedste
chance for overlevelse.

LaRouchePAC-fredagswebcast
den 22. april 2016:

Om de britiske og saudi-
arabiske forbindelser bag
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terrorangrebet den 11.
september 2001

I takt med at presset fortsat vokser pa Obama for at frigive
de 28 sider om d. 11. september, inklusiv at tidligere senator
Bob Graham i denne uge har skrevet en ledende artikel, hvori
han undsiger det "aggressive bedrag", som to pad hinanden
folgende administrationer har forgvet mod det amerikanske
folk, begynder vi i aften kl. 8 pm. (eastern time) vores
webudsendelse med en s&rlig video-erklering fra
Lyndon LaRouche personligt. Han havder en afggrende britisk
skyld 1 komplottet, hvorefter Jeffrey Steinberg indtager
podiet for i detaljer at udlegge sine eksklusive undersggelser
i1 disse britisk-saudiske forbindelser. Jeff Steinberg
diskuterer ogsa implikationerne af det nyligt frigivne 47-
siders dokument forfattet af undersggerne i 11. september
Kommissionen, i hvilken de forslog en efterforskning af den
rolle, som agenturer 1indenfor den amerikanske regering
spillede 1 at dazkke over den saudiske rolle i angrebene, men
som de blev blokeret i at foretage.

Engelsk udskrift.

As the pressure continues to increase on Obama to release the
28 pages on 9/11, including former Senator Bob Graham
authoring an editorial this week in which he denounces the
"aggressive deception" which two consecutive administrations
have perpetrated against the American people, we begin our
webcast tonight at 8 pm eastern witha special video statement
from Lyndon LaRouche personally in which he asserts the
British culpability in the plot, after which Jeffrey Steinberg
takes the podium to lay out in detail his exclusive research
into these British-Saudi connections. Jeff Steinberg also
discusses the implications of a newly released 47-page
document authored by researchers on the 9/11 Commission in
which they proposed to investigate the role that agencies


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/04/larouchepac-fredagswebcast-22-april-2016om-britiske-saudi-arabiske-forbindelser-bag-terrorangrebet-11-september-2001/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/04/larouchepac-fredagswebcast-22-april-2016om-britiske-saudi-arabiske-forbindelser-bag-terrorangrebet-11-september-2001/
https://larouchepac.com/20160421/larouche-911-british-and-saudi-coup
https://larouchepac.com/20160421/larouche-911-british-and-saudi-coup

within the US government played in covering up for the Saudi
role in the attacks, but were blocked from doing so.

'*JASTA' Act Passed in 2012, and Obama Signed It — Against Iran
TRANSCRIPT

MATTHEW OGDEN: Good evening, my name is Matthew 0Ogden, and I
would like to welcome all of you to our weekly broadcast here
from larouchepac.com. You're watching the Friday evening
webcast for April 22nd, 2016. I'm joined in the studio tonight
by Jeffrey Steinberg, from Executive Intelligence Review. And
the two of us had a meeting with both Lyndon and Helga
LaRouche, and I think that the presentation that Jeff gives
tonight will be a very significant presentation, elaborating
on some remarks that Mr. LaRouche had to say just yesterday on
the question of the story behind and beyondthe 28 pages.

Now, as those of you who are watching this broadcast tonight
probably know, we are living in a truly momentous period of
history. Over the last two weeks, since the "60 Minutes"
episode which elaborated the story of the so-called "28
pages," the redacted chapter of the 9/11 Joint Congressional
Inquiry report into 9/11, that has been classified by both the
Bush and the Obama administrations; since that broadcast,
there has been an unrelenting stream of media coverage of this
story, in almost all of the major national press in the United
States, and also internationally, in Europe and elsewhere.
There has also been a relentless attack, directly, on Obama,
by name, for his refusal to declassify these 28 pages, despite
the promises that he has given to the 9/11 families; and also
for his open and explicit opposition to the lawsuit that
families have waged against the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, as
well as the bill that they have introduced into the United
States Senate, the Justice Against State Sponsors of Terrorism
Act (JASTA), which would allow those victims to sue the state-
sponsors of the 9/11 attacks.
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Now, as you know, on the LaRouche PAC website, we have been
covering this story for years, very closely. We've been
following the efforts of Congressman Walter Jones (R-NC),
Congressman Stephen Lynch (D-MA), and Congressman Thomas
Massie (R-KY) in the House of Representatives, who have
introduced a bill, now over two years ago, House Resolution 14
(H.R.14), which was previously House Resolution 428, calling
on Obama to declassify the 28 pages; and they've worked very
closely with former Sen. Bob Graham (D-FL). Bob Graham was the
chairman of the Senate Intelligence Committee at the time of
the 9/11 attacks, and was co-chairman of the 9/11 Joint
Congressional Inquiry report.

Bob Graham has been very vocal, for years, in calling for the
28 pages to be released. I had the pleasure of interviewing
him at an event in Florida in November of 2014, and at that
time, he was very clear that if the 28 pages had not been
classified and suppressed, you would not be seeing the threat
of terrorism that we're facing today from al-Qaeda and from
ISIS, both of which have received direct funding from
individuals connected with the Saudi regime.

Bob Graham wrote a very clear and very blunt op-ed that was
published in the Florida newspaper TCPalm, which was
titled, "28 Pages: How Our Government Has Used Deceit To
Withhold Truth From the American People." This op-ed was
published on Wednesday, to be timed directly in coincidence
with President Obama's landing in Riyadh, to hold a joint
bilateral summit with King Salman of Saudi Arabia. In this op-
ed, Senator Graham is perhaps more explicit than he has ever
been. He said, "This was not just a cover-up." The suppression
of the 28 pages and other evidence linking the Saudis to 9/11
was the result of what he calls "an aggressive deception." He
says, "Your government has purposely used deceit to withhold
the truth." The reason for this deceit, he says, "is to
protect the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia from its complicity in the
murder of 2,977 Americans. On April 15, the New York
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Timesreported: 'Saudi Arabia has told the Obama administration
and members of Congress that it will sell off hundreds of
billions of dollars' worth of American assets held by the
kingdom if Congress passes a bill that would allow the Saudi
government to be held responsible for any role in the Sept.
11, 2001, attacks.'" That is obviously a blackmail threat
against the United States, and that's what they said publicly;
one can only wonder what the Saudis were threatening behind
closed doors.

What Senator Graham goes on to say in this op-ed is: "If that
is not sufficient to get your blood boiling, read on: [the New
York Timeswrites] 'The Obama administration has lobbied
Congress to block the bill's passage.'"

Now, Senator Graham elaborates that there have been multiple
forms of what he calls this "aggressive deceit"; not only the
suppression of the 28 pages. He said the 28 pages would
disclose the sources of funding for the attack on 9/11; this
has been under review for declassification for three years,
which was three times the amount of time that it took to
research, author and publish, the original Congressional
Inquiry report which was 838 pages long! He said, secondly,
"The 28 pages are the most iconic, but not the only, evidence
to be withheld from the report of the congressional inquiry.
The report is pocked by hundreds of specific redactions."

And then he says, thirdly, "Investigations at locales where
the hijackers lived and plotted prior to the attacks also have
been classified. One of those involves Mohamed Atta, the
leader of the hijackers, and two of his henchmen who are
alleged to have collaborated with a prominent Saudi family who
lived in Sarasota for six years before abruptly departing for
Saudi Arabia two weeks before 9/11."

Senator Graham says, "The FBI publicly described its Sarasota
investigation as complete, and said it found no connection
between the hijackers and the family. Later, responding to a



Freedom of Information Ulawsuit, the FBI released an
investigative report that said the family had 'many
connections' to individuals tied to the terrorist attacks. The
FBI for two years has aggressively resisted releasing that
report," Graham says. [emphasis added] And this is part of a
much bigger story, that goes beyond just the 28 pages per se.

Now, Senator Graham concludes that op-ed by saying there are
three reasons why the 28 pages must be released: One 1is
justice for the families; two is national security, and he
said: The fact that Saudis, and their "blatant attempts to
avoid liability as co-conspirators in the crime of 9/11, and
the U.S. government's acquiescence by refusing to release
information (and opposition to reforming laws that would hold
collaborators in murder to account) has been a clear signal to
the Kingdom that it is immune from U.S. sanctions. With that
impunity," Senator Graham says, "it continues to finance
terrorists and fund mosques and schools used to indoctrinate
the next generation of terrorists in intolerance and jihad."

And then finally, he said, this is an issue of democracy. "The
American government is founded on the consent of the governed.
To give that consent, the people must know what the government
is doing in its name. Distrust in government is reflected in
the speeches of today's presidential candidates" he said. "The
public's sometimes angry response 1is fueled by a sense of
betrayal and deceit."

Now, Mr. LaRouche was asked a question from our institutional
source this week, this is our regular institutional question,
and it's very brief, but it's obviously directly on this
subject-matter. The question reads as follows: "“Mr. LaRouche,
there has been an overwhelming enthusiasm to release the 28
pages lately. What is your advice to the Obama administration,
in regards to the 28 pages?"

Now, we produced a short video which includes the audio of Mr.
LaRouche's remarks on this subject. We're going to play that



video for you now; it's about five minutes in length, and then
immediately after that video, I'm going to ask Jeff Steinberg
to come to the podium to elaborate some of the points that Mr.
LaRouche asserts in this statement.

LYNDON LAROUCHE: [via audio file] I was watching those two
planes which were carrying the victims, and carried them to
death. I was an eyewitness to the press. We knew that they
were being carried, as victims, inside the planes, in the two
planes in succession, and obviously the passengers all died.

But that operation, on that occasion, which I witnessed from
beginning to end in my first contact with it, defines the
actual issue which has to be addressed.

Now of course, I also knew what the background was. The way
this thing was set into motion was with the Bush family. Now,
the Bush family was actually a key part, of setting this thing
into motion; they may not have intended to do that, because
they're too stupid to know what they're doing. See, the Bush
family was involved in its own little warfare operation, so
there was a spillover from the Bush administration as such,
into this particular operation. The whole operation was
twofold: One, was British-Saudi operation. Now the person who
was directing the thing from inside the United States, had
been trained by the British system. Bandar was a key figure
operating inside the United States. Bandar was directly
overseeing the launching of this operation.

And what they were doing, was they were shipping petroleum as
a real money-making operation, just with the oil trade, by the
British, shared with the Saudis; and this thing was done for
harmful purposes in many ways, and was a key part of control
of what the United States was doing in petroleum; because the
thing was a fraud — a fraud committed by Her Majesty. Her
Majesty was guilty: period. Queen Elizabeth was the author of
this operation. She was the only person who was qualified to
authorize this operation.



The attack on Manhattan was done under the cover of
the British system. And the Saudis were a subordinate aspect
of the British system as a whole. Her Majesty was the author,
of this monster. And the Saudis were simply stooges. The
Saudis have been stooges from the beginning of the 20th
century. That's the essential story. Everything has to be
focused on that: The fact that is was thedeliberate mass
murder of American citizens. And not only that, but adirect
attack on the United States!

The key thing is that the British and the Saudis are the same
thing, since that time. And all these facts are really known,
on the record. The Saudis are guilty and the British are
guilty, because the Saudis and the British are part of
the same agency. What the Saudis do, what the British do,
won't be the same thing. The fact is that the Saudi Kingdom is
not a real government — it's an empire; it's an imperial
institution. It has no formal responsibility to anything
except the Kingdom of the Saudis, and the British!
They are the same thing!

OGDEN: Now, as you can see displayed on the screen, we have a
short advertisement for a much longer feature documentary that
was published, actually several years back by LaRouche PAC
Television, which was called "Beyond the 28 Pages: 9/11 Ten
Years Later,".

Jeffrey Steinberg was interviewed as part of that production,
and obviously has been very intimately familiar with many of
the facts that are presented in that documentary and which
were alluded to by Mr. LaRouche in the statement that you just
heard. So I'm going to invite Jeff Steinberg to come to the
podium to elaborate this, in a little bit more detail.

JEFFREY STEINBERG: Thank you, Matt. Well I think it's
important to recognize that the fundamental point that Mr.
LaRouche just made in answering the institutional question for
this week, 1is that the story of 9/11 is incomplete if we
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simply stop with the now obvious, transparently evident role
that high-ranking figures within the Saudi royal family and
within the Saudi government played in the 9/11 attacks. Both
before the attacks, as the attacks were happening, and in the
cover-up that followed. What's crucial to understand is that
the Saudis do nothing without full support and approval coming
from the highest levels of the British monarchy; all the way
up to the Queen herself, and to the Royal Consort, Prince
Philip. The fact of the matter is that, going back centuries,
back to the time of the heyday of the British East India
Company, the entire Persian Gulf region was a British colony,
a British Protectorate. For centuries, every one of the so-
called nations — really tribal collections — along the Persian
Gulf, whether it was Bahrain, or the UAE, or Qatar, or Oman,
or Saudi Arabia, or Kuwait; all of those countries existed in
name only. All of them had treaty agreements where their
foreign and defense policy was run out of London. It was a
vital feature for the functioning of the British East India
Company to have a way station en route to India and on to
China. So, at the beginning of the 20th Century, when people
like Lawrence of Arabia forged the establishment of the House
of Saud as a marriage between a tribal family and the Wahabi
fundamentalist clergy of that area; it's always been a British
game, it's always been tightly under the thumb of the
British. And that carries through even more so in the present
modern period.

Mr. LaRouche mentioned Prince Bandar bin Sultan, who for years
was the Saudi ambassador here in the United States; before
that, he was the Saudi military attaché in Washington. And he
was widely referred to as "Prince Bandar Bush", because of his
close relationship with the Bush family — starting with father
George HW Bush, and continuing even more so under George W
Bush — was notoriously close. But above all else, Prince
Bandar was a British agent. He was trained at British military
schools; his official, authorized biography was written by one
of his school chums from British military school. And in 1985,



Bandar negotiated what came to be a critical feature of the
Anglo-Saudi arrangement — the Al-Yamamah deal; this was
ostensibly a barter arrangement in which the Saudis paid in
oil for British military equipment — fighter planes, radar
systems, training, supplies, all of that.

And in carefully investigating that program, what we
discovered was that the amount of oil that the Saudis
delivered to the British in payment for about $40 billion of
military hardware, was orders of magnitude greater. The oil
for the Saudis was cheap; it was under $5 a barrel to pull it
out of the ground and load it onto a supertanker. But once
British Petroleum and Royal Dutch Shell took control over that
oil, they sold it on the spot market at phenomenal mark-ups.
From 1985 until the scandal first broke in 2007, more than
$100 billion in excess funds were accrued after paying for the
British military equipment and after generous bribes to many
British and Saudi officials. Hundreds of billions of dollars
were sequestered in offshore bank accounts; and those funds
represented the biggest slush fund in the world for carrying
out destabilizations of governments, terrorist activities, and
assassinations. Prince Bandar, not being the brightest guy on
the planet, openly boasted about this special relationship,
and said that while Al-Yamamah was a traditional barter
arrangement — oil for weapons — it was in fact something much
more. It was a reflection of the marriage of the British and
Saudi monarchies; and the fact that these monarchies could
operate outside of any parliamentary or Congressional
scrutiny; and could carry out black operations anywhere in the
world that they chose to do it.

Now, officially, Prince Bandar received a $2 billion
commission for arranging the Al-Yamamah deal; and those funds
have been traced. They went from accounts of the Bank of
England, accounts from the British Ministry of Defense that
oversaw the Al-Yamamah arrangement; and they went from there
into the bank accounts in Riggs National Bank in Washington



DC, the private accounts of Prince Bandar bin Sultan. Among
the documentation contained in the 28 pages that Presidents
Bush and Obama have kept from the American people, 1is
evidence, paper trails of funds that were sent directly from
Bandar's and his wife's personal bank account into the hands
of two Saudi intelligence agents who were the handlers of the
original two 9/11 hijackers who arrived in the United States
at the beginning of the year 2000.

So, the British hand in 9/11 is unmistakable. If those 28
pages were to be opened up, it would not only confirm that the
British and the Saudi royal families were together engaged 1in
setting up and financing the 9/11 attacks; but would open up
an array of other questions about follow-on terrorist
operations that have occurred on a global scale. All told,
hundreds of billions of dollars laundered offshore —probably
in places like Panama, as well as the Cayman Islands, the
Isles of Jersey off the coast of England — have gone into
countless operations like the 9/11 attacks themselves.

So, while many people are quite clear on why it is that
President George W Bush would order the suppression of the 28
pages, because of his notorious close relationship with Prince
Bandar and the Saudis; many people scratch their heads and
say, "Well, why would President Obama — particularly after he
promised the families that he would declassify the 28 pages;
why would President Obama continue with the cover-up?" It's
not for Obama a matter of the Saudis; for Obama it goes to the
next higher level in this whole story, which is namely, the
British. Obama, from the beginning of his political career,
has been sponsored by the British. It's not surprising that
this week President Obama made a trip to Saudi Arabia; he was
there Wednesday and Thursday. He met with King Salman of Saudi
Arabia; and on Thursday, he met with all of the leaders of the
Gulf Cooperation Council countries. From there, he has now
flown on to London, where he will be holding a private
audience with the Queen. Obama has been a slavish loyalist of



the British Empire, of the British monarchy, since the moment
he came into office as President. So, Obama's hand in the
cover-up, the shameless continuing cover-up of what happened
on 9/11, is all about protecting the British side of this
story. Were those 28 pages to be opened up, the minute that
one began looking at the role of Prince Bandar, it would
become absolutely obvious that there is a major British side
to this story.

Now of course, when you talk about the British monarchy, if
you roll the clock back just a few years before the September
11, 2001 attacks; remember that there was an intensive
investigation over a number of years into the fact that the
British monarchy was unquestionably behind the murder of
Princess Diana. It was a revenge killing because she
represented forces that were completely disqgusted with the way
that the House of Windsor, Queen Elizabeth, Prince Philip,
Prince Charles operated. So, you have a British monarchy that
has blood on its hands going back a very long time; and most
recently with the top-down ordered assassination of Princess
Diana. It should come as no surprise that that same British
apparatus is up to its eyeballs on global terrorism.

Now in point of fact, in late 2000, Executive Intelligence
Review filed a formal request with the US State Department
that they consider placing Great Britain on the list of state
sponsors of terrorism. People may remember at that time, there
was a wave of terrorism going on around the globe. In 1997,
you had the Egyptian Islamic Jihad group carry out an attack
against a group of Japanese tourists at Luxor; and the
Egyptian government at that time, provided detailed evidence
that the terror plot had been organized, financed, and
controlled by Egyptian terrorist networks that were living in
Britain under the protection of the British monarchy.

Several years later, the Russian government filed a series of
formal diplomatic demarches because they had evidence that the
British government was facilitating the recruitment of Chechen



terrorists who would be allowed to travel to Afghanistan from
Britain to be trained by al-Qaeda and then safely routed into
Chechnya to become part of the separatist terrorist networks
that were fighting against the Russian government. There was
detailed evidence that was included in that EIR profile; and
unfortunately needless to say, the State Department sat on it,
did nothing; and so, we had 2001. And we had many subsequent
terrorist events that followed from that.

So, the bottom line here, is that now that there is intensive
momentum demanding the declassification of those 28 pages,
what is really required is a complete, de novo, top-down
investigation into the 9/11 actions; and into all of the
subsequent terrorist actions that have followed and have been
the work of the same Anglo-Saudi apparatus. Once those 28
pages are made public, once the American people — led by the
families of those 2,997 people killed by 9/11 — have the
chance to thoroughly read through and digest the content of
those pages; then the whole can of worms, the whole British-
Saudi empire structure has to be brought down. Has to be
subject to the kind of rigorous criminal prosecution that is
warranted; and that means as well, that both President Bush
and President Obama have to be brought to criminal task for
their role in both facilitating and covering this up.

As Mr. LaRouche said in his brief comments to colleagues
yesterday, that you just saw in that 5-minute video, he was on
the scene; he was giving a live interview to Utah radio
broadcaster Jack Stockwell. He had the TV on in his study; and
he saw in real-time, the planes crashing into the two World
Trade Center towers. He was one of the few people — perhaps
the only person outside of those who committed the crime — on
Earth who understood the full strategic implications of it the
moment that the attack occurred. LaRouche had warned at the
beginning of 2001, once he saw the character of the
Bush/Cheney administration, that this was the kind of regime
that would look for the first opportunity to carry out a



Reichstag fire in order to go for dictatorship. And he
understood that it was the Anglo-Saudi apparatus that
represented the capability for carrying out just such a
heinous crime with those particular intentions. He made very
clear in that real-time interview with Jack Stockwell, that
the entire blame was going to immediately be placed on al-
Qaeda; but he said to the extent that al-Qaeda had anything to
do with it, it's a bit part. It's a minor element of something
much bigger that goes much higher; and goes up to the British-
Saudi apparatus that we've been discussing here.

So, members of Congress who have read those 28 pages — and by
now, there's well over 100 members who have done that; they've
all come away with the same conclusion. That these documents
must be made public; and furthermore, that they completely
alter how you understand the history of the last several
decades. So, take that as just a glimmer of an indication of
what the implications are. Regardless of what's contained in
the 28 pages per se, it's the implications of the findings in
those 28 pages; and the can of worms that's opened up that
leads all the way up to the British monarchy. And you realize
that the fight to get these 28 pages released to the public is
a fight for the very survival of mankind going forward from
this day. The British Empire today is bankrupt; they're
desperate. They're not just desperate to cover up the 28 pages
and the whole 9/11 story and the Al-Yamamah story; they're
desperate because they're on the edge of losing their power.
And they will, if the opportunity presents itself, create the
conditions using these kinds of capabilities, to start a world
war. So, the stakes are enormous; and the answer is very
straightforward. Release the 28 pages; and on the basis of
that, re-open from the top down a complete and thorough
investigation. Starting with the British and Saudi monarchies
and working down from there. We owe it to the families that
suffered through 9/11; we owe it to the American people; and
we owe it to mankind.



OGDEN: Thank you very much, Jeff. One thing I would just
mention in relation with some of what Jeff just went through
in detail, is that some of these connections are not unknown
to people who are familiar with this investigation. In fact,
Senator Bob Graham himself, while denied from including this
in his nonfiction book, Intelligence Matters; in his fiction
book — which he said himself he had to publish, because it was
the only way he could get the truth in written form. In his
fiction book, his novel Keys to the Kingdom, Senator Bob
Graham includes a lot of references to exactly the kinds of
things that Jeff just went through. The role of BAE; the Al-
Yamamah deal; the offshore tax havens; the Cayman Islands; the
fact that Tony Blair intervened to shut down the investigation
into the connection between the British BAE Systems and the
Saudis. So, in fact, these are the lines of inquiry that
anybody who is serious — and the people who are familiar with
this case — wish would be pursued; because they know exactly
how big this can of worms really is.

Now, the 28 pages may not have been declassified yet; however,
one very important document that was declassified recently -—
and has only now begun to receive media attention, starting
with an exclusive report and analysis by Brian McGlinchey, who
is the editor of the very important website 28pages.org. This
is a document which was a 47-page draft document which was
written by two researchers who were working on the 9/11
Commission; this was the independent blue-ribbon panel their
own extensive report into 9/11. But these two researchers, who
are named Dana Lesemann and Michael Jacobson, had both been
formerly employed by the Congressional Joint Inquiry
Committee. And in this 47-page document, they lay out what was
going to be their own working plans for their follow-up
research on the spcific lines of research which they had been
engaged 1in during their role in the Congressional
investigation. One of the items which they cite in this
document — and Jeff will elaborate this more — is the fact
that an alleged al-Qaeda operative, a person named Ghassan al-
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Sharbi who had trained for flight lessons in Arizona prior to
9/11, and who was captured in Pakistan subsequently; was
discovered to have buried a cache of documents near to his
person at the location where he was hiding, which included al-
Sharbi's US pilot certificate which was inside of an envelope
from the Saudi embassy in Washington DC.

Senator Bob Graham, who was not informed of this fact during
the time that this investigation was going on, but later
learned about it after this declassification; said 1in
response, "That's very interesting. That's a very intriguing
and close connection to the Saudi embassy." The second item
which 1is of extraordinary interest in this 47-page research
document, are the two questions which these two researchers
intended to pursue. The first question was: How aggressively
has the US government investigated possible ties between the
Saudi government and/or royal family and the September 11
attacks? And number two: To what extent have the US
government's efforts to investigate possible between the Saudi
government and/or royal family and the September 11 attacks
been affected by political, economic, or other considerations?

Now, what's very telling is that when Dana Lesemann attempted
to go back and access the 28 pages which she herself was
instrumental in researching and writing, first she was denied
and blocked access to them; and then when she circumvented
those denials, she was fired. She was dismissed from the 9/11
Commission investigation. So, I think that just demonstrates
in a very illustrative way just one example of what Bob Graham
described as the "aggressive deception” that has been
undertaken in this case; that's what he said in the op-ed
which I cited at the beginning of this broadcast tonight. He
said, "Your government has purposely used deceit to withhold
the truth." And that is not the only case.

One thing I would like to Jeff to just elaborate a little bit
more on, 1is the entire story of the Sarasota cell, and the
very significant work that investigative journalist Dan



Christianson has done of theFlorida Bulldog, in tracking down
80,000 pages of FBI documents that linked Mohammed Atta and
other members of the Sarasota cell to people connected with
the Saudi royal family and the Saudi government. Documents
which the FBI withheld from Bob Graham at the time of the
Congressional investigation; did not tell him existed. They
impeded that investigation and stonewalled on, until an FOIA
lawsuit forced them to at least hand them over to a judge. And
the review of those documents still has not been completed.

So, I would like to ask Jeff to come to the podium and
elaborate a little bit more on the further implications of
this "aggressive deception" — not just a cover-up — that has
been committed by the US government in this regard.

STEINBERG: The 28 pages are a critical piece of this story,
because that was the final product; it was the work product
after a year of investigation by the Joint Congressional
Inquiry. And that 28-page chapter that took up the question of
foreign support and funding for the 9/11 hijackers,
represented the most solid and corroborated evidence that the
investigators were able to compile in the face of massive
obstruction. It's not just simply that President Bush, when he
reviewed the final 800-page report of the Joint Congressional
Inquiry, simply ordered the suppression of the 28-page
chapter. Every step along the way, during both the period of
the investigation by the Joint Congressional Commission and
the later 9/11 Commission, was impeded top down from the White
House; and particularly from the highest levels of the FBI.
This is not mere speculation. In the recent period — just over
the course of the last year — many of the documents that were
work-products of the Joint Committee and the 9/11 Commission
which were classified, have now been reviewed and
declassified.

For those of you who don't know some of the inner workings of
Washington, there is a board which is located at the National
Archive, called the Interagency Security Clearance Appeals



Panel — referred to as ISCAP. And they are the final
authority; they're kind of a Supreme Court with respect to
guestions about what documents should be declassified. And
they've been in the process of reviewing and declassifying
some of the important staff documents of the two investigative
bodies. Last July, they declassified about 29 documents that
were work-products from the 9/11 Commission; and one 1in
particular written by Dana Lesemann and Jacobson, is very
revealing. It was a work-product document; it was classified
for the last decades as being "Secret", but what they laid out
was their plans for pursuing the investigation over the period
of the next several months. What's very clear is that they had
many, many more leads on many more officials of the Saudi
government — in southern California, in Washington, in Saudi
Arabia — who were deeply implicated with the 9/11 hijackers.
One section of Document 17, this 47-page paper that was
declassified last July, is headlined "A Brief Overview of
Possible Saudi Government Connections to the September 11
Attacks"; and it goes through the names of 18 Saudi officials
who were in southern California, in Washington, and back in
Saudi Arabia, who had direct contact and facilitated the
efforts of the hijackers.

Now, the FBI was a continuous obstacle from the top down.
During the "60 Minutes" broadcast several weeks ago,
Commission Member John Lehman said that the order to block the
publication of the 28 pages came directly from Robert Muller,
who was the director of the FBI at the time. Now, it happens,
and again 1it's repeated throughout this 47-page working
document from the 9/11 Commission staff, that the two 9/11
hijackers, al-Hazmi and al-Midhar, who were living in the San
Diego area; for the better part of a year were living in the
home of a man who was an FBI informant, who was being paid
$3000 a month by the FBI to keep tabs on possible radicals
inside the Muslim community — particularly the Saudi-Muslim
community in the southern California area. The staff from the
9/11 Commission and earlier the staff from the Joint



Congressional Inquiry, repeatedly asked to interview the
informant; they were blocked at every turn. The informant was
put in the Federal Witness Protection Program under a change
of identity; the FBI Special Agents who were the handlers of
this informant, were also blocked from being interviewed by
the Committee. So, in other words, one branch of the Executive
Branch of the Federal government was working overtime to
prevent the investigation from going forward.

Now, going all the way back to the days of J Edgar Hoover, it
was notorious that the FBI was completely in bed with the
British. During World War II, it was an open collaboration
between the FBI and the British Special Operations Executive,
with their headquarters at Rockefeller Center in New York
City. But this relationship continued. Wall Street 1is an
important intermediary between the FBI and the British. And
so, the FBI role in the cover-up, both in San Diego and in
other parts of the country, 1is absolutely stunning; and is
something that in and of itself must be thoroughly
investigated and exposed.

In the case of Sarasota, the FBI conducted an exhaustive
investigation into a wealthy Saudi family that were intimately
tied through business with the Saudi royals, who were 1in
regular contact with Mohammed Atta and two other of the 9/11
hijackers. They lived in a gated community in the Sarasota,
Florida area. Mohammed Atta and the others would frequently
visit that home; and two weeks before the 9/11 attacks, that
family on very short notice, picked up and left the country.
First flew back to London; and from London back on to Saudi
Arabia. The FBI compiled 86,000 pages of documentation
following up those leads; because the connections between this
leading Saudi family and the 9/11 hijackers was unmistakable.
Those documents were withheld from the Joint Congressional
Inquiry, despite the fact that the FBI was subpoenaed all over
the country to turn over any records relevant to the
investigation into 9/11.



So, you've got — as Senator Graham said — "willful deception”
at the highest levels of government. Now, we know about San
Diego; we know about Sarasota. We know also that Herndon and
Falls Church, Virginia was another sort of center of activity
of some of the hijackers and some of the leading Saudi clerics
who were part of the overall structure of support for those
9/11 terrorists. Paterson, New Jersey was another center of
this. Senator Graham has said at press conferences on Capitol
Hill, that we've barely scratched the surface; because the
government — to protect the British and protect the Saudis -
have put up a wall of deception. They've blocked lines of
inquiry; they've concealed documents; they've committed fraud
and perjury. All because the power of the British and the
power of the British/Saudi alliance is so dominant over
politics in Washington that the FBI, in effect, is sworn to
defend that relationship; even if it means that the American
people are denied justice.

So, once again in conclusion, there is much more to this story
than merely the events of September 11, 2001; as horrific and
as dramatic as they were. The 9/11 Families deserve nothing
less than the full and complete truth; no matter where it
leads. But the problem runs much deeper. If we don't purge
this Anglo-Saudi problem, if we don't get to some of the
questions that were posed by the 9/11 Commission staffers;
such as "Did the FBI intentionally withhold from the Joint
Inquiry, information about the informant's relationship with
the hijackers; and subsequently attempt to obstruct the Joint
Inquiry's investigation of the matter? If the FBI did withhold
information and obstruct the Joint Inquiry's investigation,
were the FBI's actions indicative of a larger pattern of an
FBI non-compliance with Congressional oversight; and what
should be done about it?"

So, this is a can of worms that must be opened; and must be
systematically investigated. Because our very future may
depend on getting to the bottom of this.



OGDEN: And we are truly seeing a very momentous shift around
this while Obama is in Riyadh and then flying directly to
London. This has become the subject of almost all of the media
coverage in the United States. And it's an extraordinary
opportunity to pull this thread to unravel this empire.
However, this is just yet one of many threads that can and
must be pulled. There are other threads: What came out two
years ago in the Senator Levin report on HSBC. This has a
major aspect of it; and of course, this 1is becoming relevant
again in the Panama Papers. And Helga LaRouche thought it was
very significant that Jacques Attali, a prominent French
economist, wrote an article this week saying, don't call them
the Panama Papers; call them the London Papers. Because what
this is really all about is the entire system of British
offshore tax havens and Crown Protectorates that create the
safe haven for this dark underworld of narco-terrorism, drug
money laundering, and terrorism financing. And you can be
guaranteed that if you follow the money, some of those threads
lead directly back to these offshore tax havens.

So, as we're seeing right now, a lot of the work that has been
done over years if not decades by the LaRouche Movement,
by Executive Intelligence Review, by associates of Jeff
Steinberg. And by Mr. LaRouche going back to his book, Dope,
Inc. and also the very important film that he put out at the
end of the 1990s, "Storm Over Asia", which described exactly
how these irregular warfare operations are run to destabilize
countries. And then the appearance he had on the Jack
Stockwell show on the day that September 11 was occurring;
that is featured in this "9/11 Ten Years Later" feature
documentary that we showed little excerpts from, during the
statement that you heard from Mr. LaRouche earlier this
evening.

So, if you have a chance and you haven't watched it, or you
haven't watched it lately; we would encourage you to go back
and view that documentary. It's available



on larouchepac.com/28pages; it's also available on our youTube
channel. And I think you can be ready for much, much more that
will be coming from LaRouche PAC TV on this subject and the
broader implications of it. So, please stay tuned to
larouchepac.com; please subscribe to our YouTube channel if
you haven't already. Please explore all the content that we
have published on this subject in the past; and please share
it as widely as you can with your friends and your associates.

So, I'd like to thank Jeff Steinberg for joining us here this
evening; and I would like to thank you for watching our
broadcast. Please stay tuned to larouchepac.com. Thank you and
good night.
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April 18, 2016
THE SILK ROAD AND THE IRAN FACTOR

ABBAS RASOULI: In 2013 China proposed to build an “economic
belt

along the Silk Road,” a trans-Eurasian project spanning from
the

Pacific Ocean to the Central Asian countries all the way to
Europe.

The New Silk Road already have momentum. In early 2015 China
announced $62 billion of its foreign exchange reserves will be
made available to the three state-owned policy banks that will
finance the expansion of the new Silk Road.

Beyond Central Asia the economic belt along the Silk Road

can also provide the vehicle for China’'s expansion of its
trade

relations with both the Middle East and Europe. And here is
when

the Iran link comes into the equation.

In February 2016 a freight train from Yiwu in China’s

eastern Zhejiang province arrived in Tehran. The China-Iran
“Silk

Road train” is a part of the overland component of China’s One
Belt, One Road (OBOR) initiative.

The train used the existing rail links from China through
Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan before entering Iran. It took the
train just 14 days to cover the roughly 10,399 km long journey
to

Tehran whereas ferrying cargo via the sea from Shanghai, which
lies 300 km north of Yiwu, to the Iranian port of Bandar Abbas
takes 45 days in comparison.

It is expected that construction of new high-speed rail

links through Central Asia will enable trains carrying goods
to

run further on to European markets. Besides facilitating
Sino-Iran trade, these railway lines will contribute to Iran’s



emergence as an important Eurasian trade hub. Iran will thus
be

integrated more into the economies of East and Central Asia as
well as Europe.

Bilateral trade between Iran and China grew from $4 billion

in 2003 to $53 billion in 2013. In January 2016, during the
visit

of Chinese President Xi Jinping to Iran, the two sides agreed
to

increase trade to $600 billion over the coming decade. So the
operation of this railway link will prove an important factor
in

the development of trade between Iran and the countries along
this economic belt.

The important thing about the Iran corridor is that existing
road and rail links between China, Central Asia and Iran only
needs to be modernized whereas some parts or all of the other
corridors have to be constructed from scratch, each with their
own security and geographical challenges.

The Yiwu-Tehran railway is just one of the many projects

that enhance regional connectivity, bringing together China,
Central Asia, the Persian Gulf and West Asia.

India, has also been eyeing overland access via Iran to

Central Asian and European markets too. In this connection the
North-South Transport Corridor (NSTC), a multi-modal trade
transport network that includes sea and rail transport from
India

via Iranian ports on the Persian Gulf to as far as the Baltic
Sea

via Russia, was initiated by Russia, India and Iran in
September

2000 to establish transportation networks among the member
states

and to enhance connectivity with the land-locked region of
Central Asia. Among the few routes in this corridor the
Mumbai-Chahbahar or Bandar Abbas (Persian Gulf)-Anzali-Astara
(Iran Caspian Sea)-Astara (Azerbaijan)-Baku-Russia-Kazakhstan



is

receiving much attention. With the completion of this route
Iran

will emerge as another important transit hub in the Asia-
Europe

trade giving India overland access to Europe as well.

Of the 1500 km Bandar Abbas-Bandar-Anzali railway link only

50 km remains to be completed, but the 164 km Anzali-Astara
link

is still at negotiation stage. A working group made up of
India,

Iran, Azerbaijan and Russia has been formed to look into
raising

finance to construct the Anzali-Astara (Iran)-Astara
(Azerbaijan)

railway connection. All parties appreciate the urgency of
moving

this project forward and as recently as last week, Russia,
Azerbaijan and Iran agreed to speed up the project.

The North-South corridor, when completed, is expected to
significantly reduce the time of cargo transport from India to
Central Asia and Russia. At present, it takes about 40 days to
ship goods from Mumbai in India to Moscow. The new route will
be

able to cut this time to 14 days.

The primary objective of the NSTC project is to reduce costs
in terms of time and money over the traditional route
currently

being used between Russia, Central Asia, Iran and India. With
improved transport connectivity their respective bilateral
trade

volumes are most likely to increase tremendously. According to
various studies the route, once fully operational, will be at
least 30% cheaper and 40% shorter than the current traditional
route.

Though every country is important in any transport chain,

Iran, neighbor with 15 countries, is not only a hub for



distribution to the neighboring countries of about 400 million
but has the added advantage of being a strong economy between
giants at each end of these corridors namely China, India,
Russia

and Europe.

Some of the economic advantages of Iran are:

* The 18th largest economy in the world by purchasing power
parity (ppp);

* A diversified economy with a broad industrial base;

* Resource-rich economy;

* Labor-rich economy;

* Young and educated population;

* Large domestic market;

* An increasingly sophisticated infrastructure and human
capital base providing the foundation for an emerging
knowledge-based economy.

* A market of 80 million with easy access to another market

of 400 million.

In a global world where international trade is taking on
greater significance, transport costs and delivery time are
two

of the most important factors in the choice of the mode and
route

of transporting goods.

The completion and modernization of the North-South and
East-West Transport corridors will cut transport costs and
delivery time thereby enhancing trade between East Asia, South
Asia, Central Asia, Middle East and Europe.
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We Need a New Paradigm for Humanity

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, thank you very much for this

kind introduction.

Dear Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen: I would like to

start my presentation with showing you a point of view which
may

be unusual to discuss the strategic situation, but I think it
is

quite adequate.

This is a time-lapse video where you can actually have a view
from space. This is the kind of view normally only astronauts,
cosmonauts, taikonauts have. They all come back from their
space

travel with the idea that there is only one humanity, and that
our planet, which is very beautiful and blue; however, it is
very

small in a very large solar system and an even larger galaxy,
not

to mention the billion galaxies out there in our universe.

With that view comes, naturally, the question of the future.
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Where should mankind be in 100 years from now, in a 1000
years,

in 10,000 years? Well, you have to exercise your power of
imagination. In 10,000 years, we probably are well beyond
having

colonized the Moon, we have completed very successful Mars
missions, we will have a much, much better understanding about
our solar system, our galaxy, and we will have gotten a much
deeper understanding about the principle of our universe.

Just think, that it took 100 years before modern science

could confirm that Einstein's conception about gravitational
waves was correct. Ten thousand years of the past human
history

has brought tremendous progress. But just think that this
growth

can go on, exponentially. And since there is no limit to the
creativity and perfectibility of the human species, in 10,000
years we can have a wonderful world.

So, let's look from that view, into the future, to the

present, to have the right perspective.

Yesterday, the {New York Times}, in the Sunday edition, had

an article saying "The Race Escalates for the Latest Class of
Nuclear Arms," portraying in detail that the United States,
and

Russia, and China are developing new generations of smaller
and

less destructive nuclear weapons, which would make them more
useable. They quote in the article James Clapper, the Director
of

the National Intelligence of the United States, that the world
has now entered a new Cold War spiral, where, basically,
totally

different laws and rules govern, than it used to be the case
with

Mutual Assured Destruction.

The previous NATO doctrine of Mutual Assured Destruction
proceeded from the assumption that the destructive power of



nuclear weapons is so horrible, because it will lead to the
annihilation of the human race, that nobody in their right
mind

would ever use it. And therefore, it was a deterrence that
these

weapons would never be used.

This is now no longer valid. What they are now discussing,
openly, on the front page of the {New York Times}, is that
what

we, for a very long time, only we and a few of military
experts,

have said, namely, that these modernized tactical nuclear
weapons, like the B12-61, in combination with stealth bombers,
with hypersonic missiles, can actually lead to the winning of
a

nuclear war.

Ted Postol and Hans Kristensen, very respected military
analysts, have detailed at great lengths, why the idea of a
limited nuclear war 1is completely ludicrous, and it is the
nature

of the difference between thermonuclear weapons and
conventional

weapons, that once you enter a nuclear exchange, that it is
the

logic of such a war that all weapons will be used, and that
will

be the end of mankind. We are closer to that possibility than
most people dare to even consider, because if they would, they
would not remain so passive as they are now.

This is why I want to make emphatically the point—and this

is the purpose of conducting meetings like this seminar and
many

other conferences we are engaged in-that we have reached a
point

in human history where geopolitics must be superseded with a
completely new paradigm. And that is why I started with the
view



from space. We need a new paradigm, basically saying goodbye
to

the very idea of geopolitics, which has caused two world wars
in

the 20th century. That new paradigm must be completely
different

than that which is governing the world today.

We have, right now, rising tensions in the South China Sea.
Policymakers and the neighboring countries are extremely
worried

about what will happen in the period between now and the trial
in

The Hague. You have the largest maneuver around North and
South

Korea right now, where people in the region are extremely
worried

that the slightest provocation could lead to an exchange of
nuclear weapons.

You have the NATO expansion up to the Russian border.

Countries like Poland and Lithuania are asking to have these
modernized nuclear weapons located on their territory, even
that

makes them prime targets.

The United States is continuing to build the anti-ballistic
missile system which, supposedly, was against Iranian
missiles,

but after the P5+1 agreement has been reached, it is obvious
this

was always a pretext and the aim was always to take out the
second strike capability of Russia.

Then you have the entire region of Southwest Asia, still

being a terrible destruction and consequence of failed wars.
North Africa is exploding. You have new incidents between NATO
and Russia, all of a sudden in the Baltic Sea, which was, up
to

now, a calm region where there are no conflicts, or, there
have



been no conflicts.

In the Middle East briefing, discussing President Obama's

trip to Riyadh on the 21st of this month, they say that this
trip

will open up a new page of NATO in the relationship to the
Middle

East, that what Obama will try to establish 1is a new
relationship

between NATO and the Gulf Cooperation Council countries.

So, we have a situation where the {New York Times}, also
yesterday, and I'm quoting these papers to say that these are
not

some opinions of us, but this is now the public discussion,
that

what is really at stake in the South China Sea is not so much
the

fight around some uninhabited reefs and cliffs, or some tiny
islands, but it is the American effort to halt China's rise.
And

not only China's rise, but that of Asia. China, Asia arising;
the

trans-Atlantic region is in decline.

Just now, we are heading towards a new financial crisis, and
all signs are, that we are going into the same kind of crash
like

2008. Already since the beginning of this year, $50 billion
corporate defaults were taking place, which is on the same
level

like what happened in 2009.

What the United States is trying to assert under this
conditions, where the trans-Atlantic world is in decline or
marching towards collapse, to insist that nevertheless a
unipolar

world must be maintained. The problem is, that unipolar world,
effectively, no longer exists. But still, what carries
American

policy to the present day, is the Project for the New American



Century, the so-called Wolfowitz Doctrine, which 1is a neocon
idea

which says that no country and no group of countries should
ever

be allowed to challenge the power position of the United
States.

In the age of thermonuclear weapons, the insistence to
maintain a

non-tenable world order could very quickly lead to the
annihilation of civilization.

It is a fact: China has made an economic miracle in the last
30 years which 1is absolutely breathtaking. And it 1is
continuing,

despite all the media rumors about China's economic collapse.
India has by now the largest growth rate in the world; it's
above

7%. Many other Asian countries have explicitly formulated the
goal for themselves to be developed countries in a few years.
The

Chinese economy right now is rebounding. They just announced
that

in the next five years China is going to import $10 trillion
worth of imports. They will invest $600 billion worth of
investments abroad. Every day 10,000 new firms are being
created

in China.

So, if you look at the development, especially since
President Xi Jinping announced 1in September, 2013 in
Kazakhstan,

that the New Silk Road, the One Belt One Road, is put on the
agenda. In the Two and a half years since that time, more than
sixty nations have joined with China in this development. They
have created the New Silk Road, the Maritime Silk Road; these
nations have created a whole set of alternative
economic-financial institutions, such as the AIIB, which,
despite

massive pressure from the United States not to do so,



immediately

was joined by sixty founding members. The New Development Bank
also started just now its functioning. The New Silk Road Fund,
the Maritime Silk Road Fund, the Shanghai Cooperation Bank,
and

many more. All of these were created because the IMF and the
World Bank had not invested in the urgently required
infrastructure.

These banks are now engaged in very, very impressive, large
projects. For example: China invested $46 billion in the
China-Pakistan corridor. When President Xi Jinping recently
went

to Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and Iran, consequently Iran,
fool-heartedly, declared that they are now part of the One
Belt

One Road, New Silk Road development. Greece is now talking
about

that after China is investing in the Port of Piraeus, that
Greece

will be the bridge between China and Europe. The 16+1, that is
the East and Central European countries, just declared that
they

absolutely want to participate in China helping to build a
fast

train system in these countries. Those projects which the EU
has

not bid, China is now building. Part of it is, for example,
the

Elbe-0der-Danube Canal, which will connect the waterways of
these

countries. When President Xi recently was in the Czech
Republic,

President Zeman announced that the "Golden City" of Prague
will

be the gateway between the Silk Road and Europe. Also, Austria
and Switzerland are now fully on board and see the benefits of
their country's joining with the New Silk Road.



When President Xi Jinping at the APEC meeting in October

2014 offered to President Obama to cooperate in all of these
projects in a "win-win" perspective, he not only proposed
economic cooperation, but he put on the agenda a completely
new

model of international relations exactly designed to overcome
geopolitics. The new model is supposed to be based on the
respect

for sovereignty, non-interference into the internal affairs of
the other country, respect for the different social system the
other country chooses to adopt. It would really be, in a
certain

sense, a fulfillment of the principles which are laid out in
the

UN Charter anyway.

How was the Western response? Very, very ambiguous. The
United States in spite of this, never really responded to
President Xi's offer. They keep insisting on an unipolar
world.

For example, in the TPP, like in the TTIP for Europe, it 1is
said

very, very clearly, the U.S. sets the rules of trade for Asia
and

not China. Recently, the American Defense Secretary Ash
Carter,

and also NATO commander General Breedlove, declared the
enemies

#1 of the United States are, first, Russia, second, China,
third,

Iran, fourth North Korea, and only fifth terrorism.

Now that is in spite of the fact that many other statesmen,
such as United States Secretary of State John Kerry and
Foreign

Minister Steinmeier, and many others, have recently also
stated,

that all crucial problems of the world cannot be solved
without



the cooperation of Russia, and China. For example, the P5+1
agreement with Iran, would never have come into being without
a

constructive role of {both} Russia and China . Without Putin's
very intelligent intervention in the military situation in
Syria,

this situation could not have come to the potential of a
political solution.

Also, apart from the military pressure, there is massive
pressure on the new institutions such as the AIIB and the New
Development Bank, to {not} be outside of the casino economy
but

to follow the "international standards."

Now, in these times of the Panama Papers, of the various

LIBOR scandals, of the money laundering of many of these
banks,

it is a sort of laughable thing, what should be these
“international standards" of the Western financial system.

Now, let's be realistic. At the IMF/ World Bank meeting

which just concluded in Washington over the weekend, behind
the

scenes there was complete panic, but nobody dared to speak
about

it openly, behind the scenes people were talking, what former
IMF boss Strauss-Kahn has said repeatedly, publicly, that we
are

heading towards the "perfect political storm." That if one of
the too-big-to-fail banks collapses, it will lead to a crisis
much, much worse than 2008.

At the recent Davos Economic Forum, the former chief

economist of the BIS William White said that the world system
is

so utterly overindebted, that there are two roads only
possible:

Either you have an orderly writeoff of the debt, like in the
religious Jubilee, so that you just say "these debts are not
payable," and you write them off, or it will come to a



disorderly

collapse.

Now, the situation is all the more urgent, because unlike

2008 when everyone was talking about the "tools" of the
central

bank, like interest rate reduction, rescue packages, bailouts,
all of these tools don't function any more. As a matter of
fact,

when the competition for more zero interest rate, or even
negative interest rate, when into high gear in the last month,
when, for example, the Bank of Japan or the central bank of
Norway, or the ECB declared a zero interest rate policy, or
even

a negative interest rate policy, it boomeranged! It had the

opposite effect: Rather than leading to more investment, in
the

real economy, it led to a deflationary escalation of the
collapse.

When Mario Draghi, the chief of the ECB, recently announced,
"yeah, yeah, we have a discussion about helicopter money."
And

Ben Bernanke echoed it and said, "yes, now we need helicopter
money," meaning electronic printing of {endless} amounts of
worthless money, virtual money, they de facto announced that
the

trans-Atlantic financial system is absolutely in the last
phase.

Because after helicopter money comes only evaporation.

But this is only the most obvious of the crises. Another

one, which is in a different domain, but equally systemic is
the

refugee crisis in Europe. Now, I supported Chancellor Merkel
when she initially said, we can manage that, we can give
refuge

to these people, and for the first time, I was saying "this
woman is doing the right thing." I know there was a lot of
international criticism, but she acted on the basis of the



Geneva

Convention on refugees, but it was the right thing to do. But
the reactions from the other European countries, revealed an
underlying, basic flaw of the EU, a flaw which was not caused
by

the refugees, but it was revealed by the first serious
challenge,

that in the EU, as it has been conceptualized in the
Maastricht

Treaty going up to the Lisbon Treaty, there is no unity, there
is

no solidarity; and with the collapse of the Schengen agreement
which allows free travel within the internal borders of the
EU,

the closing of the so-called Balkan routes, to prevent
refugees

from coming, the basis for the European common currency 1is
also

gone, because without the Schengen agreement, the possibility
to

have the euro last is extremely dubious.

Now, with the recent response by the EU to basically have a
deal with Turkey, I mean, this is beyond the bankruptcy of the
whole EU policy if you can top it. At a point when the
Russian

UN Ambassador Vitaly Churkin, presented the UN Security
Council

with evidence that the Turkish government, is continuing up to
the present day to supply ISIS with weapons and other
logistical

means, to then say, we pay Turkey EU6 billion, for what? To
have

them receive refugees; and Amnesty International has already
said, there 1is no guarantee that these people will be
protected,

but rather that Turkey is sending them back to the war zones,
like Syria, Afghanistan, and elsewhere.



So, if you look at the pictures of Idomeni, where the
Macedonian police are using tear gas against refugees who are
absolutely desperate; if you look at the fact that Greece is
now,

rather than having refugee camps which would somehow process
these unfortunate human beings, they have, on pressure of the
EU,

been turned into detention centers. Pope Francis was just in
Lesvos, together with the Greek Patriarch Bartholomew, and
this

Patriarch said, the present EU policy on the refugee crisis,
is

the completely bankruptcy of Europe. The Doctors Without
Borders

left their job in Greece, because they said they cannot be
accomplices to the murderous policy of detention, where the
police decide who is a patient and not doctors. Instead of
protecting the people running away from wars and persecution,
they are now being treated as criminals.

Immediately, days after this disgusting EU-Turkey deal, it
turned out that it's a complete failure, the so-called
"European

values," human rights, humanism, well-they're all in the
trashcan, because now the refugees, obviously still fleeing
for

their lives, go to Libya trying to get into small boats to
Italy.

And just yesterday the news came that another 400 people
drowned

in the Mediterranean. And this will keep going on. And it
will

haunt the people who are refusing to change their ways.

Now, there is a new element in the situation which may cause
sudden surprises, and that is a program which was presented by
CBS, a week ago Sunday, in the so-called "60 Minutes" program
portraying the coverup, of the U.S. governments from Bush to
Obama, of the famous 28 pages omitted in the publication of



the

official Joint Congressional Inquiry into 9/11 by the U.S.
Congress; and as many people have said, and was said in this
program, this pertains to the role of Saudi Arabia in 9/11.
Yesterday, {all} the U.S. talk shows, and all the U.S. media,
pointed their finger to the coverup of the Bush administration
and even to the present day of the present government, that
there

is a coverup of criminal activity.

Now, the Saudi Arabian government reacted very unnerved, and
this was again reported in the {New York Times}, that they
would

sell off $750 billion in U.S. Treasuries, if the U.S. would
allow

a bill that would allow Saudi Arabia to be held responsible in
court, for their role in 9/11. Now, that's not exactly a sign
of

sovereignty, but of despair. There are several U.S. Senators,
among them Mrs. Gillibrand from New York, who demand that this
whole question of the Saudi Arabian role in 9/11 must be on
the

agenda when President Obama goes to Riyadh this week. Which
in

any case, may not happen, but it will not be the end of the
story

because the genie is now out of the bottle.

OK: How do we respond to these many, many crises? Well,

there 1is a solution to all of these problems. The trans-
Atlantic

should just do exactly what Franklin D. Roosevelt did in 1933,
in

reaction to the world financial crisis at the time.
Implement

the full banking separation — Glass-Steagall — and the whole
offshore nightmare which is being revealed in the Panama
Papers,

and remember, that this firm Mossack Fonseca is only the



fourth

largest of such firms, and 11 million documents still need to
be

read through, and processed. But we have to go back to the
kind

of international credit system, as it existed in the Bretton
Woods system, before Nixon ended the fixed exchange rate in
1971,

opening the gate for floating exchange rates and especially
the

creation of offshore money markets for the unlimited creation
of

money and other illegal operations as it now is coming out.
Then we need a writeoff of the absolutely unpayable state

debt, which has accumulated and ballooned after the bailouts
of

2008 and afterwards. And we have to basically get rid of the
toxic paper of the whole derivatives markets, because they are
the burden which 1is eating up the chance for the investment in
the real economy.

Then, we need a Marshall Plan Silk Road; and the only reason
I'm +talking about a Marshall Plan, despite the fact that
China

is {emphatic} that they do not want a Cold War connotation to
the

New Silk Road, it gives people in the United States and Europe
a

memory, that it is very possible to rebuild war-torn
economies,

as it happened in Europe after the Second World War.

Now, with the ceasefire which was negotiated between Foreign
Ministers Kerry and Lavrov, you have now a still-fragile, but
you

have the potential for a peace development in Syria, and soon
other countries in the region. But it is extremely urgent,
that

the peace dividend of this ceasefire is becoming visible for



the

people of the region, immediately. That is, there has to be a
reconstruction and economic buildup, not only of the territory
and the destroyed cities, but the entire region, has to be
looked

at as one: From Afghanistan to the Mediterranean, from the
North

Caucasus to the Persian Gulf. Because you cannot build
infrastructure by building a bridge in one country. You have
to

have a complete plan for the transformation of this region,
which

mainly consists of desert.

Now, the idea is to have a comprehensive plan, greening the
deserts, building infrastructure, creating new, fresh water
from

desalination of ocean water, of tapping into the water of the
atmosphere through ionization, and various other means. And
then

build infrastructure corridors, new cities, and give hope to,
especially, the young people of the region, so they have a
reason

not to join the jihad, but to become doctors, to become
engineers, to care for their family and their future.

Now this is not just a program any more, because when
President Xi Jinping visited Iran about two months ago, he put
the Silk Road development on the agenda for this region. So,
all

you need to do, is extend the Silk Road, and the first train
has

already arrived in Tehran; you have to continue to build that
road, from Iran, to Iraq, to Syria all the way to Egypt.
Other

routes should go from Afghanistan, to Pakistan, to India. From
Central Asia to Turkey to Europe, and this obviously can only
work because the problem is so big, that all the neighbors of
the



region, Russia, China, India, Iran, Egypt, but also the
countries

which are now torn apart by the refugee crisis such as
Germany,

Italy, Greece, France, and all other European countries must
all

commit themselves to work on such a Silk Road Marshall Plan
for

the reconstruction and economic buildup of the Middle
East/Southwest Asia, {and} all of Africa, because the economic
situation is equally dire in that continent.

The United States must be convinced that it is in their best
interest to cooperate in such a development, and stop thinking
in

terms of geopolitics. Now, the United States should only be
encouraged to cooperate in the development of these regions,
but

the United States needs {urgently} a New Silk Road itself.
Because if you look at the condition, not only of the
financial

sector in the United States, but especially the physical
economy;

if you look at the social effects of the economic collapse,
like

the rising suicide rates, in all age brackets of the {white}
population, and especially rural women in the age between 20
and

40, the suicide rate is quadrupling and even beyond. This 1is
a

sign of a collapsing society.

Now, China has built as of last year, 20,000 km of fast

train systems. Excellent, top-level technology fast-train
systems; it wants to have 50,000 km by I think the year 2025.
How many miles of fast train as the U.S. built? I don't any.
But if the United States would join the New Silk Road and
participate 1in the economic reconstruction, as Franklin D.
Roosevelt did it with the Tennessee Valley Authority plan,



with

the Reconstruction Finance Corp. in the '30s, the United
States

could very, very quickly be a prosperous country, and could
again

be regarded by the whole world as "a beacon of liberty and a
temple of freedom," which was the idea of America when it was
founded.

So, the whole fate of the whole world will depend if we all
succeed to get the United States to go back to its proud
tradition of a republic, and stop thinking like an empire,
because that cannot be maintained in any case; because all
empires in the whole history of mankind always disintegrated
when

they became overstretched and collapsed. There is not one
exception to this idea.

Now, therefore, let's go back to the idea from the

beginning: Let's approach all problems in the present from
the

idea, where is the future of mankind? Where should mankind
be?

Do we exist, or will we destroy ourselves. And that requires
a

change in paradigm, which must be as fundamental and thorough,
like the paradigm shift from the European Middle Ages to the
modern times. And what caused that shift was such great
figures

as Nikolaus of Cusa, but also Brunelleschi, Jeanne d'Arc, and
many others; but what they introduced was a rejection of the
old

paradigm—scholasticism, Aristotelianism, all the wrong ideas
which 1led to the destruction of the 14th century, and they
replaced with a completely {new} image of man, man as an
{imago

viva Dei}, which was a synonym for the unlimited creative
potential and perfectability of the human being. It led to a
new



image of man which created a blossoming of science, of modern
science, of the modern sovereign nation-state; it made
possible

the emergence of Classical arts.

And that is what we have to do today: We have to stop
thinking in terms of geopolitics, and we have to focus on the
common aims of mankind. Now, what are these "common aims of
mankind"? It is, first of all scientific cooperation to
eradicate hunger, poverty, to develop more and more cures for
diseases, to increase the longevity of all people. We have to
study much more fundamentally, what is the principle of life?
Why does life exist? How does it function? What, really, is
the

deeper lawfulness of our universe? And that must define the
identity of human beings, which is unique to the human
species.

And I have an idea of the future, which will be full of joy.
Because we will discover new principles in science and in
classical art, and we will create a new Renaissance. As the
Italian Renaissance superseded the Dark Age of the 14th
century,

what we have to do today, is we have to revive the best
traditions of all great nations and cultures of the world; and
make them known to the other one. Have a dialogue of the most
advanced periods of Chinese, of European, Indian, African,
other

cultures, and revive—and that is being done in China,
already—the great Confucian tradition, which is in absolute
correspondence with the best neo-Platonic humanist ideas of
Europe. We must revive the great Vedic tradition in India,
the

Gupta period; the Indian Renaissance of the late 19th to the
20th

century. We must revive the Abbasid Dynasty of the Arab
world;

the Italian Renaissance; the Andalusian Spanish Renaissance,
the



Ecole Polytechnique in France, the great German Classical
period.

The great Italian method of singing in Verdi tuning and the
bel

canto method. And if all of these riches of all the different
countries become the common good of all children of this
planet,

and everyone can learn universal history, other cultures as if
it

would be their own, I can already see how humanity can make a
jump, and how we can create the most beautiful Renaissance of
human history so far.

I think everybody who is thinking about these questions, has

a deep understanding, that we are at the most important
crossroad

in human history. And it is not yet clear which way we will
go,

but it is clear to me, that we will {only} come out of this
crisis if we mobilize the subjective emotional quality, which
in

the Chinese is called {ren}; and the European equivalent, you
would call {agapé}, love. And we will only solve this problem
if

we are able to mobilize a tender, maybe even {passionate}
love,

for the human species. [applause]
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Hussein Askary Speech in Copenhagen to the Schiller Institute-
EIR

Seminar “Extend the World Land-Bridge to Southwest Asia and
Africa,” April 18, 2016

{Hussein Askary had fair number of graphics and charts, which
he
used to illustrate his presentation.}

TOM GILLESBERG: The next speaker is somebody very unique

and unusual, Hussein Askary originally comes from Iraq and
had

to get out under very nasty circumstances, as many others.
But

that became a blessing at least for our organization, because
Hussein, through Norway, ended up to become part of the
international LaRouche organization in 1994, and has since
then

been contributing quite fantastically to our international
work.

And he is one of the authors of the original {New Silk Road
Becomes the World Land-Bridge} report; but then also made a
decision, that this cannot simply stay in the English
language,

or Chinese. This also has to be in the Arabic language. So
Hussein took it upon himself to translate this into the Arabic
language and then also of course, write some extra parts to



it,

which is necessary for the present circumstances in Southwest
Asia to have.

This report just came out. It was release on March 17, in
Cairo, 1in a meeting presided over by the Egyptian
Transportation

Minister who then introduced Hussein, and the hope of course
is

that this will become something read and studied and acted on
in

the whole Arabic world, as well as the rest of the world. So
Hussein?

HUSSEIN ASKARY: You have heard Helga today, giving a very
stern and sobering warning about the state of affairs in the
world, the dangers are very real to the world today. What I am
going to do, and please don’t misunderstand me, I'm not going
to

give you a picture of how rosy and nice things are, either in
Southwest Asia, the so-called Middle East, or in Africa, but,
as

they say in sports, you have to keep your eye on the ball.
What

Helga just said, is that there is a new paradigm in the world,
which can lead to a completely different, and new world order.
And it’s that paradigm, within which myself, the Schiller
Institute, and the people we are talking to, we want to direct
their attention to that new paradigm.

I'm thankful to Leena Malkki for her beautiful singing, and,
especially, the {Aida} aria. It was actually performed at the
opening of the Suez Canal, the second Suez Canal, last year.
The idea of great projects, the idea of great challenges,

like Hela was explaining, this idea of being in space, looking
at

the world from space, and, also, the idea of major projects,
like

the Suez Canal, like the Three Gorges Dam in China, the New



Silk

Road, the effect they have on people, is that they challenge
their imagination, and challenge their creativity, because
they

represent major difficulties, major technical problems,
intellectual problems, that have to be solved, before you
achieve

these major projects. And that transforms the idea of people.
It

also gives people an idea of a creative constructive identity,
and the position of man in the world, on this Earth, and also
in

the universe. That is why we try to work on these concepts of
the

New Silk Road, the extension of the New Silk Road, to
{inspire}

people to think outside of the box, outside of the box of
geopolitics, which Helga was trying to explain. We have to get
out of geopolitics. We have to act {human} again. But that has
practical implications. There are practical problems, and
other

issues, and even scientific issues we have to resolve.

So, for those who are not familiar, this is the extension of
the New Silk Road. The New Silk Road has existed as the new
strategic policy of China since 1996, but we want to expand
this

into a global collaboration, a blueprint, as Tom said, a
concept

for peace and cooperation among nations. We have to connect
the

Economic Belt of the Silk Road (the one with the yellow),
which

is already being built. As Helga said, the first train arrived
from China to Tehran last month. There are projects going on
in

Siberia. So there are trains going from Asia to Europe. There
is



no problem with that. We need to extend it into the Southwest
Asia region, the so-called Middle East (I can explain later
why I

say Southwest Asia, and not the Middle East), and into Africa,
and of course, into the Americas.

So, you can see that the red lines are where we have the
biggest deficits, the biggest deficits in infrastructure, both
transportation infrastructure, but also in other needs,
deficits

in water, and deficits in electricity.

What is different in the Arabic part, which I rewrote

certain parts of it, like the Southwest Asia part, we also
added

the Arabian Peninsula, also, to the idea of the connection to
the

New Silk Road. This is no longer simply a Silk Road; this is
the

World Land-Bridge, which can unite all the continents of the
world.

In 1996, I had the great fortune to work with Helga
Zepp-LaRouche and the team of {EIR} to make the first major
study

of the New Silk Road, and it was that one which was adopted by
the Chinese government as the strategic policy of China. It
was

also a thick report like this.

This work is being done, mostly in East Asia, Central Asia,
Iran, Turkey, Russia, all these nations are involved, but what
is

lacking is the connection to the rest. So it has been 20 years
since that idea emerged, but there was no response from the
countries in the Arab world, for example, or in Africa.

Now, the idea with all these lines is not only about trade.

We want to warn people, that we are not talking about moving
goods from China to Europe. That’'s not our concept. That’s a
byproduct. What we mean by the New Silk Road, the World
Land-Bridge, that we need to create development corridors: a



development corridor where you bring power, water, and
technology

to areas that are landlocked, that are far from industrial
zones,

and, explore the resources, human and natural resources of
that

region, to develop new centers of economic activity. Like
landlocked nations, like in Central Asia, or the Great Lakes
region in Africa. That’'s the concept. It’s not about trade,
although trade is an important aspect of this.

In 2002, Mr. Lyndon LaRouche, the American economist and
political leader, the husband of Mrs. LaRouche, was in Abu
Dhabi,

in a conference about oil, and the role of o0il in world
politics,

and the future of oil. And there were many ministers of oil
actually from the Arab countries — the gentleman to the right
is

the energy minister of the United Arab Emirates — and Mr.
LaRouche shocked everybody, and said that the Arab countries,
or

the Gulf countries, have to gradually stop exporting raw oil,
and

actually use raw oil and gas as an industrial product, for
petrochemicals, plastics, where every barrel of oil will give
many times its value, rather than burning it as energy. He
said

that you should use your position in the world, as a
crossroads

of continents. You have to utilize that position as a
crossroads

for world trade, but also, the connection between Africa, Asia
and Europe.

So I added these to the Arabic version, because I think that
this is a very unique area in the world, not only that its
strategic location is very unique, no other part of the world
has



that; you also have two-thirds of the world’s energy
resources,

so-called, oil and gas in that region, but also, most
importantly, you have about 450 million people. Most of them
are

young people. And actually, many of them have a good
education.

You also have nations with a very ancient history and culture,
and a very historical identity, like Egypt, Ethiopia, Iran,
and

so on, and they also have an idea of themselves as becoming
key

players in the world, but we hope that they will become key
players in the world in the economic, scientific and cultural
sense.

The problem is that all these advantages have been turned

into disadvantages. So this region has become a center for
global

politics, for global geopolitics, and that is why we see the
conditions we have in the whole Middle East region becoming
like

this.

OQur idea is, now we have this new situation with the Russian
intervention, the prospect, the possibility of having a
peaceful

political solution in Syria, the prospect of uniting many
powers

to fight ISIS and al-Qaeda, and so on, both in Iraq and Syria,
and also in Libya. But this should be followed, as Helga said,
we

need a Marshall Plan, we need an economic development plan, to
establish peace on a true basis.

The reason I joined the Schiller Institute in 1994, was that

I was in Oslo, and I was working as a translator, and there
was a

Palestinian children’s delegation coming with Yasser Arafat;
and



I was going around with them, and, at that time, you had the
Oslo

peace agreement. A week later, I saw a sign that the Schiller
Institute was having a meeting in Oslo. They had a very
interesting title. They said in the meeting that if you don’t
start with the economic development of the Palestinian people,
the people in Jordan, Syria, Israel, and so on, if you don’t
base

the peace process on a solid economic basis, this whole thing
will fail. And the peace process is, of course, dead now, both
because of that, but also because of geopolitics which has
prevented reaching a true peace.

So, therefore, to establish true peace, we need an economic
and scientific program. Helga referred to president Xi
Jinping’s

visit to the region in January this year. I consider this as
an

historic turning point, actually, because at that point, in
late

January, Saudi Arabia and Iran were at the point where there
was

a big risk of a direct war between Iran and Saudi Arabia,
because

of the beheading of a Shi’a clergy in Saudi Arabia, which led
to

demonstrations, the burning of the Saudi Embassy in Tehran,
and

so on. So the Chinese intervention came at a very crucial
point,

where they said, “Look, all these religious conflicts and
problems you have with each other, can lead the whole world
into

a disaster. Why don’t we work on our method? We offer you to

join
the New Silk Road. We offer economic development, and
technology,

and even financing, so we can connect all of your countries



which

are in conflict with each other together into this global
process.” And this is very, very important. And nations in the
region have to really grasp that opportunity now, and, instead
of

discussing the fate of President Assad, they should discuss
what

kinds of economic projects they should work together on.

One of the issues that I didn’t mention, is that, for

example, even as Helga said, Saudi Arabia and Turkey, they can
join this, if they stop this other policy, because we also
have

one of the largest concentrations of financial power in the
Gulf

countries; the so-called sovereign funds of the Gulf
Cooperation

Council countries 1s about $2 trillion. This can be
transformed

into credit.

In the report, I propose the establishment of the Arab
Infrastructure Investment Bank. A bank which will be financed
by

these rich countries, which would have a capital of $100-200
billion, and that capital will only be earmarked for
infrastructure and development projects.

So every nation has a role in this. And in the report, we

have also added, which is not in the English report, a plan, a
general outline for the reconstruction of Syria, by utilizing
Syria’s position also as a bridge for the Silk Road, both from
Asia, and from Europe, into Africa. We also propose the
construction of a Syrian National Reconstruction Bank, which
is

very important. We have a very important chapter in the report
about how nations can internally finance major infrastructure
programs. Because, the big question, which comes all the time
when I am in Arab countries, or in Africa, 1is, they say “OK.
This



sounds good. Who will pay for this? Where will the money come
from?” Actually, you don’t really need money, in that sense.
You

can create the money, but you have to know where to use that
money. As Helga said, the central banks in Europe and the
United

States are pumping massive amounts of liquidity into the
financial and banking system. But none of that is transformed
into technologies or projects, public projects, or housing
projects, or industrial projects in Europe or anywhere. So
money

is being printed, but it is not being used.

But there is a method, which we call the Hamiltonian

national credit system, which every nation can actually
internally generate credit to finance part of its national
development plans, and this is one thing we put in the Syria
plan. Because every time there is a war like in Bosnia, in
Lebanon, and so on, you have donor conferences, where every
nation says that we will give you so much money, 100 million,
50

million, but there is no centralized idea about how to rebuild
the whole country. It all depends on donations, small drops
which

come. We want something massive. We want something big.
Foreign

governments should contribute to that by exporting technology
to

Syria, for example, which Syria cannot afford to build, or
afford

to buy, in the current situation.

Also, a part of our plan for Southwest Asia is to fight

against desertification, by managing and creating new water
resources, stopping the expansion of the desert. This is the
Iraqi Green Belt project to stop the effect of sand and dust
storms, which actually is a big problem for many cities in
Iraq,

sometimes even reaching into Iran, by building a Green Belt,



planting trees in a large scale, a belt by using both ground
water and water from the rivers. This is a kind of national
program which can unite the people of Iraq for an idea of
their

future together. Not Sunni, Shi’a, Kurdish, Turkish, and so
on,

and so forth. These are the kinds of projects, real physical
projects, which will challenge people to work together in a
country like Iraq.

Now, I took this Egyptian model, because in Egypt, you have

a very terrible situation, which is the accumulation of 30
years

of destructive economic and financial policies, mostly caused
by

former President Mubarak’s and Anwar Sadat’s collaboration
with

the IMF and the World Bank. There should be a shift in the way
Egyptians consider their economy. Because Egypt always waits
for

the IMF or the World Bank, the EU or the United States to give
some money so that they can start something new. And usually
money does not go to large scale. Europe, the United States,
the

UN, the IMF and the World Bank will {never} finance large
infrastructure projects. That's the policy. Small, small,
small

is beautiful. That’'s what they say.

But in Egypt, with the new leadership in Egypt, you have the
focus on mega-projects, which is a necessity. If you want to
save

Egypt’s economy, Egypt’s entire infrastructure has to be built
from scratch again. There should be new industrial and
agricultural centers, which they are focusing on.

Using high technology, they try to attract the highest

levels of technology, and internal financing. You know,
President

el-Sisi, when they wanted to build the Suez Canal, there was



no
money, as usual, they said. So what he did was something
unique.

He went outside the central bank. He went outside the budget,
and

said, “I will go on TV, and I will tell the Egyptian people
that

we want to build this canal. It’s crucial for our nation. We
want

you to give the money.”

In 2013 I wrote a memorandum for Egypt, an Egyptian Economic
Independence Document, I called it. Actually, inside Egypt,
you

can raise more than $100 billion, because there are resources
inside Egypt. People, even today, buy dollars. They take part
of

their salary, and buy dollars or gold, and keep it at home, so
that financing disappears from the system. It’s not reinvested
in

the system. People keep their money because of the unstable
economic situation.

But if you encourage the Egyptian people with this kind of
national development projects, which will put their kids to
work,

unemployed young people, they would come out with the money.
And

this is what el-Sisi did. I wrote at the time, that they
should

build a National Development Bank, not just one fund for the
Suez

Canal, as they did. But as soon as President el-Sisi came on
TV

and said, “We want to build this canal, but we don’t have the
money. We want the Egyptian people to pay for it.” So they
went

out, and in one week they raised $8 billion. And people were
queuing late into the night; I met a banker last year, who



said,

“We had to stay open into the night, because people were
queuing

at the banks to buy the bonds!” Egyptians are real patriots.
They

love their country, but if they are encouraged by good
leadership.

Of course, the Suez Canal is not giving back what was

supposed to be already from the beginning, because world trade
has collapsed. The level of transit in the Suez Canal has gone
down, not because of Egypt’'s policy, but because the world
economy 1s going down. Global trade has been collapsing. But
the

idea is to use the Suez Canal as a development zone. And this
is

what I got from people in the Suez Canal Authority — that they
are not only thinking about transport of goods, but they want
to

utilize that route to build new industrial zones around the
canal, like we showed in the development corridor idea. And,
of

course, Egypt has a very key role, both in the Arab world —
it'’s

the most important Arab country — and also in Africa.

Now Egypt has one big problem — it’s the demographic

problem. People say that Egypt is overpopulated. That’s not
true.

Egypt 1is not overpopulated. Cairo is overcrowded! Ninety
million

people live on only 5% of the land of Egypt; 95% of the land
of

Egypt is empty. It’s not used, but it’s not overpopulated. The
United States and Europe have been financing the Egyptian
government with hundreds of millions of dollars for family
planning, so that women will have fewer children. But no
projects

were built to expand Egypt’s economic potential to accommodate



to

the new generations, so that they can have new agricultural
and

urban centers out in the desert!

After I was in Egypt last year, I wrote a report for a major
economic conference in Egypt to attract investment; but these
are

the ideas which came out of both the conference, and my
observations about Egypt’s role in the New Silk Road. In
Egypt,

people were very negative to the idea of the New Silk Road,
because they said that the transshipment on the Silk Road will
take away trade from the Suez Canal — that shipments will go
from Asia to Europe by land, and we will lose. So there are a
lot

of people in Egypt who are actually against the idea. But I
was

telling people, “Look. It’'s not about trade. If you have
economic

development, you will need more Suez Canals to accommodate the
trade. But if the world economy is not growing, there is no
development, there will be no trade. And people will compete
on

attracting trade into other areas.”

So the idea is to develop Egypt’s economy, but also

contribute to more development and more trade among nations.
And

it’s in utilizing Egypt’s position to connect to Sub-Saharan
Africa, to North Africa, the Middle East, and to the Arabian
Peninsula. Interestingly, after I was in Egypt, last week the
Saudi King was in Egypt, and they decided to build this
bridge.

At Sharm el-Sheikh, there is a connection over the Gulf of
Agaba.

I think that the Egyptian President invited the Saudi King to
support the building of this bridge between the Saudi
territories



and southern Sinai, which will turn Sinai from an isolated
area,

suddenly into becoming the center between two major economies.
There are now big problems in Egypt, because the President
made a terrible mistake by conceding sovereignty over the
Tiran

and Sanafir islands to the Saudis. There was a dispute between
the two countries for many years, but President el-Sisi
suddenly

declared that they are Saudi islands, and now there is a big
uproar in Egypt. And the mistake was that there was no public
discussion about it. The parliament didn’t have anything to
say

about this. So, now there will be a review of the agreement.
But

the idea of this project is very important.

Now, for Egypt to get out of that demographic box, is for
Egypt to expand its economic activities into the desert. This
is

the development corridor proposed by Dr. Farouk El-Baz, who 1is
a

space scientist, and he 1is right now an advisor to the
President.

And he designed this idea of creating the new valley, the new
Nile Valley, by building railways, roads, and new urban
centers.

I added these green zones, because these are actually becoming
new agricultural areas that the Egyptian government wants to
invest in, by creating new farmlands — they are talking about
4

million acres of land, and settling young people into these
regions, and building new agro-industrial centers. But what is
needed is to extend the development corridor, the black line,
into the economic zones.

This is the Africa Pass. One of our Egyptian friends, an
engineer, presented this at our conference in 2012, it'’s the
same



idea, connecting Egypt to North Africa, to Europe, and into
the

Great Lakes region of Africa. Now, the Great Lakes region
countries, like Rwanda, Burundi, the eastern Congo, Uganda,
they

have massive problems of economic development, also because
they

are very far from the transport corridors of the world. We
wrote

a series of reports two years ago about the cost of shipment
of a

container. The Danish shipping company A.P. Mgller-Mzrsk has
statistics that the cost of a shipment of a container from
Singapore to Alexandria is $4,000, to Mombasa in eastern
Kenya,

it becomes $5,000; but to the capital of Uganda, it goes to
$8,000, because there are no good roads to ship that
container!

Into Rwanda and Burundi it reaches $10,600 per container. So
they

cannot bear the cost of shipment of containers that maybe have
technology inside them, and machines, and that is a major
problem

for these so-called land-locked countries. So you need to have
new lines of transport which will reduce the cost of the
transport.

Now these are ideas which the African nations, the African
Union, have had for many years. There are many very nice
plans,

but the attitude of the rest of the world to Africa, because
Africa, by itself, does not have the technology, at least, to
build these projects, and there has been no willingness in
Europe, or the United States, to finance, or contribute to
building the projects proposed in any of these major reports,
to

integrate the infrastructure of Africa and enhance economic
development. Because without infrastructure, you cannot have



economic development.

But some of these lines are now coming on the agenda, thanks
to the intervention of the BRICS nations, and also of China.
For

example, the Cairo-Cape Town highway idea, President Jacob
Zuma

of South Africa, presented this actually twice at the BRICS
summit in 2013 and 2014, and he said, “This is a crucial, a
key

element in the development of Africa. We need to work with the
BRICS nations and China, Russia and India to build these
projects.” There are 400 road and rail projects involved in
this.

But this is a big challenge, both in terms of financing, and
in

terms of technology.

There is also the possibility of connecting the river

systems of Africa for river transport, like in Europe, the
Main-Rhine-Danube Rivers are an important transport artery,
and

development artery. In the same way, you can connect the Nile
to

the Great Lakes, to the Zambezi River through a number of
canals,

and so-called trans-modal transport systems, where you can
ship

from rivers to rail, and back to rivers, to lakes, and so on,
in

an easy way.

Filling the gap which the United States and Europe have left
for many, many years, now the Chinese—. Well, in Europe, we
have a very problematic and twisted relationship to poverty,
to

poor countries, to underdeveloped countries. Europeans look at
Africa as a burden. It’'s a problem. How do we solve this
problem?

But the problem is that the whole focus has been on aid,



emergency relief, and so on, and so forth, but that really
doesn’t solve problems. I mean, people talk about genocide. In
Africa, every year there are 4 million children who die. Now,
talk about a war crime. There are 700,000 children before the
age of five who die every year in Africa. So, you cannot
solve

these problems with small aid projects here and there. You
need

to think big. You need to provide those people with adequate
transport, electricity, water systems, and this cannot be done
by

so-called aid programs. In Africa 600 million people don’t
have

access to electricity, out of 1 billion.

But you look at the Chinese, when they look at an
underdeveloped country, they see an opportunity. They see
potential. They see a “win-win” strategy — new markets, new
areas of development, and they should intervene in that
situation.

It is the same idea that President Franklin Roosevelt of the
United States had. All of his fights with Churchill were
exactly

about this problem. Roosevelt told Churchill in the middle of
World War II, that you British are very stupid, because you
suck

the blood of the Africans, and you get pennies, you get
nothing,

by sucking their blood. But if you develop Africa, as
independent

nations, as modern nations, as we did with the United States,
then you will gain much, much more; if you treat them as
humans,

if you develop their infrastructure, schools and hospitals.

And this is exactly what the Chinese are thinking about. Out

of the problem, they see an opportunity. Prime Minister Li
Keqiang was in East Africa, and also Nigeria in May 2014, and
immediately said, “We want to help Africa to connect all the



n

capitals with railways,
they

started from East Africa. And now there are projects being
built

from Lamu, a new port, into the land-locked South Sudan, into
Uganda, into Rwanda and Burundi. And China is both financing
major parts of this, but also contributing to building it, to
solve the problems of the land-locked countries and the need
for

development.

China recently completed, it’'s not running yet, but part of
the railway 1is running, from Djibouti to Addis Ababa. There 1is
an

old railway, which is not functional, built by the French
colonialists, but now there is a new, electrified railway,
which

goes from Djibouti to Addis Ababa.

Two interesting things about this railway are, firstly, that
Ethiopia is always associated with famine and food problems.
Some

of these problems still exist. These are on the way to being
solved, but to bring food from the ports to inside the country
usually took two months, because of the Tlack of
infrastructure.

So starving people could not have food in time. Even if the
food

existed in the port, coming from around the world to Djibouti,
it

was almost impossible to bring the food to the people who
needed

it. Now, that food can be shipped in 10 hours, to the capital,
and also to other areas. The other interesting fact about this
railway is that China is not just building the railway, and
financing it, but training and educating engineers and workers
to

run these systems.

Now, Ethiopia has a massive infrastructure plan for

which 1is a big deficit problem. And



connecting all the major cities of Ethiopia, with the railway
and

roads. The other thing about the railway is that it is all
electrified. And the Ethiopians will use all these new dams
they

are building, to electrify the railway. So they don’t need
import

oil, and gas and diesel to run the railway system. They will
domestically provide the energy to run the trains.

So, Ethiopia, I am very sure it will never be associated
anymore with famine and poverty. Ethiopia is a great nation, a
very proud nation. They have massive resources, but these
resources have been dormant, have not been utilized. But now,
with the Chinese intervention, and also India is active there,
these resources will be developed.

This is just a metaphorical picture. This is the
Mombasa-Nairobi railway being built by a Chinese and a Kenyan
worker. In Africa, the propaganda goes that the Chinese never
let

the locals work in these projects. They bring their own
workers,

they bring their own engineers, their own technology, they
build

the thing, and then they leave. It’'s not true. They always
involve local workers. They train them, because they cannot
run

these systems; the locals will have to run these systems
themselves.

But they are also training the labor force in Uganda. They

are building an Army Corps of Engineers, so that the Army can
play a positive role in the development of the country.
Traditionally, the Army Corps of Engineers played a very
important role, even in advanced countries. So this is part of
the same project.

Another important infrastructure project for Africa is
Transaqua. Lake Chad is drying up, which is a known fact, and
30



million people are affected, because they live as fishermen,
or

they have grazing land around the lake in Chad and Nigeria,
and

Niger. All these countries are affected. There are 30 million
people around that region, and there will be massive migration
actually from the Lake Chad region. So there is an idea called
Transaqua, which was developed by one of our friends, an
Italian

engineer, to bring 5% of the water from the Congo River, or
the

tributaries of the Congo River, and build a 2,800 km.-long
canal

into the Chari River, and then flow downwards into Lake Chad,
to

refill the lake; but also to have a new economic zone, and
build

the Mombasa-Lagos highway, which was one of the plans I showed
earlier.

So you can transform that part of Africa, which in people’s
minds is a complete jungle, into a new economic zone, but also
to

bring water to the Lake Chad region.

Now, there are some other issues I want to address. One of
the big deficits of course in Africa, 1s the energy
consumption.

And as I said not everybody has that; the average
international

level of energy consumption is about 2,800 [kw?] but that’s
not

equal. The only two countries which are exception are South
Africa and Libya, before that. So the energy needs in Africa
are

{enormous}! I mean Africa has a lot of wealth, but also the
hydropower potential which has never been built. But the
attitude of the Western countries, 1like the Obama
administration,



they have something called “Power Africa Initiative,” that
certain nations in Africa will get energy provided. But
they're

not talking about hydropower, they’re not talking about
nuclear

power, they’re not talking about coal or gas or so on.
They're

talking about so-called “renewable” or “sustainable energy.”
And

the International Energy Agency has a criteria for access to
energy, which is a modern access to energy 1is about 100kw-
hours

per year per person. And this diagram shows very ironically,
that that amount will be consumed by an American in three
days!

But they expect Africans to live with that for a whole year!
Here’s just one more ironical idea: My refrigerator can
consume

many times as much as an Ethiopian individual.

These are the criteria for President Obama’s Power Africa

plan, that the plan will eventually help these nations come to
this line, while the real needs are that big now, and they
will

be that big in a few years. So, all these ideas to help
Africa

from the Obama administration, they’re not adequate! It's
just a

complete bluff. It does not help, if you just look at the
numbers.

And this is also another irony of the Obama administration
policy. These are the sources of energy for the American
people,

the American economy, and these are what the Obama
administration

{doesn’t} want you to do. So it’'s “do as we say, not as we
do.”

So the United States produced 37% of its energy from coal,



that's

forbidden for Africa; 30% produced by natural gas, that'’s a
very

suspicious policy, because there’s the carbon problem; 19%
nuclear — absolutely no nuclear for Africa; 7% hydropower —
the

United States is very suspicious of hydropower projects, and
SO

on and so on. So what is left is solar, so-called geothermal,
and biomass, which the United States produced only 0.1% of its
needs. But that'’s recommended for Africa. [laughter]

So anyway, the idea is that if Africa joins the new paradigm
shift, African nations, they have exactly, in African families
and African individuals, they have exactly the same needs as
we

have; as we have in Europe or in the United States. There is
absolutely no difference. So they’re trying to convince the
Africans that they should just, maybe, if they’re lucky they
could get a lightbulb at home, so the kids can read, by having
a

solar battery. They will not bite!

I mean, if you bring electricity to a village, what people
will do, is not simply have a lightbulb, if you bring
electricity

to a village, — and one of our friends made a study in India
is that people will start to want to use new devices. They
have

to have other appliances at home, you need to have a stove, so
women don’t have to many hours and cut trees and come home and
cook with the wood, and suffocate with the smoke. Farmers
will

have to have tractors. They will need to have workshops which
use electricity; people will want to have TV sets, computers.
They want to build industrial projects. They will need
refrigeration which is a big problem in Africa, because most
of



the food produced in the Sub-Saharan goes wasted because
there’s

no refrigeration.

So just to give yourself an illusion that you will provide
every African lightbulb, just forget about it! Because the
needs

of those people are so immense, and they will not give up on
their right to have a living standard which is similar to
ours.

Why shouldn’t they have it? And this is what — here, in the
ideology in Europe and the United States I know, they should
not

have this kind of technology, they should not have this kind
of

development in Africa, because that’s not “sustainable.” Which
is

not true. It is sustainable, if you provide the tools and the
technology to do that. Actually in Africa, there are more
resources than in Japan or in the United States and Europe, to
sustain industrial development!

So the problem is in the policy. The problem is how they

look at Africa, and how they look at the problem of poverty
and

SO on. And that has also to change, exactly as we changed
with

geopolitics, we have to change our attitude to the problems of
Africa, and have really the right methods to solving them, and
treating African nations as equal to us, and African families
as

equal to us, and African individuals as equal to us.

Nobody here will give up their living standard, and live in
the forest — maybe some people who do, there are some Danes
and

Norwegians.. [laughter] But we want to have education. We want
to have warm housing, we want to have clean water; we want to
have a future for our kids; we want to have trains which go on
time. This is what the Africans want. You know, there’s



nothing

different, we’re all one human race!

So, when you design policy and you say, “No, Africans should
have ‘sustainable energy,’ not nuclear power,” then you are
breaking with that idea of a real human family and equality.
So

I think I'll stop here. [applause]

Dias til talen:
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Video og 1lyd: Seminar pa
Frederiksberg:

Forleng Den Nye Silkevej ind
1 Mellemgsten og Afrika
mandag den 18. april
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med bl.a. Helga Zepp-LaRouche
og Hussein Askary

Schiller Instituttet og Executive Intelligence Review holdt et
seminar mandag den 18. april 2016 pa Frederiksberg pa engelsk.

Inkl. en diskussion om EIR’s specialrapport Den Nye Silkevej
Bliver til Verdenslandbroen

Introduktion:Tom Gillesberg, formand for Schiller Instituttet
1 Danmark

Musik:

Fischerweise af Schubert

Ritorna Vincitor! fra Aida af Verdi
Leena Malkki, soprano fra Sverige
Dominik Wijzan, pianist fra Poland

Teksterne pa originalsprogene med engelsk oversattelse
Video: Introduktion og musik

Talere: Helga Zepp-LaRouche, Schiller Instituttets
internationale prasident, kendt som “Silkevejsdamen” (via
Skype video)

Video: Helga Zepp-LaRouche
Audio: Introduktion, musik og Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Afskrift:

Forlang Verdenslandbroen ind 1 Mellemgsten og Afrika: Hussein
Askary, EIR’s Mellemgstredaktgr, som lige har oversat den
arabiske version af rapporten.

Den Nye Silkevej og den iranske rolle; Hr. Abbas Rasouli,
forst sekretar pa Irans ambassade i Danmark.
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Video: Hussein Askary og Hr. Abbas Rasouli.
Audio: Hussein Askary og Hr. Abbas Rasouli

Afskrift: Forlang Verdenslandbroen ind i Sydvestasien og
Afrika: Afskrift af Hussein Askarys tale

Afskrift: Den Nye Silkevej og Irans rolle: Afskrift af Hr.
Abbas Rasoulis tale

Mere om Den Nye Silkevej og Verdenslandbroen pa dansk:

Specialrapport: Helga Zepp-LaRouche: Den Nye Silkevej fgrer
til menneskehedens fremtid! Oktober 2014

Den kommende fusionsgkonomi baseret pa helium-3. En
introduktion til en kommende EIR-rapport om Verdenslandbroen.

Nyhedsorientering december 2014: Den Nye Silkevej bliver til
Verdenslandbroen; Introduktion v/Helga Zepp-LaRouche

BYG VERDENSLANDBROEN FOR VERDENSFRED

Helga Zepp-LaRouche var taler ved et seminar for diplomater,
der blev afholdt i Det russiske Kulturcenter i Kgbenhavn den
30. januar 2015, med titlen: »@konomisk wudvikling og
samarbejde mellem nationer, eller gkonomisk kollaps, krig og
terror? Den Nye Silkevej bliver til Verdenslandbroen«.
Nyhedsorientering febr. 2015.

Nyhedsorientering maj 2015 — Helga Zepp-LaRouche: Tale ved
seminar i Kgbenhavn: Den Nye Silkevej Kan Forhindre Krig

Tema: Den Islamiske Renassance var en Dialog mellem
Civilisationer, af Hussein Askary

Genopbygningsplan for Syrien: Projekt Fonix:
Diskussionspunkter om Syriens genopbygning

Link: Homepage about the EIR report The New Silk Road Becomes
the World Land-Bridge
The English, Arabic and Chinese versions of EIR's report are
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available from EIR and The Schiller Institute in Denmark.
Prices for the 400-page report:

English: printed 500 kr.; pdf. 300 kr.; Arabic: printed 500
kr.; Chinese: pdf. 300 kr.

Please contact tel. 53 57 00 51 or 35 43 00 33, or
si@schillerinstitut.dk

Invitation:

Terror in Europe, and elsewhere. Waves of refugees leaving
countries racked by war and economic ruin, from Afghanistan to
Africa. Threats of financial crash in the trans-Atlantic
region. Dangers of escalating confrontation and war against
Russia and China. 1Is there any hope for the future?

The Schiller Institute and Executive Intelligence Review, led
by the ideas and efforts of Lyndon LaRouche and Helga Zepp-
LaRouche, have been working for decades to create a paradigm
shift, away from "geopolitics," to a new era of cooperation
between sovereign nations, based on an ambitious
infrastructure-driven economic development strategy — a plan
for lasting peace through economic development.

In 2013, this New Silk Road and Eurasian Land-Bridge strategy
was adopted by Chinese President Xi Jinping, who called it the
“One Belt, One Road” policy, which now includes agreements
with 60 countries. In addition, the economic development
alliance among the BRICS countries, and the establishment of
new credit institutions, constitute an alternative in the
making.

In December 2014, EIR published a ground-breaking special
report in English, The New Silk Road Becomes the World Land-
Bridge, the sequel to its 1996 report, which elaborates the
new set of economic principles needed for world economic
development. The Chinese version was issued in 2015.

Now, if there is to be a solution to the heart-wrenching
suffering of the people of the Middle East and Africa, and the



effects of the crisis in Europe, the New Silk Road must be
extended to those regions, on its way to becoming the World
Land-Bridge. The recent negotiations led by U.S. Secretary of
State Kerry (despite opposition from other factions in the
Obama administration), and Russian Foreign Minister Lavrov,
regarding Iran and Syria, have also helped to create the
political preconditions for such a new “Marshall Plan” to
immediately come into effect.

There are already moves in that direction. An example of “win-
win” cooperation was demonstrated during Chinese President Xi
Jinping’s recent visit to Egypt, Saudi Arabia and Iran, where
he confirmed China’s support for real economic development in

the region, backed up by $55 billion in loans and investments.

And on March 17, the Arabic version of EIR's report was
presented in Cairo by Egyptian Transportation Minister Dr.
Saad El Geyoushi, and EIR Arabic desk chief Hussein Askary,
who translated the report, at a well-attended launching at the
Ministry. An expanded chapter on proposals to rebuild
Southwest Asia 1is included.

The Copenhagen seminar will present the vision of a new
paradigm, instead of geopolitics, terror, war and economic
collapse. Mustering the creative efforts of populations
collaborating to rebuild their nations, 1is the only way
forward.

We hope that you will be able to attend this important
seminar, and join in the discussion about how this alternative
can be brought about.

Links:

Introduction to the arabic-version of EIR's report by Helga
Zepp-LaRouche (in English, Arabic and Danish)

Here are links to information about EIR's March 24, 2016
Frankfurt seminar, co-sponsored by the Ethiopian consulate,
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including the speeches of Helga Zepp-LaRouche and Hussein
Askary.

Report about the Frankfurt seminar
Helga Zepp-LaRouche's speech
Hussein Askary's speech

Homepages:

Danish: www.schillerinstitut.dk

English: www.newparadigm.schillerinstitute.com
www.schillerinstitute.org

www. larouchepub.com/eiw

Arabic: www.arabic.larouchepub.com/

Other languages: Click here

Schiller Instituttets
konference 1 New York, 7.
april 2016:

At bygge en Verdenslandbro —
00 realisere en 2gte
menneskelig menneskehed

Schiller Instituttets konference i torsdags i New York City,
“At bygge en Verdenslandbro — og realisere en &gte menneskelig
menneskehed”, markerede en succes for Lyndon LaRouches idé.
Selvom flere og mere fyldige rapporter vil fglge, sa kan sa
meget allerede nu siges med sikkerhed; narvarende rapport
reflekterer kun en del af begivenhedsforlgbet.
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Helga Zepp-LaRouche abnede konferencen med en omfattende og
inspirerende tale med titlen, "Hinsides geopolitik og
polaritet: En fremtid for den menneskelige art”, i hvilken hun
blotlagde den umiddelbare trussel om en udslettelseskrig og
viste, at alene idéen om Verdenslandbroen, som hun sammen med
sin mand udviklede i perioden under Warszawapagtens
sammenbrud, kan tilvejebringe en varig garanti for fred. Hun
gik videre med at skitsere en dialog mellem civilisationerne,
hvor alle civilisationer i verden vil blive reprasenteret ved
deres historiske, kulturelle hgjdepunkter, sa som Weimar-
klassikken for Tysklands vedkommende og et USA, som det fgrst
blev udtenkt til at vere af Benjamin Franklin og Alexander
Hamilton.

Helga efterfulgtes som taler af den tidligere amerikanske
justitsminister Ramsey Clark (1966-67), der sammenvavede sin
egen mangearige erfaring til en redeggrelse om den nyere
verdenshistorie, og som understregede et alternativ til den
krigspolitik, som de fleste amerikanske regeringer efter
Kennedy-tiden har fart.

Den naste taler var en aldeles enestdaende person fra Kina,
nemlig landets ledende professor i journalistik og tilligemed
leder af meget andet, Li Xiguang. Professor Li har anfgrt en
pilgrimsferd, der har varet i artier, for Silkevejen — tvars
over Centralasien og ned langs hver af de tre nord-syd ruter,
og tilbage igen. Ikke farre end 500 af sine studerende har han
siden 1990 fgrt med sig pa denne pilgrimsrejse, og han har
skrevet et tobindsvark om den Nye Silkevej. Skent hans mal med
Silkevejen ikke er af religigs karakter — hans m3l er de samme
som LaRouche-bevagelsens — sd modellerer professor Li sig selv
efter de store kulturelle, kinesiske helte, buddhistmunkene
Xuanzang (602-664) og dennes forg®nger Faxian (337-422). Begge
foretog vidstrakte og anstrengende rejser langs Silkevejen og
bragte den fgrste, reelle viden om meget af
verdenscivilisationen, der isar omfattede sanskrit-sproget og
kulturen, samt originale, buddhistiske skrifter, med tilbage
til Kina.

Xuanzang tilbragte intet mindre end 16 ar pa denne rejse og



vendte tilbage med 600 indiske tekster. Efter gnske fra
Tangdynastiets kejser, fardiggjorde han i 646 sit 12-binds
verk, "Krgniken om det store Tangdynastis vestlige omrader”
der er blevet en af hovedkilderne til studiet af Centralasien
og Indien i middelalderen, og som danner grundlag for romanen
fra det 17. arhundrede, "Rejsen til Vesten”, en af de fire
store, klassiske, kinesiske romaner.

Der vil senere komme rapporter fra eftermiddagens session, der
satte fokus pa rumprogrammet, og som blev indledt af Kesha
Rogers med en levende prasentation. Sessionens hgjdepunkt var
en spgrgsmal-svar-session over Skype med Lyndon LaRouche.
LaRouche fgrte de fleste af spegrgsmalene tilbage til
kardinalspgrgsmalet, nemlig, at forandringer i det fysiske
system, og i menneskehedens fremtid, skabes af selve det
tenkende menneskelige intellekt; det er der intet dyr, der er
i stand til. Menneskeheden organiseres gennem sine egne
handlinger af denne art; det er disse, der leder til enten
succes eller fiasko. Dette er kendetegnende for den sande
videnskabsmands intellekt, som Einstein eksemplificerer. Men
denne redeggrelse er blot en karakteristik; de faktiske svar
bgr studeres i detaljer.

Flere end 200 mennesker var mgdt frem, kernemedlemmer ikke
medregnet. Omkring et dusin fremmede lande fra Europa, Asien
og Afrika var reprasenteret, enten ved diplomater, kulturelle
forbindelser eller pa anden vis. Mange musikere deltog, og
mindst fem mennesker fra Brooklyn kirken, hvor vi opfgrte
Messias i pasken. Dette er muligvis den stgrste konference, vi
nogensinde har holdt.

Som konklusion skal det siges, at denne konference markerer en
sejr for en af Lyndon LaRouches ideer: nemlig Manhattan-
projektet, som han prasenterede tilbage i oktober 2014. 0Og dog
blev han dengang, i lighed med Einsteins bergmte udtalelse om
Kepler i 1930 pa 300 ars dagen for dennes ded, "ikke stgttet
af nogen og kun forstaet af ganske fa”. Lyndon LaRouche, der
skabte det Strategiske Forsvarsinitiativ og senere sammen med
sin kone skabte den Eurasiske Landbro, har endnu engang skabt
en ny og fuldstandig anderledes original idé. En idé, som



atter har vist sig at vare gyldig.

Klik her for videoerne og afskrifterne pa engelsk.

Minister gnsker at Tunesien
tilslutter sig den Nye
Silkevej

Kgbenhavn d. 6. april, 2016 — Ved et seminar i Kgbenhavn i
tirsdags, med titlen ’'Udfordringer for Tunesiens demokrati’,
der blev holdt ved det Danske Institut for Internationale
Studier (DIIS), gav Mahmoud Ben Romdhane, minister for sociale
afferer 1 den siddende tunesiske regering og tidligere
menneskerettighedsaktivist udtryk for en politik, der hanger
sammen med den Nye Silkevej/Verdenslandbro. Til trods for det
faktum, at Schiller Instituttet ikke blev opfordret til at
stille spgrgsmal, sagde ministeren i respons til et spgrgsmal
fra en kinesisk fotograf om forskelle mellem de tunesiske og
den kinesiske gkonomier (frit oversat):

Verden er under forandring. I lgbet af de naste 20 ar vil
verdens centrum bevage sig fra det Atlantiske Ocean til
Stillehavet. Kina og Indien, begge ngglenationer, er allerede
de stgrste lande. P3a grund af vores gode relationer med Europa
kan vi blive en platform for forbindelser mellem Indien, Kina,
Asien, Europa, Afrika og den arabiske verden. Vi skulle
begynde at undervise 1 kinesisk i vore skoler, og jeg er
frustreret over, at vi ikke allerede er startet. Vi har haft
mgder med kinesiske firmaer, og vi diskuterer mange projekter,
overvejende om infrastruktur. Kineserne udtrykker deres
gnsker, og vi er abne over for deres forslag. Vi ser frem til
muligheden for investeringer og jobskabelse.
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Et andet hgjdepunkt under seminaret var da Houcine Abassi,
formand for Tunesiens indflydelsesrige fagforening, UGTT, en
af de fire organisationer, der har modtaget Nobelprisen,
angreb ”stormagterne”, der star bag terrorismen. Som svar pa
et spgrgsmal om hvorfor gkonomien ikke er blevet bedre siden
revolutionen for fem ar siden sagde han (frit oversat):
Arbejdslgsheden er 15 %, hvilket skaber vrede blandt
ungdommen. Det skyldes en fejltagelse af den tidligere
regering. Om Gud vil, vil vi finde lgsninger. Men vi kraver
hjelp fra verden udenom os. Hvad er grunden til, at terroren
har ramt vores land? Vi lykkedes med at udvikle en forfatning.
Verdens stormagter skabte terroristerne. De mente at de kunne
ggre situationen varre. Vi &ndrede spillet. De lande, der
skabte terroristerne, er nu selv under angreb fra terrorister.
Hvad vil det internationale samfund forpligte sig til at ggre?
De sydlige middelhavslande vender sig til Europa. Se pa de
flygtninge, der kommer fra Syrien. Hvis det samme sker 1
Tunesien, vil der komme millioner af flygtninge til Europa.
Europa mé arbejde sammen med Tunesien om at forsvare Europa.
Det ser vi intet af pa nuvarende tidspunkt.

Minister Mahmoud Ben Romdhane sagde videre, at revolutionen
var en kamp for jobs, vardighed og frihed, men folket har kun
faet frihed. Han pegede ogsa pa problemet med at leve som nabo
til det stgrste vabenlager — i Libyen, hvilket far tuneserne
til at gge deres forsvarsbudget, og truslen om terrorisme har
pavirket deres gkonomi. Dette skal ses i en geopolitisk
sammenhang, sagde Abassi, og papegede stormagternes rolle. Det
er 1 hele verdens strategiske interesse at forhindre Tunesien
i at blive et nyt Libyen.

Seminaret blev ogsa adresseret af en leder fra en industri-
sammenslutning, der ogsa har modtaget en Nobelpris; han sagde,
at der aldrig kom direkte europaiske investeringer til
Tunesien. Tunesien behgver Europa, og nu, efter
terrorangrebene i Frankrig og Belgien, er det klart, at vi
alle er i samme bad.

Ved den efterfglgende reception blev de to fgrste talere
presenteret for den nyligt trykte arabiske udgave af rapporten



om Verdenslandbroen, og de gvrige deltagere blev inviteret til
det kommende Schiller Institut-/EIR-seminar om udvidelsen af
den Nye Silkevej til Mellemgsten of Afrika.

RADIO SCHILLER den 11. april
2016:

Vil et britisk nej til EU
smadre EU og euroen?

Baner G7 1 Hiroshima vejen
for atomkrig?

Med formand Tom Gillesberg
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