Et skridt fra menneskehedens
atomare tilintetgerelse! En
vabenhvile til jul for alle!

Til samtlige trossamfund, folkevalgte embedsmand,
samfundsorganisationer og mennesker af god vilje i hele verden

Politiske og sociale ledere fra hele verden, med vidt
forskellige filosofiske opfattelser o0g religigse
trosretninger, gar sammen for at stegtte pave Frans’ tilbud om
at anvende Vatikanet som et mgdested for forhandlinger mellem
Rusland og Ukraine for at opna en diplomatisk lgsning pa
krigen 1 Ukraine. Konfrontationen mellem USA, NATO og Rusland
er eskaleret til et punkt, hvor endnu et skridt, selv en
utilsigtet fejltagelse, en fejlfortolkning fra den ene eller
den anden side, risikerer at udlgse affyring af begge parters
samlede atomvabenarsenaler, hvilket kan fgre til en global
atomkrig efterfulgt af en atomvinter med en varighed pa
omkring ti ar, hvilket vil betyde, at der efter al
sandsynlighed ikke vil vare et eneste menneske, der overlever.

Ifglge den amerikanske “Arms Control Association”, der citerer
hgjtstdende amerikanske embedsmend: “Biden har besluttet at
undlade at efterleve sit lgfte fra 2020 om at erklare, at det
eneste formal med atomvaben er at afskrakke fra et atomangreb
mod USA eller dets allierede. I stedet har han godkendt en
variant af politikken fra Obama-administrationen, der lader
muligheden for at anvende atomvaben std aben, ikke kun som
gengeldelse for et atomangreb, men ogsa som reaktion pa ikke-
atomare trusler.” USA har pd intet tidspunkt i fortiden
nogensinde vedtaget en No-first-strike politik, og 1 Bush-
savel som i Trump-administrationerne eksisterede muligheden
for et fgrste angreb inden for sikkerhedsdoktrinen.

Som reaktion pa den voksende krise og trusler erklarede den
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russiske prasident Putin den 9. december pa en
pressekonference 1 Bishkek i Kirgisistan, at Rusland vil
genoverveje sin nuvarende atomdoktrin om kun at bruge
atomvaben, hvis en anden part fgrst angriber med atomvaben,
eller hvis den russiske stats egen eksistens er truet. Putin
meddelte, at Rusland nu overvejer at reagere pa USA’s doktrin
om forebyggende angreb ved at indfgre den tilsvarende politik
for et forste angreb. Vi er sdledes ét skridt fra en atomar
katastrofe.

Vi opfordrer alle mennesker af god vilje til at stgtte pave
Frans’ tilbud, som er blevet gentaget af Vatikanets
udenrigsminister, Pietro Parolin, om at bruge Vatikanet som
mgdested for en gjeblikkelig indledning af fredsforhandlinger,
uden nogen forhandsbetingelser.

En gruppe af politiske og sociale ledere har netop udsendt et
officielt brev til pave Frans, hvori de erklarer, at “vi
glader os over Deres Helligheds forslag om Vatikanet som en
mulig neutral ramme for fredsforhandlinger — uden nogen
forhandsbetingelser — mellem Rusland og Ukraine .. Vi noterer
os, at andre i Europa og USA ogsa har tilbudt de russiske og
ukrainske ledere at forhandle om fred. Vi mener, at det haster
med at forene alle sadanne bestrabelser i en
verdensomspandende bevagelse for at finde en lgsning pa denne
konflikt under hensyntagen til alle parters berettigede
sikkerhedsinteresser”. De opfordrede endvidere “andre
politiske og sociale ledere rundt om i verden, uanset
forskelle 1 ideologi eller religigs tro” til at tilslutte sig
denne indsats.

Vi opfordrer alle mand og kvinder i god tro til at tilslutte
sig denne opfordring til en diplomatisk lgsning. Deltag gerne
1 vores initiativ til at samle kor 1 hele verden til at synge
kanonen for fred, “Dona Nobis Pacem”. Gid stemmerne for fred
ma bevage de ansvarlige i deres hjerter og sind.

Foto: Diana Jefimova, Pexels CCO



Om faren for atomkrig: Tag
bladet fra munden, fgr det er
for sent

Den 15. dec. 2022 (EIRNS) — Verden befinder sig fortsat 1
farlige og optrappende omstazndigheder i retning af atomkrig.
Med en rakkevidde bestaende af 2.000 atomspraenghoveder, der er
klar til affyring med kort varsel i Nordamerika og Eurasien,
forsgger den vanvittige fraktion af hgge i det globale NATO at
indfgre en fuldstendig mgrklagning af kendskabet til denne
virkelighed og af enhver stemme, der slar alarm mod den. Men
vi kan bryde ud af krisen.

Der er 1ivarksat hasteinitiativer. I dag kom Schiller
Instituttets grundlagger og leder, Helga Zepp-LaRouche, med en
erklaring om en ngdsituation 1 sin ugentlige webcast: “Om
faren for atomkrig: Hvis der ikke er nogen stemmer, der taler
abent, kan det snart vare for sent!”
(https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/12/15/webcast-on-the-
danger-of-nuclear-war-if-there-are-no-voices-speaking-out-it-
may-soon-be-too-late/ )

Oberst Richard H. Black (pensioneret) har indspillet
videobudskabet den 14. december: “Vil NATO fremprovokere
tredje verdenskrig med Rusland?”

Den 17. december, pa lgrdag, vil EIR News Service afholde et
ngdsymposium med titlen: “Peace On Earth, or Humanity’s Doom?
The Case for Negotiations”, med mange strategiske tankere og
specialister, der vil konferere om yderligere tiltag.
(https://laroucheorganization.com/article/2022/12/14/eir-sympo
sium-december-17-1lam-est )
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I dag kom der et vigtigt eksempel pa den form for agte
diplomati, der kan trakke verden tilbage fra katastrofens
afgrund. Der fandt en udveksling sted mellem Vatikanet og den
russiske nation til gensidig fordel for alle. Vatikanet
fremsatte en formel undskyldning for uheldige kommentarer om
Rusland i et interview i november, og den russiske regering
anerkendte straks denne anmodning.

Fra Rom: “Vatikanets statssekretariat undskylder over for den
russiske part. Vatikanet har den stgrste respekt for alle folk
i Rusland, deres verdighed, tro og kultur, savel som for andre
lande og folk i verden.”

Fra Moskva svarede udenrigsministeriets talskvinde Maria
Zakharova: “Evnen til at indrgmme sine fejl er stadig mere
sjelden 1 nutidig international kommunikation. Denne situation
viser, at bag Vatikanets opfordringer til dialog findes evnen
til at fegre en sadan dialog og til at 1lytte til
samtalepartnerne. Jeg kan allerede nu bekrafte, at denne
tilgang vakker oprigtig respekt. Vi mener, at denne handelse
er overstaet, og vi haber, at vi kan fortsatte et konstruktivt
samarbejde med Vatikanet.”

Vatikanet gentog den 12. december pavens tilbud om at vare
vert for forhandlinger om at afslutte krigshandlingerne 1
Ukraine. Derefter talte Vatikanets kontor i statssekretariatet
den 13. december om behovet for en tilbagevenden til
“Helsinki-anden”, med henvisning til diplomatiet i forbindelse
med Helsinki-aftalerne fra 1975 om mekanismer til at sikre
fortsat fred.

Dette er i gvrigt essensen af anden fra den Westfalske Fred
fra det 17. arhundrede i praksis. Det er bestemt ikke
udelukkende et "“antikrigs”-eksempel, men selve indholdet af
denne tilgang — at aktivt sgge at tjene menneskehedens falles
interesser — der afspejles i de ti principper for dialog, som
Helga Zepp-LaRouche foreslog den 22. november, og som kan
diskuteres overalt.



Den samme tilgang fremgar tydeligt af den tale, som Kinas
president Xi Jinping i dag afholdt via video ved abningen af
det tre dage lange ministermgde pad hgjt plan til afslutning af
COP15-topmgdet om biodiversitet i1 Montreal. Han tilsidesatte
konferencens pramisser om, at mennesket skader naturen, ved at
indlede sin korte erklaring med princippet om, at
menneskehedens udvikling og et “harmonisk gkosystem gar hand i
hand”. Han sagde, at vi kan “udnytte det Globale
Udviklingsinitiativ til at skabe store fordele for alle...”

COP15/Konventionen om biodiversitet har varet et parallelt
spor til COP27/Konventionen om klimaet siden verdenstopmgdet i
Rio de Janeiro i 1992 for at fremme den neokolonialistiske idé
om, at menneskeheden gdelagger jorden pad grund af
overbefolkning og aktivitet. Tiden er for langst inde til at
ggre op med denne undergravende, antividenskabelige holdning.

Hvis vi i tide skaber et brud med truslen om atomar
udslettelse, abner vi samtidig vejen for en falles indsats til
en hidtil uset udvikling for menneskeheden — grundlaget for
fred.

Helga-Zepp LaRouche sagde i sit ngdbudskab i dag: “Hvis der
ikke er nogen stemmer, der pa fornuftig vis taler for at
bevare livsmulighederne, er det pa forhand givet, at det far
eller senere vil vaere for sent! Lige nu er vi et skridt fra
udslettelse...

Sa mgd op pa legrdag” — til det hasteindkaldte EIR-symposium
“Fred pa jorden eller menneskehedens undergang- argumenter for
forhandlinger” — “og prgv for alvor at vekke dine naboer, dine
venner og dine kolleger, for hvis det ikke lykkes os at ggre
det, kan det meget snart en skgnne dag vare for sent”.
(https://laroucheorganization.com/article/2022/12/14/eir-sympo
sium-december-17-1lam-est )
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Helga Zepp-LaRouches tale til
mexicanske journalister, 13.
december 2022

Den 13. december 2022 (EIRNS) — Schiller Instituttets
grundlagger, Helga Zepp-LaRouche, holdt en halv times tale til
sammenslutningen af mexicanske journalister med titlen “Peace
Means Respect for the Rights of Others To Develop” (“La paz
significa el respeto al derecho ajeno al desarrollo”).

Helga Zepp-LaRouche: Goddag. Kazre Celeste Saenz de Miera og
kere sammenslutning af journalister i Mexico:

Jeg er meget glad for at tale til jer i dag, den 13. december,
og jeg takker jer endnu en gang for, at I har tildelt mig
prisen for “ytringsfrihed”. Det betyder meget i disse dage,
for ytringsfriheden er under angreb. Faktisk forsgger mange
lande, hvis man ser sig omkring i verden, at kontrollere det
de betegner som “fortellingen”. For at give et enkelt eksempel
har EU, Europa-Kommissionen, netop udsendt retningslinjer til
lerere i skolerne, hvori de instruerer dem i, at de skal
“afvise” falske nyheder for eleverne, hvilket betyder, at de
skal korrigere det, som de betragter som forkerte
fortallinger, falske nyheder, men de skal indgyde eleverne den
sande fremstilling.

Dette er et utroligt angreb pa bgrns evne til at lare at tanke
og have en dgmmekraft til at skelne mellem rigtigt og forkert.
Det er blot et af de mange eksempler, hvor man ser, at de
forskellige institutioner, efterretningstjenester og andre
forsgger at kontrollere informationen fra de sociale medier.

Sa ytringsfriheden er genstand for utrolige angreb. Det kan
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naturligvis ikke adskilles fra det faktum, at vi formentlig
befinder os i det farligste @jeblik i verdenshistorien. Det
siger jeg, fordi vi star pa randen af en potentiel tredje
verdenskrig, som ville indebzre en atomkrig. Hvis det
nogensinde skulle komme til en sa forfardelig begivenhed,
ville det betyde civilisationens endeligt, for hvis man
gennemfgrer en global atomkrig, skenner forskerne, at der vil
folge en global atomvinter pa omkring 10 ar. I den periode vil
stort set alle, der ikke er degde i de fgrste timer, dg af sult
i de efterfglgende ar.

Det er meget tat pa. Vi er naturligvis ogsa meget tet pa, i
den mere optimistiske variant, en helt ny gkonomisk
verdensorden.

Men lad mig ferst bruge et par satninger pad at beskrive faren.
Grunden til at vi befinder os i en sadan fare, er ikke pa
grund af Ukraine: Ukraine er kun en brik. Det virkelige
problem er, at krafterne i det nuvarende transatlantiske
finanssystem gnsker at bevare kontrollen, og de er naturligvis
ekstremt udfordret af Kinas gkonomiske fremgang, og de
forsgger at inddezmme Rusland, inddzmme Kina. Og det har staet
pa siden Sovjetunionens afslutning, hvor man havde et meget
habefuldt gjeblik — vi kaldte det dengang for “civilisationens
stjernestund” [Sternstunde der Menschheit], for nar
Sovjetunionen brgd sammen, ville der have veret mulighed for
at etablere en international fredsorden, hvilket ville have
e&ndret hele verdensdynamikken. Men som vi nu ved, besluttede
de anglo-amerikanske krafter at forsgge at indfgre en unipolar
verden og brgd deres lgfter til Gorbatjov om, at NATO ikke
ville “bevege sig en tomme” mod gst. Der skete 1 stedet fem
NATO-udvidelser, og med kuppet i 2014 i Ukraine blev den
nuverende optrapning 1 realiteten sat i gang. Det er ikke
engang tilladt at diskutere, at der var en forhistorie fgr
krigsudbruddet den 24. februar i ar.

Men nu er der sket noget utroligt, og det er, at Tysklands
tidligere kansler, Angela Merkel, har givet to utrolige



interviews, det ene til Der Spiegel og det andet til ugebladet
Die Zeit, hvor hun indrgmmede, at hun i virkeligheden aldrig —
og naturligvis ogsad Frankrig — aldrig havde haft til hensigt
at folge Minsk-aftalen til ders, og pa den made bekraftede hun
det, som den tidligere ukrainske prasident Petro Porosjenko
havde navnt for blot en uge eller to siden, nemlig at de
aldrig havde haft til hensigt at gennemfgre Minsk-aftalen, og
blot brugte perioden til at opbygge det ukrainske militer til
NATO-standard. Det var i bund og grund det, som Merkel
bekraftede.

Det er utroligt. Jeg synes, det er meget alvorligt, for det
betyder, at hvad kan man i grunden tro pa, hvis en vestlig
politiker siger noget — og som bekendt skulle Tyskland og
Frankrig vaere garanter for Minsk-aftalen, og vi har altid
kritiseret, at de ikke ydede noget for at handhazve den. Men nu
viser det sig, at det hele var et skuespil.

Ruslands prasident Putin har naturligvis sagt, at han nu
foler, at det var en fejl fra Ruslands side ikke at have
grebet militert ind i Donbass allerede 1 2014, og der var
hardlinere pa det tidspunkt, som grundlazggende havde presset
pa for at fd ham til at gegre det. 0g Putin havde indstillet
sig pa forhandlinger og troede pa Tysklands og Frankrigs
lgfter om, at der ville blive en Minsk-aftale.

Jeg synes, det er virkelig utroligt, og det betyder
simpelthen, at alle angrebene pa de mennesker der sagde, at
Ukraine-historien er mere kompliceret, og at det ikke kun er
Putin, der er den onde, de [disse mennesker-red.] er
grundlaggende retfardiggjorte nu, og jeg synes, at dette bgr
diskuteres pa passende vis i de internationale medier.

Denne situation er fortsat ekstremt farlig, fordi man har
nogle fjollede mennesker i officielle militare positioner, som
for nylig har haft en relativt afslappet snak om brugen af
atomvaben. De forskellige russiske embedsmand har nu sagt, at
man er ngdt til at genoverveje hele Ruslands doktrin, at



Rusland kun vil bruge atomvaben, hvis den russiske stats
eksistens er pa spil, for i mellemtiden har USA flyttet en
masse taktiske atomvdben ind i Europa - mange af dem i
Tyskland — og det tager kun fa minutter for strategiske
bombefly at bazre disse atomvaben ind pd russisk territorium,
og derfor befinder vi os 1igen 1 en situation, som den, der
eksisterede i begyndelsen af 80’'erne med krisen med
mellemdistancemissiler, Pershing 2 og SS-20. Dengang var der
hundredtusinder af mennesker pa gaderne, som advarede om, at
Tredje Verdenskrig var meget tat pa.

Nu er disse mennesker ikke pa gaden, og det er et meget stort
problem. Man kan i gvrigt ogsd sammenligne situationen med
Cuba-krisen, for disse atomvaben er kun fa minutter fra
Ruslands territorium, og forestil jer bare, hvad USA ville
sige, hvis russerne eller kineserne havde atomvaben langs den
mexicansk-amerikanske granse.

Sa fordi vi befinder os i denne utroligt farlige situation,
som i gvrigt er forarsaget af, at den transatlantiske verdens
finansielle system er ved at ga i oplgsning, hvilket man kan
se pa hyperinflationen og centralbankernes absolutte paradoks:
Hvis de 1ikke g@r noget og fortsatter den kvantitative
lempelse, vil hyperinflationen eskalere; hvis de forsgger at
bekempe inflationen med kvantitativ stramning, truer de med
mange geldsatte virksomheders sammenbrud og kapitalflugt ud af
de nyindustrielle markeder. S3a de vakler frem og tilbage, men
der foreligger ingen lgsning inden for systemet.

Det er derfor, at jeg allerede for et stykke tid siden har
foresldet, at vi absolut md tage fat pa dette problem pa en
grundlaggende made, og jeg foreslog en ny international
sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur, som skal tage hensyn til
sikkerhedsinteressen for hvert enkelt land pa planeten, fordi
ellers, hvis man undlader at ggre dette, virker det ikke. Det
historiske referencepunkt er naturligvis den Westfalske Fred,
som afsluttede 150 ars religionskrig i Europa. Efter
Tredivearskrigen, som var hgjdepunktet i den krig, indsa folk,



at hvis de fortsatte, ville der ikke vare nogen tilbage til at
nyde sejren, alle ville vaere degde, og det er en situation, der
kan sammenlignes med i dag.

Sa den Westfalske Fred var ekstremt vigtig, fordi den
fastlagde flere absolut vigtige principper, som var
begyndelsen pa folkenes internationale folkeret.

Det fgrste princip, som de naede frem til, var, at man for
fredens skyld skal tage hensyn til den andens interesser. Jeg
tror ikke, at jeg fortaller jer noget nyt, for det var det
princip, som ogsa en af Mexicos stgrste prasidenter, Benito
Judrez, eftertrykkeligt erklarede, da han sagde, at fred
betyder respekt for den andens interesser, bade i forhold til
andre individer og ogsa i henseende til andre nationer. Det er
et meget vigtigt princip, for nar man tager hensyn til den
andens interesser, er det muligt at skabe en fredsorden. Det
var den Westfalske Fred. Hvis man ikke ggr det, som 1
tilfeldet med Versailles-traktaten, hvor man, pa trods af de
komplekse arsager til at det kom til Fgrste Verdenskrig,
grundleggende erklarede Tyskland for den eneste skyldige part,
0g det forte naturligvis til uretfardige
krigsskadeserstatninger, som fgrte til hyperinflation, som var
arsag til depressionen, som medfgrte Anden Verdenskrig. Sa
hvis man ikke er retfardig i sin fredslgsning, fgrer det til
nye krige.

Det andet princip i den Westfalske Fred var idéen om, at man
for fredens skyld md tilgive den ene eller den anden parts
ugerninger for at opna fred. For hvis man bliver ved med at
gentage: “Du gjorde dette mod mig, jeg gjorde dette mod dig”,
bliver det en evig cirkel, og man vil ikke kunne afslutte
krigen.

Det tredje princip, som var meget vigtigt, er, at statens
rolle i genopbygningen af efterkrigssituationen er sardeles
vigtig. Sa det fgrte til kameralisme og en hel skole for
fysisk gkonomi, som vi ogsa ma overveje.



Nu har vi haft flere konferencer i Schiller Instituttet om
denne idé, og hvis man ser pa konferencerne og listen over
talere, som er ret imponerende, i de sidste to et halvt ar,
kan man faktisk se, at vi er ved at danne en alliance af
mennesker, der serigst overvejer denne tilgang. Naturligvis
blev jeg af mange af dem anmodet om at udarbejde en plan for,
hvordan en sadan ny international sikkerheds- og
udviklingsarkitektur egentlig ville se ud. 0g selv om jeg ikke
foregiver at vare den eneste, der kan definere det, har jeg
lavet et udkast til ti principper, som jeg mener skal
overholdes, hvis man gnsker at indfgre en sadan international
fredsarkitektur. Jeg vil gerne navne dem for jer, og jeg vil
gerne opfordre jer til faktisk at lase teksten, for jeg tror,
at det ville vare utroligt gavnligt for bestrabelserne pa at
bevare freden og overvinde denne nuvarende krigsfare, hvis der
ville vaere en diskussion i medierne, i den akademiske verden
af professorer, af folkevalgte personer, tidligere
folkevalgte, og mange lande ville bidrage med at tilspgrge:
kan menneskeheden faktisk udstede principper, som ggr det
muligt for os at overleve pa lang sigt?

Jeg er meget optimistisk mht., at dette kan lade sig ggre, for
vi er den menneskelige art, vi har en kreativ fornuft, men det
krever en meget bredere diskussion, end vi alene er 1 stand
til at indlede, og derfor vil jeg bede jer om at se pad disse
principper, og hvis I er indforstaet med dem, sa giv dem
videre — s3 meget desto bedre. Hvis I har kommentarer, er I
velkomne: Vi vil oprette en underside i Schiller Instituttet,
hvor vi @gnsker at offentliggere sadanne bidrag.
(https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/30/ten-principles-
of-a-new-international-security-and-development-
architecture/ )

Jeg vil derfor fortalle jer, hvad disse principper er, i det
mindste i kort form, og jeg beder jer lase dem grundigt.

Om det fgrste princip for hvordan en sadan sikkerheds- og
udviklingsarkitektur burde udformes, sagde jeg, at den skal
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gennemfgres af et partnerskab af fuldstendig suverane
nationalstater, suveranitetsprincippet. I dag er det
naturligvis ikke tilfaldet, fordi vi har overnationale
institutioner, som fratager nationerne deres suveranitet, som
f.eks. 1 tilfaldet med EU, og der kan I se, at det ikke
fungerer, fordi det historisk set — lad mig sige det meget
kort: Princippet om suverznitet var et meget vigtigt begreb,
som skulle udvikles. Det opstod ikke oprindeligt, for i Europa
havde man f.eks. pavedgmmet, som er globalt, og derefter havde
man imperierne, Romerriget og andre imperier, og det tog lang
tid, f@r selv de nationale monarkier kunne handhave deres
rettigheder over for denne overnationale struktur, pavedgmmet
og imperiet. Det var fgrst i det 15. arhundrede, at man pa
grund af den fgrste nationalstat med Ludvig XI i Frankrig
havde en suveran nationalstat, som var kendetegnet ved, at
befolkningens levestandard blev fordoblet i lgbet af de 20 ar,
som Ludvig XI regerede. Fordi man for fgrste gang havde det
princip, at det ikke kun var eliterne, etablissementet, adelen
og deres privilegier, der talte, men for fgrste gang havde man
det princip, at det falles gode skulle gges gennem videnskab
og teknologi og en stigning i bybefolkningen.

Samtidig, i det 15. arhundrede, var det Nikolaus af Kues
[Cusa], en af de absolut stgrste universelle tankere, der for
fgrste gang skriftligt fastlagde principperne for den suverane
stat i sit skrift Concordantia Catholica. Der udviklede han
for fgrste gang, at man har et gensidigt retsforhold mellem de
regerede og regeringen. Det skal formidles gennem de valgte
representanter, og disse reprasentanter er juridisk ansvarlige
bade over for de regerede og over for regeringen. S3& det
reprasentative system er den eneste made, hvorpa den enkelte
kan deltage 1 regeringen. Fordi et rent demokrati ikke
fungerer, hvilket allerede Platon og Thukydides erkendte, da
de fandt ud af, at demokratiets modsatte side af mgnten er
tyranni. Sa et grundlaggende demokrati fungerer ikke, fordi
man ikke kan spgrge en million mennesker om hver eneste
beslutning, og det udvikler sig til anarki og kaos, og sa



opstar der naturligvis en tyran.

Det er klart, at denne reprasentative idé er ekstremt vigtig:
Den kraver uddannede statsborgere, for Kkun uddannede
statsborgere kan handhave dette princip. Det er den ulykke,
som mange af demokratierne i Vesten er ramt af lige nu, nemlig
at de formelt set er demokratier, men at de mangler uddannede
borgere, bl.a. fordi ytringsfriheden og pressefriheden er
sterkt hammet.

Det er netop derfor, at jeg lagger sa stor vagt pa
suveranitetsprincippet, for isar 1 krisetider er det kun den
suverezne nationalstat, der kan beskytte almenvellets
interesser. Det er det fgrste princip.

Det andet princip bestar i, at den vigtigste prioritet ma
veare, at disse nationalstater arbejder sammen for at overvinde
og afskaffe fattigdom. P& et tidspunkt, hvor 2 milliarder
mennesker — ngjagtig 1,7 milliarder mennesker ifglge FN's
Verdensfgdevareprogram — er truet af sult, med David Beasleys
ord, som er direktgr for Verdensfgdevareprogrammet, nar 1,7
milliarder mennesker er truet af hungersngd i verden, og
yderligere 2 milliarder mennesker mangler rent vand, er det
meget klart, at deres menneskerettigheder bliver bergvet pa
den mest pafaldende made, fordi fattigdom er en meget alvorlig
kreankelse af menneskerettighederne. Jeg er overbevist om, at
det kan lade sig ggre, hvis alle nationer samarbejder om at
overvinde fattigdommen, som f.eks. Kina har vist, at det kan
gennemfgres: Kina har 1lgftet 850 millioner mennesker i
hjemlandet ud af alvorlig fattigdom, og middelklassen vokser
fra nu ansldet ca. 400 millioner til meget snart at udgegre 600
millioner, og det er noget, som kan gentages i hvert enkelt
land i det sakaldte Globale Syd.

Det tredje princip er idéen om at etablere et moderne
sundhedssystem i alle lande pa jorden. Pandemien har pavist,
at udelukkende de lande som har velfungerende sundhedssystemer
reelt kan ggre noget for at beskytte deres borgeres liv. Kina



var igen det land, der gjorde mest, og man kunne konstatere,
at 1 USA og Tyskland og andre europaiske nationer var
privatiseringen af sundhedssektoren den grundlaggende arsag
til, at de klarede sig sa darligt i kampen mod COVID. Et
anstandigt sundhedssystem er ogsa yderst vigtigt for
levealderen. Hvis man dgr tidligt af sygdomme, som der
allerede eksisterer medicin for, hvor mange mennesker 1
udviklingslandene dgr sa ikke af sygdomme, som man nemt burde
kunne behandle, hvis der var et moderne sundhedsv®sen. Det er
det tredje princip.

Det fjerde princip fastslar, at i betragtning af at vi er den
kreative art, den eneste kendte kreative art i universet,
indtil videre, er det en grundlaggende rettighed, at ethvert
menneske burde kunne udvikle sit kreative potentiale fuldt og
helt. Det kraver universel uddannelse, og det forudsatter
naturligvis, at man har mulighed for at tilegne sig viden om
universel historie, sprog, naturvidenskab og kunst. Men uden
denne uddannelse har mennesker ikke mulighed for at udnytte
det potentiale, som vi alle har iboende i os, pa den mest
fuldgyldige made.

Det femte princip er derfor spgrgsmalet om, hvordan man
finansierer alt dette som en helhed. Naturligvis har man brug
for et kreditsystem, hvor hele formdlet med kreditsystemet er
at opna det, som jeg navnte i de fgrste punkter. Med andre ord
det falles bedste, og at mennesket skal stda i centrum for
gkonomien, ikke profitmaksimering for en 1lille elite. Et
referencepunkt er den made, Bretton Woods-systemet var
tiltenkt af Franklin D. Roosevelt. Jeg forstar, at mange lande
1 udviklingssektoren ikke bryder sig om Bretton Woods-
systemet, men de kender ikke, hvad hensigten var hos
Roosevelt, som dgde pa et uheldige tidspunkt, sa det egentlige
Bretton Woods blev gennemfgrt af Churchill og Truman. De
fastholdt den koloniale struktur, selv om det var Franklin D.
Roosevelts hensigt, at hovedformdlet med Bretton Woods-
systemet netop skulle have varet at overvinde fattigdommen og



gge levestandarden massivt i wudviklingssektoren. Sa det
angiver et referencepunkt, og mange lande i det Globale Syd,
BRICS, Shanghai-samarbejdsorganisationen (SCO), Den Eurasiske
@konomiske Union (EAEU) og andre organisationer 1 det Globale
Syd er i gjeblikket allerede i gang med at skabe et nyt
kreditsystem, en ny international valuta, sa det er faktisk pa
trapperne.

Det sjette princip omhandler tanken om, hvad dette
kreditsystem kan bidrage til. Nemlig at skabe forudsztningen
for en reel udvikling af det Globale Syd, der altid starter
med grundlaggende infrastruktur og derefter gar videre til
industri og landbrug. I den forbindelse er den Nye Silkevej
lige nu det praktiske forslag, der er pa dagsordenen, og
Schiller Instituttet har i lang tid arbejdet pa forslagene om,
hvordan den Nye Silkevej kan blive en Verdenslandbro, der til
sidst forbinder alle kontinenter med tunneller og broer, sa
den virkelig bliver en ny gkonomisk verdensorden, der ggr det
muligt for alle mennesker pa planeten at fa en anstandig
levestandard.

Det syvende princip — og nu bevager vi os narmere ind pa det
filosofiske grundlag for disse mere konkrete skridt - er, at
geopolitikken skal overvindes. Geopolitik wvar den
grundlaggende arsag til to verdenskrige i det 20. arhundrede,
og det udger faren for en Tredje Verdenskrig. Derfor bgr vi
forbyde atomvaben, for disse vaben er s3 destruktive og
dgdbringende, at de absolut ikke bgr tolereres. Det samme
gelder for andre massegdelaggelsesvaben.

Det ottende princip er, at for at overvinde geopolitikken ma
folk lare at taenke i henseende til den ene menneskehed; ikke
tenke i1 nation mod nation, blokke af interessegrupper mod
andre grupper, men fgrst og fremmest tanke som den ene
menneskehed. Den kinesiske prasident, Xi Jinping, har udtrykt
det med sine ord ved at sige, at vi skal have “det falles
samfund for en falles fremtid for menneskeheden”. Jeg har
foresldet, at man bgr anvende Nicolaus af Cusas tankegang, der



som en af sine absolut banebrydende opfattelser udviklede
ideen om Coincidentia Oppositorum — modsatningernes sammenfald
— hvilket betyder, at der altid er et hgjere Ene, som kan
begribes af den menneskelige fornuft, som star over de mange,
og som har en hgjere magt end de mange. Hvis det er meningen,
at folk skal forstd, at man skal satte den ene menneskehed
forst, sa ma man fa dem til at trene sig i at lade vare med at
tenke “min interesse mod din interesse”, for at vende tilbage
til Benito Juarez’ satning: “Den andens interesse indebarer
alle andres interesse”, hvilket betyder den ene menneskehed.
Sa Nicolaus af Cusas filosofiske diskussion om modsatningernes
sammenfald, som er et helt, stort emne i sig selv, er en meget
nyttig made at na frem til dette pa.

Det niende princip, som jeg har foresldet, er, at vi er ngdt
til at give denne nye sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur en
serlig uddybning. Hvordan kan vi give os selv principper, som
pa en made er uangribelige? Jeg tror, og det har jeg overvejet
i meget lang tid, at den eneste made, hvorpa vi i sidste ende
kan fa orden 1 verden, er hvis vi anvender det fysiske
univers’ lovmassighed — som er virkeligheden — pa den
politiske, gkonomiske og sociale orden pa Jorden. Det er en
idé, som ikke er ny. I den europziske filosofi har der f.eks.
altid veret en idé om, at der findes en naturlov. Naturloven
er ifglge denne tradition givet i skabelsesordenen, den star
over den lov, som mennesket har fastsat. Den er pa en made
indbygget i skabelsens orden. En tilsvarende idé finder man i
mange store kulturer. I Indien hedder det, at vi pa Jorden
skal gennemfgre den kosmologiske orden; i Kina benzvnes det
Himlens mandat, som skal styre politikken. Ideen er
grundleggende, at vi skal studere lovmassigheden i det fysiske
univers. Det gode er, at vi pa grund af den moderne videnskab
i stigende grad ved mere og mere om denne lovmassighed.

F.eks. giver de store teleskoper, Hubble-teleskopet og for
nylig James Webb-rumteleskopet, os et utroligt indblik 1,
hvordan universet fremstar. Allerede Hubble-teleskopet viste



os, at der findes mere end 2 billioner galakser. Wow! Jeg
synes, det er helt fantastisk, fordi det giver en fornemmelse
af, at man kan studere denne lovmassighed, og at der kan
drages konklusioner om vores liv pa Jorden, nar det ggres.
Naturligvis er der andre omrader som biofysik eller det
utrolige perspektiv af termonuklear fusionsvidenskab, og hvad
det ville betyde, hvis det kunne gennemfgres kommercielt pa
Jorden med hensyn til rastofsikkerhed og energisikkerhed. Men
ogsa, hvordan solen fungerer, hvordan processer fungerer i
kontrollerede plasmaer. Alt dette vil give os et indblik i
universets lovmassighed og kan vejlede os i, hvordan vi bgr
tilrettelegge vores politiske liv.

Afslutningsvis er det tiende punkt nok det vigtigste, og jeg
er ogsa sikker pa, at det er det mest kontroversielle. Fordi
jeg dybest set fastholder, at mennesket i bund og grund er
fundamentalt godt, og at det derfor i uendelighed er i stand
til selv at perfektionere bade dets kreative andsevner og
sjelens samt karakterens skgnhed gennem studier, gennem
opdagelser og gennem astetisk dannelse.

Dette er et sardeles grundlaggende optimistisk billede af
mennesket, som ikke alle mennesker deler. Men jeg er helt
overbevist om, at Nicolaus af Cusa ogsa pa dette punkt havde
ret, for han sagde, at ondskab ikke er noget, der eksisterer 1
sig selv, men at det er mangel pd udvikling. Det tror jeg
virkelig pa. Hvis man giver alle bgrn mulighed for at fa et
anstendigt hjem, en karlig familie og adgang til en
uddannelse, der optimerer alle de potentialer, der ligger 1
barnet, er der ingen grund til, at folk skulle blive onde
eller gradige eller ubehagelige, eller hvad som helst, men at
de vil vaerdsette deres egen kreativitet mere end alt det, vi
kemper med i dag. Hvis man ser pd de virkelig kreative
mennesker — las f.eks. dialogerne mellem Friedrich Schiller og
Wilhelm von Humboldt eller Albert Einstein og Max Planck — og
man ser, at forholdet mellem mennesker kan blive ét, hvor den
ene elsker den anden pa grund af det kreative potentiale, som



han eller hun udtrykker, og omvendt, og sa har man et
oprigtigt menneskeligt forhold.

Sa jeg tror, at det er absolut muligt. Jeg reflekterede
eksempelvis mange gange over f.eks. Friedrich Schiller, efter
hvem Schiller Instituttet blev opkaldt for 38 ar siden, fordi
jeg mener, at Friedrich Schillers menneskebillede er sa adelt,
at jeg syntes, det burde have indflydelse pa politik. Men
Schiller mente, at fornuftets tidsalder var ved at komme, og
det mente mange af humanisterne 1 det 18. og tidlige 19.
arhundrede ogsa. Jeg spurgte mig selv mange gange, hvorfor det
ikke skete? Fordi jeg vardsatter disse humanisters holdninger
0g synspunkter meget hgjt. Jeg er kommet til den konklusion,
at grunden var, at videnskaben, teknologien og industrien
endnu ikke var udviklet nok til at overvinde fattigdommen 1
kolonierne. Derfor var det ikke engang et spgrgsmal, og de
mest adle ideer hos folk som Leibniz eller Schiller fandtes pa
idéplanet, men det materielle grundlag eksisterede endnu ikke.

Men nu mener jeg, at vi har mulighed for at overvinde
fattigdommen for altid pa grund af de videnskabelige og
teknologiske fremskridt. Der er ingen grund til, at et eneste
menneske skal sulte eller dg tidligt pa grund af mangel pa
medicin. Grundlaggende kan vi opbygge en verden, hvor, hvis
man ser pa de seneste teknologiske gennembrud inden for
kunstig intelligens og digitalisering, hvis disse nye omrader
bruges til det falles bedste, vil de satte folk fri til at
bruge mere tid pa deres kreative udvikling, og hvor livslang
lering og livslang forskning og kreativitet vil blive mere og
mere almindeligt.

Sa jeg tror pa idéen om at kampe for, at folk indser, at
udvikling er ngglen til alting: Udvikling er navnet pa fred.
Udvikling er navnet pa at overvinde det onde, og vi er ikke
bundet i1 en manikaisk verden, hvor det onde og det gode altid
vil eksistere side om side, men at vi i sidste ende kan fa
menneskehedens 1liv til at hange sammen med universets
lovmessighed. 0g at vi derfor har en meget lys fremtid foran



0os, hvis vi handler beslutsomt nu.

Jeg takker jer endnu en gang for at give mig mulighed for at
presentere disse idéer for jer. Hvis I finder dem tiltalende,
sa slut jer til os og hjelp os med virkelig at skabe en ny
gkonomisk verdensorden, som er menneskehedens vardighed
behgrig. Jeg takker jer mange gange. [hzl]

Et skridt vak fra
menneskehedens atomare
tilintetggrelse!

Den 12. december 2022 (EIRNS) — Fglgende erklaring fra Helga
Zepp LaRouche, der stgtter pave Frans’' forslag om at bruge
Vatikanet som mgdested for forhandlinger mellem Rusland og
Ukraine om en diplomatisk lgsning pd krigen i Ukraine, blev
offentliggjort af Schiller Instituttet i dag med henblik pa
international cirkulation, og er ved at blive oversat til
flere sprog for at opna den videst mulige udbredelse.

Til alle trossamfund, folkevalgte reprasentanter,
samfundsorganisationer og mennesker af god vilje i hele verden

Et skridt vak fra menneskehedens atomare tilintetggrelse!

Det internationale Schiller Institut bifalder pave Frans'’
tilbud om at anvende Vatikanet som mgdested for forhandlinger
mellem Rusland og Ukraine om en diplomatisk lgsning pa krigen
1 Ukraine. Konfrontationen mellem USA, NATO og Rusland er
eskaleret til et punkt, hvor et enkelt skridt, selv en
utilsigtet fejltagelse, en fejlfortolkning fra den ene eller
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den anden side, kunne udlgse affyringen af begge parters
samlede atomarsenaler, hvilket kunne fgre til en global
atomkrig, efterfulgt af en atomvinter pa omtrent ti ar,
hvilket formentligt indebzrer, at der efter al sandsynlighed
ikke ville overleve ét eneste menneske.

Ifelge den amerikanske “Arms Control Association”, hvor
hgjtstaende amerikanske embedsma&nd citeres: “Biden har
besluttet ikke at efterleve sit lgfte fra 2020 om at fastsla,
at det eneste formdal med atomvaben udelukkende er at afskrakke
fra et atomangreb mod USA eller dets allierede. I stedet har
han godkendt en version af en politik fra Obama-
administrationen, der lader muligheden for at anvende
atomvaben sta aben, ikke kun som gengaldelse for et
atomangreb, men ogsa for at imgdega ikke-atomare trusler.”

Som reaktion pa denne @&ndring erklazrede den russiske prasident
Putin den 9. december pa en pressekonference i Bishkek i
Kirgisistan, at Rusland vil genoverveje sin atomdoktrin om
udelukkende at bruge atomvaben, hvis den russiske stats
eksistens er truet, og at Rusland kan reagere pa USA’s doktrin
om forebyggende angreb ved at vedtage en tilsvarende politik
om et forebyggende angreb. Det betyder, at vi er et skridt fra
en termonuklear katastrofe.

Vi opfordrer alle mennesker af god vilje til at stgtte pave
Frans’ tilbud, som er blevet stadfastet af Vatikanets
udenrigsminister, Pietro Parolin, om at bruge Vatikanet til at
indlede fredsforhandlinger med det samme og uden forudgdende
betingelser.

Dette er ikke langere et spgrgsmal mellem Rusland og Ukraine,
og det har det aldrig varet. Det ukrainske folk er ligesom det
russiske folk ofre, og deres lidelser bgr straks ophgre. Dette
er blevet et spgrgsmal for hele den menneskelige art, for hvis
en sadan atomkrig indtraffer, vil der ikke eksistere nogen
overlevende.



Vi opfordrer jer til at forenes med os 1 anmodningen om en
diplomatisk lgsning. Deltag endvidere i vores kampagne for at
fa sangkor i hele verden til at synge fredens kanon, “Dona
Nobis Pacem”. Matte stemmerne for fred bevage de ansvarlige i
deres hjerter og sind.

Helga Zepp-LaRouche, Grundlzgger af Schiller Instituttet, 12.
december 2022

Kontakt Schiller Instituttet pa info@schillerinstituteorg
eller PO Box 20244, Washington, D.C., 20041-0244

Schiller Instituttets websted: schillerinstitute.com

Foto: Josh Sorenson, Pexels

Den arabiske verden vender
sig mod @st! Ugens webcast
med Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Fredag den 9. december. Besgget 1 Saudi-Arabien af Kinas
prasident, Xi Jinping, er “en del af en ny strategisk
tilpasning”, forklarede Helga Zepp-LaRouche 1 sin webcast i
dag. “Araberne vender sig mod @st”, og der er indgdet aftaler
for mere end 30 milliarder dollars. Dette er en del af en ny
dynamik, som indebazrer en eksplosiv vakst i BRICS-alliancen.
Dette udger ikke en trussel mod Vesten, havdede hun — Vesten
bor “opgive geopolitikken .. og samarbejde” i stedet for at
fastholde fortidens fejlslagne politik.

Zepp-LaRouche, som i denne uge blev interviewet af den fgrende
russiske tv-personlighed, Vladimir Solovyov, og som modtog
prisen for ytringsfrihed tildelt hende selv og Schiller
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Instituttet af den mexicanske journalistklub, udtalte, at hun
er blevet opmuntret af reaktionen pa de ti principper for en
ny strategisk og finansiel arkitektur, som hun havde
foreslaet. Et nyt kor af verdensborgere er ved at finde
sammen, hvilket er det bedste hab for menneskeheden i lyset af
NATO's fortsatte krigsfremsted.

Transskription af teksten pad engelsk:

HARLEY SCHLANGER: Hello, I’'m Harley Schlanger. Welcome to our
weekly webcast with Schiller Institute founder and chairwoman
Helga Zepp-LaRouche. Today is Friday, Dec. 9, 2022.

And Helga, it's been a busy few days, especially for you:
There were two events that occurred in the last couple of
days. One was an interview with the preeminent talk show host
in Russia Vladimir Solovyov, where he asked you about the 10
fundamental principles that you drafted, and then there was
the award bestowed on you and the Schiller Institute by the
Journalists Club of Mexico, the Freedom of Expression Award.
Why don’t we start with the Solovyov interview? This was
really quite important, wasn’t it?

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes, I think it’'s one of the major talk
shows on Russian TV. And I think it’s very important that
Mr. Solovyov obviously has looked quite in detail at the 10
principles I proposed to have a new international security and
development architecture. [https://schillerinstitute. -
com/blog/2022/11/30/ten-principles-of-a-new-international-
security-and-development-architecture/] And he said it was
very thought-through, and in general he came across with the
idea that there is hope, that a diplomatic solution can be
found. So I think it was important that, now, millions of
Russians now know about these 10 principles. And since we are
also spreading it elsewhere, I'm quite optimistic that,
hopefully, we can put it on the international agenda.

SCHLANGER: It’'s important that at the end he said, “I hope you
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succeed!” And I think the award from the Journalists Club of
Mexico is also something which is part of the spread of these
ideas.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes. I think Mrs. Celeste Saenz, the chairwoman
of the very prestigious Mexican journalists’ association,
basically in her opening speech mentioned the fact that it’s
an outrageous scandal that myself and others are on this
Ukrainian list. And she said the Schiller Institute’s work is
extremely important in times when the freedom of speech is not
guaranteed. So, I'm very happy about this award, because
sometimes, a prophet is not appreciated in his or her own
country, but Mexico is one of my favorite countries, anyway,
so that’'s very, very, good.

SCHLANGER: Mine, too, having lived in Texas for years, and
done a lot of work in Mexico. It’'s a very interesting country,
and very beautiful.

In terms of the spread of these ideas, I think it’s quite
important to look at the motion toward the new financial and
strategic architecture: This week, Xi Jinping was in Saudi
Arabia, for meetings with a number of Arab countries in the
Middle East. This is an extension of the Belt and Road
Initiative, but also the new diplomacy. What do you make of
this?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, this is really important: Because this
has been, in one sense, prepared since Xi Jinping visited the
Middle East in January 2016, when he went to Iran, Egypt, and
Saudi Arabia. And this time, he'’s participated in three
summits, one with the Saudi government; one with the Arab
states, and one with the Gulf Cooperation Council. And China's
Foreign Ministry spokeswoman Mao Ning said this is “epochal”
historic visit. It puts the Chinese-Arab and Chinese-Saudi
relationship on a completely new strategic level. And
generally, the press coverage and observers are saying that
the Arabs are turning East.



Now, that obviously is very big. Not only in this visit to
Saudi Arabia were there economic deals for $30 billion,
concluded 34 contracts. China imports 25% of the Saudi export
of crude oil. But I think even more important than that is
that Xi Jinping was treated with top honors. Six Saudi fighter
jets accompanied his plane, and they colored the sky with the
colors of the Chinese flag, that is, red and gold. And that is
in total contrast to the rather subdued way how Biden was
treated in July when he visited.

And it is very clear that there is a new strategic alignment
going on. This involves the whole BRICS dynamic, because there
are now many countries that want to join the BRICS-Plus, that
is Argentina, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Algeria, Turkey, Iran; and
Russian Foreign Minister Lavrov said that there are altogether
17 countries that have lined up and applied for full
membership in the BRICS. Now, already now, the BRICS has a GDP
which 1is larger than the G7, and if you add all of these
countries, it is very clear that the power center of the world
economy, which already has shifted to Asia, will be amplified
a lot in the direction of the countries of the BRICS-Plus,
plus the countries that work with this organization which is
very quickly growing.

So I think this is very important, and in one sense revives
the spirit of the ancient Silk Road, because the Chinese-Arab
relationship dates back about 2,000 years, and obviously, it
will have an impact on the entire dynamic in the Middle East.
Also, important, is that Xi Jinping had meetings, I think with
40 leaders from regional countries, including the new Prime
Minister of Iraq, Mohammed Shia al-Sudani, and there, also, a
strategic partnership was agreed. And the oil-for-technology
agreement that had existed before, but was dormant because of
all kinds of sabotage and intervening problems, but that
means, also, that Iraq is now looking in the direction of
cooperation with the Belt and Road Initiative.

I think the Western countries, rather than trying to fight



this, which they continue to do with all kinds of racist
statements, like coming from Chatham House almost every day,
they would do so much better if they would adjust to the new
emerging reality, give up the geopolitical confrontationism,
and rather start to cooperate! This is a new world economic
order which is emerging, and it is based on non-interference
in the internal affairs of the other one, it’s based on
respect for the sovereignty of the other one, non-meddling
with the social system, and this is just a much more durable
concept for peace in the world than what we have seen with the
“right to protect” and humanitarian interventions, especially
with the wars against Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Yemen, Libya,
which only resulted in millions of people dying for nothing,
17 million refugees—I mean, this is the biggest human rights
violation which you can imagine. Obviously, it is not being
discussed, but I think the West should really draw the
conclusion out of the failed policies of the last decades, and
join this new arrangement which is emerging, and which brings
hope for many millions of people throughout the entire region.

I'm actually quite optimistic that this is a very, very
important game-changer in the entire region and beyond.

SCHLANGER: And it reflects what you wrote in your article on
the Spirit of Bandung [https://larouchepub.com/hzl/-
2022/4945-the role of the nonaligned mov-hzl.html ] which is
being published in a book, which I should have mentioned at
the outset that this is coming out, now. But it also raises
the question that you brought up: Why would the West be angry
or upset, as though they’re being betrayed, by countries that
are looking out for their own interests and moving into this
new architecture?

Now, in that context, we had the statement from a Trilateral
Commission member from Japan, who raised the question of why
are you forcing us to choose? This is a completely absurd
approach from the West but it’s a self-isolation, isn’t it?
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ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Given the fact that the Trilateral Commission
is an organization which basically represents the
establishment, and then, somebody from Japan saying, don’t
force us to choose, because if we have to choose, we will
choose China over the United States—I think this is also a
sign of the times.

SCHLANGER: We have a very interesting story unfolding 1in
Germany, of the attempted coup that the German police
supposedly foiled-I think there were 3,000 police and security
officials involved in it—-what do you know about this, Helga?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, this is, on the one side, a farce, but it
has a serious background. The farcical part of it is that this
was the biggest raid in the history of the Federal Republic of
Germany, since the Second World War: 3,000 police, special
intervention units, the SEK, and various other units, they
raided altogether 130 apartments; they arrested 25 people.
This was supposedly because they had information that the
Reichsburger, an association of people who basically say the
Federal Republic of Germany does not exist, and since we never
had a peace treaty and there was never a referendum on a new
constitution, they say that the old Kaiser Reich, or the old
Weimar Republic, or whatever, still exists, or they want to go
back to a monarchy. There may be 20,000 people in Germany who
believe this; most of them, and that is also shown by the
pictures, are pensioners, gray-haired people. Supposedly they
were planning a coup, that they were planning to take over the
government.

Now, I think this is a PR stunt if you ever have seen one,
because one parliament member from the Linkspartei said that
she knew about this two weeks ago, as she also knew that many
of the media were informed: Selected mainstream media knew
about it; they had time to prepare background articles, which
suddenly, the records were published on the day of the raid,
so everything was there. The media were along with the
deployment of the police, filming everything—it was the big



story. So, if these Reichsblirger would have been that
dangerous, and with weapons and everything—maybe they have
some weapons—but it’s so out of proportion; if they would have
been so absolutely dangerous then the police should have been
very secretive, not warning anybody ahead of time. But
obviously, the purpose of it was quite different: The purpose
was to discredit these Reichsbirger and all the other
demonstrators, which—-we should not forget the role of the
Bundesamt fur Verfassungsschutz national police agency 1in
previous deployments of the NSU and other deployments against
the rightwing.

So this is a very dubious thing, and it’'s like you take
something which has a little kernel of reality, and then you
blow it up in such a way as to discredit the whole thing. And
everybody knows that there are many people taking to the
streets because of the sanctions, which they feel is a
blowback against the German economy; many firms are going
bankrupt; energy prices are going through the roof; people are
afraid of inflation; many people fear that they won’t get
through the winter because of the exploding energy prices. So
there is a total social ferment, and therefore, if you do what
looks like such a staged operation beforehand, you discredit
those kinds of protests. And then Interior Minister Nancy
Faeser said, “We were looking into the abyss of a terrorist
threat,” with all of these people with their walking canes and
rollators! It’s just not real.

And I think the former President of Russia Dmitry Medvedev
also satirized it, because naturally Russia was blamed again
that they have some hand in that. But the White House
immediately offered support to Germany because these are
people who believe the same QAnon conspiracy narratives, and
this is exactly like the January 6 raid on the U.S. Capitol
building. Now that is also very questionable, and there are a
lot of questions that have arisen as how that was staged.

I think it has a serious background, that it’s being staged



because there is a social ferment, but we should really keep a
clear head about it.

SCHLANGER: And it occurs at a moment when the German
government is losing popularity. The new polls that are coming
out show that they’re dropping fairly quickly, like a rock in
water. And at this point you have Chancellor Scholz, and
Economy Minister Habeck and Foreign Minister Baerbock taking
the point against China. How does that fit into the situation?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: You know, Scholz went to China, and he also
keeps saying that he is not for breaking off relations with
China, and so forth. So he has a slightly different position,
but we have learned from people are in the business, that
Baerbock, whose Foreign Ministry has prepared a China paper,
she apparently-I can only say, we have this from a source-she
apparently sent out her paper to all the German embassies
internationally, pretending this was already accepted German
policy. So, I thought that the Chancellor defines the rules
for foreign policy, but one has to see if this so-called
“foreign minister” decides what Germany’s policy 1is, or the
Chancellor. In any case, it is completely idiotic: If Germany
wants to really commit hara-kiri, then they should continue to
alienate China. And I think Xi Jinping’s state visit to Saudi
Arabia hopefully wakes some people up, that the momentum is
not against China but it is with China. And I hope this is a
wakeup call for some people.

SCHLANGER: Also news from Germany was the admission by former
Chancellor Angela Merkel that the Minsk Agreement was designed
to buy time for Ukraine. That was said by former Ukraine
President Petro Poroshenko before, and now it’s coming from
Merkel. This tasks the whole situation of the pre-special
military operation by Russia in an entirely different light,
doesn’t it?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I think this is really incredible! Because we
always made the point that Germany and France, which were



supposed to be the countries enforcing or encouraging the
Minsk Agreement [for negotiations between the Ukraine
government and the Russian-speaking Donbass region], and we
always said they didn’t do anything. But now it turns out-— and
Merkel said it in two interviews, one with Der Spiegel and
then again with Die Zeit-—that there was no intention to go
ahead with Minsk 2! That there was an intention to gain time
for Ukraine to rearm and become stronger.

I mean, this 1is incredible—and Russian Foreign Ministry
spokeswoman Maria Zakharova correctly said that this means the
whole credibility of Germany is completely destroyed, that
Merkel has admitted that she did not intend to work for peace,
but that the idea was to use lies and manipulation to prepare
for war! This is incredible! And I think it should be at rest
for good the idea that Putin attacked Ukraine without a reason
and out of the blue. Obviously, if Merkel has admitted, as
Poroshenko did, that they were just 1lying to Russia,
misleading Russia in order to arm Ukrainian troops on a NATO
standard, it is putting the truth into the whole story, and it
shows the lies.

Now, this 1is dangerous, because Putin obviously knows about
that as well, and he said that he now thinks it was a mistake
to wait for eight years to react to the attacks on Donbass by
Ukrainian armed forces, which killed 14,000 people, and about
which Russia complained many times to the OSCE; and the OSCE
had never done anything about it. And Putin now says, he
thinks it was a mistake and he should have responded to the
coup in 2014, militarily, immediately. And also, it has
strategic implications when you do that.

So Putin is now also saying that the fact that the United
States 1is putting all these modernized tactical nuclear
weapons into Germany basically may force them to rethink the
Russian nuclear doctrine which says that Russia will never
make a first strike, because they only will use nuclear
weapons when the existence of the Russian Federation is at



stake. Now, he says, putting these weapons in such close
vicinity to the Russian border means that Russia may not have
time to go for a second strike—-I mean, this is really
escalating the spiral toward nuclear war, and it 1is just
totally disgusting.

SCHLANGER: You also have the discussion under way about the
Ukrainian strikes on Russian air bases inside Russia. Some
people are saying it’'’s a provocation to force Russia to
respond, it would lead then to a further escalation. So it
does appear as though the whole situation is escalating as you
are warning.

Now, there was an event on Dec. 6 by Chatham House on
“Russia’s War on Everybody” [https://www.chathamhouse.org/-
events/all/members-event/russias-war-everybody] and what they
laid out is their racist view that Russia has an imperial
doctrine that predates Putin, that that is the danger. And
this, of course, fits in with the talking points that have
come from the British from the beginning. I don’t know if
you’'ve had a chance to watch the video, but what do you make
of this kind of discussion going on now in this context?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, it just is one more confirmation that it
is, again and again, the British who are instigating the
escalation. As Boris Johnson, who in April personally flew
into Kiev to sabotage the then-existing negotiations to which
Zelenskyy had already agreed. And you can actually say that it
was to Boris Johnson’s credit that 100,000 people have died
since—including Ukrainians. So it’s just totally disgusting.

I think this double standard, people should really look at
that. The former Prime Minister of the Czech Republic Jiri
Paroubek, he just came out and said that all the upset about
Russia attacking the infrastructure in Ukraine, targetting the
electricity supplies, that that is completely phony. And then
he quotes the NATO spokesman James Shea from the time of the
1999 NATO bombing of Yugoslavia, who said, yeah, sure, we're


https://www.chathamhouse.org/events/all/members-event/russias-war-everybody
https://www.chathamhouse.org/events/all/members-event/russias-war-everybody

bombing the electricity because that’s also used by the
military and this is completely legitimate to do. So, Paroubek
says that after these statements, you cannot apply a double
standard, because Russia just learned from NATO what you do in
such a situation.

SCHLANGER: Not to mention what was done in Iraq by the United
States and NATO.

Now, Helga, this does bring us back to what we started with,
which is the importance of the 10 fundamental principles that
you laid out, to move to a new strategic and financial
architecture. I know there’s a lot of discussion that’s going
on. It has to continue, and in fact, be raised to a higher
level, and should be discussed by governments. But what’s your
sense of where we have to go from here, to bring these ideas
into the policies of governments?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, I'm quite encouraged, because a lot of
people who have looked at these 10 principles are reacting
very well. They say it’'s a very serious and well thought-
through conception, because these 10 principles are not
programmatic points: They’re principles and I try to look at
the situation and say what must be remedied about what
prevents peace? I took the Peace of Westphalia as an example,
where one of the principles that came out of that was the idea
that if you want to have peace, you have to take into account
the interest of the other. There can be no lasting peace, if
one or two or more parties are neglected. That's a very
important principle.

So my 10 principles start off with the idea that you have to
have an alliance of perfectly sovereign nations, because
otherwise you have no accountability; supranational
institutions just don’t work. So the principle of sovereignty
is the first idea.

Then the idea of overcoming poverty as the most important



task, because if there are 2 billion people threatened with
starvation, that is right now the most urgent task.

Naturally, a world health system.

And then the second part basically goes into the philosophical
considerations which have to be the underpinning of such an
approach: And I refer to those conceptions in the different
cultures which say that there is a higher lawfulness which has
to be respect, which in European history was called “natural
law”; in India it’'s called “cosmology,” which needs to be
applied on the planet; in China, it’s called the “Mandate of

Heaven."”

1

These are important ideas. I refer in one principle to
Cusanus’ [Nicholas of Cusa] “Coincidence of Opposites” as a
way of thinking: How you can think the One, which has a higher
power than the Many—-the one humanity which is more important
than the many nations.

And then finally, the 10th principle is that the nature of man
is that man is essentially good, and that all evil comes from
a lack of development.

Now, I'm just referencing these very briefly, but I think
these ideas must be discussed, because we have to come to
principles which unite humanity, and not divide it. So I would
encourage you, our viewers, to read these principles, and if
you want, write something about it. We will introduce, on the
Schiller website a page where important articles that are
contributed will be published. And then hopefully, we will get
other organizations to enter such a dialogue, because we need
actually a chorus of world citizens who say, we need a change
in the paradigm, because if we are going into nuclear war,
there will be nobody left. So that means that everybody has to
take responsibility to remedy this present, very dangerous,
but also very hopeful situation, and bring it to a better
direction. [https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/30/ten--
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principles-of-a-new-international-security-and-development-
architecture/ ]

SCHLANGER: The responses that I’'ve been getting are people who
are saying, initially, well, this is hard to do on a
philosophical level. But then if you ask them, “How far has
pragmatism and Realpolitik gotten us? That’'s why we’re in this
crisis.” And in fact, you only overcome this kind of crisis by
moving to the higher basis for agreement.”

Helga, I thank you for joining us today. I think the
developments of this last week, including the interviews that
you and your associates are doing, the award in Mexico, the
developments around China and the Middle East, all point in a
hopeful direction. But we still have to engage more people in
this process, and the fundamental principles drafted by Helga
Zepp-LaRouche will be appended to the webcast today, at the
bottom of the description section, so you can read them and
comment on them.

So Helga, thanks for joining us, and we’ll see you next week.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes, till next week. [hzl/hcs]

‘Solovyov Live’ Interviewer
Helga Zepp-LaRouche om de Ti
Principper

Dec. 7, 2022 (EIRNS)-Vladimir Solovyov aired a 2l-minute
interview with Helga Zepp-LaRouche on Dec. 7.

VLADIMIR SOLOVYOV: Well, unfortunately, that’'s about my
German, so if you don’t have anything against it, we’'ll try
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English. I'm sorry for being a late a couple of minutes. You
know, those Russians, they’re never good on time. There’s
always a problem with Russians being good on time! [laughter]

I have to say: I was quite impressed with your very tough
point of view, should I say that? very revolutionary.
Definitely not mainstream of current European political ideas.
How come? It looks like the Dawn of Europe, the book that was
written more than a 100 years ago, suddenly comes true. What
are we facing right now? And what should be done, in order to
save the world?

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, I think the problem is that we are,
as some of the Russian officials have stated recently, we are
already at a state of war between NATO and Russia, and many
people in many countries are extremely worried that this may
lead to nuclear war. And if it would come to that, I don’t
think it would be a limited nuclear war. I think regional war,
the use of only tactical nuclear weapons, I think this is all
ruled out. And if it comes to the use of only one single
nuclear weapon, it would have the danger of a global nuclear
and that would mean the annihilation of civilization.

And for me, I think you have to start with that: This is why I
have suggested principles, 10 principles for a new
international security and development architecture, which 1is
drawing very much on the example of the Peace of Westphalia
which ended 150 years of religious war in Europe. And I'm
really fighting very hard to put this on the agenda before it
is too late.

SOLOVYOV: So what are those 10 principles? And what makes you
think that current political power in Germany, but basically
in U.S.A.—we realize that; whatever is there right now in
Germany, it’s just a reflection, it’s just another projection
of American point of view—that they will hear you? That you
won’'t be punished severely for your point view. Because now
it’s not—it’s impossible to talk about the freedom of speech



and the freedom of philosophical ideas in Europe.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I know it’s not allowed, and you are being
ostracized immediately, and worse. But I think we are in a
situation-I mean, this is not a tenable situation. Germany,
for example, has lost all of its sovereignty with the present
government, at least concerning certain ministers. We are
running against a collapse in Germany: The economic situation
is absolutely devastating. The result of the sanctions, which
Germany imposed against Russia, on orders practically of the
United States, 1s boomeranging, and the blowback 1is
threatening the existence of Germany as an industrial nation.
So this will become apparent in the next weeks and months.

And I think we are in an epochal change: It’s not just a war
between the West and Russia, but the result of the policies
imposed against Russia in particular, have led to a
counterreaction: The entire Global South is in a revolutionary
spirit to establish a just new economic order, and this is a
revival of the Non-Aligned Movement, which was already on that
course in the 1970s, and now I think it is unstoppable. You
have the emergence of a completely new system, which is the
BRICS, the SCO (the Shanghai Cooperation Organization), the
Eurasian Economic Union, all of these countries are reacting
to the policies coming especially from the British and the
United States, and they’re forming a new world economic order.

Some people may think it is enough if you have a multipolar
world; the unipolar world is definitely over. But I am of the
opinion that even multipolarity is not sufficient, because it
still has the potential of a geopolitical confrontation. So
this is why I think the most advanced proposal to overcome
that in the present world comes from President Xi Jinping, who
is talking about the “shared community of the future of
mankind.” My 10 principles are basically an effort to
elaborate principles how we can get people to understand what
the new paradigm is, in which we have to move. That is a very
deep philosophical conception: I've been working together with



my late husband, Lyndon LaRouche, on that for the better part
of the last 50 years. So I'm convinced that this is resonating
with what the world right now urgently needs, which is a new
conception—-the question, really, 1is can we as a human
civilization give ourselves an order which allows the long-
term survivability of our species? So this is the biggest
challenge to our intelligence you can have. And since I’'m-and
that’s the 10th point of my 10 principles—I'm convince that
man is fundamentally good, and that the evil in the world 1is
the result of a lack of development.

So I'm confident. I think the danger is incredibly big, but on
the same time, I'm also extremely optimistic that a solution
to this present calamity can be found.

SOLOVYQOV: So what are those 10 principles? What are they? How
dare you bring those 10 principles to the world of Schwab! Who
is saying that humanity is a disease, and it’s better to be
without humanity for the world! So how come that, nowadays,
you're coming with basically, let’'s say “humanitarian
tradition” of understanding humanity? Instead of modern
liberal, Nazi view, where basically humanity should be
destroyed?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, I think the present world order, in large
part suffers from the problem of oligarchism: That is not a
new phenomenon. You had empires, the Roman Empire, the
Byzantine Empire, the Venetian Empire, the British Empire,
which in one sense still exists, and these forms of government
were based on the idea that you have a small, powerful elite,
sometimes the aristocrats, sometimes the financial elite, and
that they have all the privileges and rule over backward
masses of people. That system is the origin of what a former
President of the Czech Republic, Vaclav Klaus, calls the
“green delirium,” which is the idea that we are living in a
world of finite resources, that you have to have management of
scarcity, and all of this.



But that’s not the real universe. The good thing is that man
is different from animals, because we are capable of
discovering universal principles about the physical universe.
This is called scientific and technological progress, and when
we apply that progress in the production process, then it
leaves to an increase in the living standard, the longevity of
people. So, I think we have reached the point now where the
evolution of mankind is at a point where we have to adjust the
political and economic order to the actual lawfulness of the
physical universe, if we want to survive. That is not a new
idea: That was actually a philosophical conception in Europe,
it was called “natural law.” You have the same idea in other
cultures. In India, for example, it’'s called “cosmology,”
where basically politics is supposed to implement the
lawfulness of the cosmos. You have the same idea in Chinese
philosophy, with the “Mandate of Heaven.” So in all great
cultures, you have the idea that there is a higher lawfulness
which we have to respect, or bring about destruction.

So I think we are in a very optimistic change of an epoch. I
would call it that mankind is about to reach the age of
adulthood.

SOLOVYOV: [laughs] That is very optimistic, should I say! But
by reaching the age of adult, we have to face quite new
challenges. One of them is that Europe is basically put in an
Iron Curtain, by trying to recognize Russia as a “sponsor of
terrorism” state, they are just cutting all possible ties that
have been left, and it’s leading us to a completely new
scenario. Europe without Russia is basically a very small
place!

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Right now, the mainstream media and the major
political parties, as they are represented in the European
Parliament, which made this resolution about Russian being a
terrorist state, that is the surface. And if you only look at
the mass media, you get the impression that that is everything
there is. But we are organizing people: Look, there are



demonstrations in all European countries, to end the war, to
have a peaceful negotiation, use diplomacy already, and many
people are demonstrating in east Germany, in Belgium, 1in
France, in Italy, even in Great Britain. So I think, this is a
very dangerous moment, obviously, but I think that as the
crisis will become bigger, and you have hyperinflation, the
energy prices, the food prices, I think we are heading towards
a very big moment of decision. And what the Schiller Institute
is trying to do, 1s we are organizing international
conferences, which have to be virtual because of the still
existing pandemic conditions, and we are trying to bring
together people from all over the world.

I have initiated something which is called-I should
explain—Friedrich Schiller, after whom the Schiller Institute
is named, had the idea that there must not be contradiction
between patriots and world citizens. So, given the fact that
the danger of nuclear war makes everybody, instantly a world
citizen, because the whole world is challenged, so I've called
for a world citizens’ movement. And since I was born 1in
Trier—which some people may recognize the importance of that-I
have called for “World Citizens of All Countries, Unitel!”
[laughs] in which I find a certain irony.

But many people have responded. We’ve had three conferences
already with many sitting and former parliamentarians, and
former ministers and Presidents from Latin America, who have
issued a call to all parliamentarians and elected officials of
the world to join this movement, and fight essentially for
these 10 principles, and a new security and development
architecture.

SOLOVYOV: So you are still an optimist? Do you still think
that humanity is going to survive?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Oh, yes! You know, obviously, the danger 1is
enormous, because if it comes to nuclear war, there will not
be even an historian left to investigate the reasons why it



came to this point. So I'm not unaware of the incredible
danger. But I believe that the majority of the world 1is
already creating a new system: The BRICS countries already
have a GDP which is higher than that of the G7. And you saw at
the recent G20 meeting, despite incredible pressure, the
majority of the countries of the Global South do not want to
change sides! Even the Trilateral Commission, which 1is
really—not exactly my kind of organization—-the Japanese
representative of the Trilateral Commission just recently
said, telling the United States and Great Britain, do not
force us to choose sides between China and the United States,
because if we are forced, we will choose China. This came from
Japanese Trilateral Commission members!

So the spirit 1is really not-people do not want this
geopolitical confrontation any longer. And I think there is a
tremendous chance-look, Modi, who will chair the G20 in the
coming year, just wrote a very beautiful statement, where he
echoed essentially what I'm saying, that there are people who
say that man is evil, but he says, no, the fact that there are
so many aspirations in religion and philosophy that man 1is
fundamentally good. And I think that with the leadership of
India in the G20, you will see that the Global South will have
a much great voice.

And we are trying to convince people in the United States and
in Europe to join with that new system, rather than trying to
oppose it. And, OK, maybe that will not function, but I'm
optimistic that it’s the only choice: Because we have to get
the United States and Europe to cooperate with the countries
of the Global South and China. If the United States and China,
which are the two largest economies of the world, are not
working together, then no problem of the world can be solved.
On the other side, if we succeed in showing that there is an
advantage for everybody, to solve poverty-I mean poverty
should be eliminated! It is the biggest violation of human
rights you can imagine. So, all I want to say, is that what we



are proposing 1is actually in cohesion with the wishes and
desires of the world population.

SOLOVYQV: Well! But how can you imagine those guys in U.S., 1n
U.K., in Germany, giving up the complex of superiority, where
they still consider the other part of humanity, according to
Kipling, half-beast, half-humans, as in the burden of the
white man? So how can you imagine Americans suddenly
recognizing that they’re not the chosen nation? They won’t
count it! They don’t want to do it! No one ever gave up the
complex of superiority before being defeated. There is no
brain to apply to: Look at Biden! There is no brain to apply
to! There is a number of stereotypes! And that’s about it.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yeah, but look, Josep Borrell from the EU made
this incredible statement that the EU is a beautiful garden..

SOLOVYOQOV: Yes, surrounded by jungle.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: And that made him the laughingstock of the
whole world!

SOLOVYOV: But he is an idiot! And he represents the diplomacy
of the EU! What kind of idiot right now represents the EU as
the top diplomat? That’'s annoying!

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes. But, in a certain sense, you have to laugh
about it, as many countries of the Global South are doing.

The countries of the developing sector are right now in a mood
where they recognize that this is the effort to keep the
colonial order. But that is not-Look, all of these countries
have a different tradition. The United States, for example,
made their independence in the War of Independence against the
British Empire. And the Constitution of the United States was
the first real republic in the history of mankind, and if you
look at the principles of Benjamin Franklin, of George
Washington, of John Quincy Adams—John Quincy Adams said
exactly what we are saying today, that you need a partnership



of perfectly sovereign republics and the United States should
not go out and look for foreign monsters. And then, Lincoln
had the same idea. Franklin D. Roosevelt, when he designed the
Bretton Woods system, it was meant as the first priority to
overcome the underdevelopment of the developing countries.
Even Kennedy had a beautiful idea about the role of technology
would solve all the poverty in the Third World. So there is a
tradition in the United States which is completely different.
The problem with the United States right now is that they have
adopted the model of the British Empire as the basis to rule
the world in a unipolar world, in a unipolar style. But that
is not the whole United States! The people of the United
States are essentially good. It is what some people call the
“MICIMATT”—you know, Ray McGovern-—

SOLOVYOV: Right.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: It'’s the military-industrial complex, plus the
Congress, plus the media, plus Silicon Valley, but that is a
small minority. They look like the all-powerful force right
now, but I think this other tradition of America is there, and
we are trying very hard to make a revival of the best
traditions of the United States.

SOLOVYOV: I hope that you succeed. I hope you succeed!
Unfortunately, our time is running out. And excuse my smile:
The reason is that my wife’s name is Olga Sepp [ph], so when I
see Helga Zepp, I feel like I'm talking to a relative, should
I say! [laughter]

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: That’'s funny!

SOLOVYOV: Yes, that's quite unusual. And, I love what you're
saying! And I love your very sweet, idealistic, but very
thought-through, based on the belief that human are better
than they are.

The only minor thing is: The Founding Fathers of the United
States, after all about democracy and “human rights,” shall we



say, so they all owned slaves. So, their definition of free
men, were only for WASPs, and that’s what makes us Russians
being so careful when we’'re dealing with the West-the
definition of every word. You have to be sure that you
understand words in the same way. In any other case, we're
running into problems all the time.

It was a pleasure, and I to continue our discussions in the
coming future. [hzl]

Der er en stor verden derude,
der venter pa, at “Vesten”
skal slutte sig til den!

Den 6. dec. 2022 (EIRNS) — Mange mennesker havder, at
forslaget om, at nationer og folkeslag kan finde sammen til
gavn for hele menneskeheden, er utopisk nonsens, aldrig vil
ske og ikke er muligt, fordi enkeltpersoner, og derfor
nationer, i bund og grund udelukkende lever “for deres egen
skyld”, og ikke for alvor bekymrer sig om andre end “deres
egne”. Det, insisterer visse, er “den menneskelige natur”.

Narendra Modi, premierministeren i Indien, en gammel nation,
hvis befolkning udger en sjettedel af den samlede menneskehed,
er lodret uenig i dette synspunkt.

Indien overtog formandskabet for G20-landene den 1. december.
I en artikel, der blev offentliggjort samme dag pa hans blog
og 1 den indiske presse, skrev Modi, at Indien har til hensigt
at bruge det ar, hvor landet har formandskabet for denne
gruppe af forskellige nationer, til at fremme “.. et
grundlaggende skift i tankegang til gavn for menneskeheden som
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helhed”.

Han argumenterer: Menneskeheden har hidtil levet under forhold
med knaphed og kampet om begrensede ressourcer, og den er
stadig “fanget i det samme nulsumspil” den dag i dag. Det kan
nu andres, for “i dag har vi midlerne til at producere
tilstrekkeligt til at opfylde de grundlzggende behov hos alle
mennesker 1 verden... Teknologien af i1 dag tilvejebringer
ligeledes midlerne til at 1lgse problemerne for hele
menneskeheden.” At opnd dette bgr vare dagsordenen for G20-
processen, erklarede han.

Modi er klar: Det er ikke kun, at vi nu har midlerne til at
tage os af alle, men det er menneskets grundlaggende natur at
ville sgrge for det. Premierministeren anfgrte:

“Nogle vil maske havde, at konfrontation og gradighed netop er
menneskets natur. Jeg er uenig. Hvis mennesker i sagens natur
var egoistiske, hvad ville sa forklare den vedvarende
tiltrekningskraft af sa mange spirituelle traditioner, der
hylder, at vi alle grundlaggende er ét?”

Schiller Instituttet er helt enig! Schiller Instituttets leder
Helga Zepp-LaRouches insisteren pa at inspirere til begrebet
“En Menneskehed”, som alle nationer deltager i, er i sidste
ende baseret pa det sidste af de ti principper, som hun
fremlagde den 22. november som “stof til eftertanke og en
dialog mellem alle mennesker, der er engagerede for at finde
et grundlag for en verdensorden, der garanterer den
menneskelige arts varige eksistens”. I hendes tiende princip
fastslas felgende:

Den bazrende antagelse for det nye paradigme er, at mennesket
grundleggende er godt og 1 stand til wuendeligt at
perfektionere sit sinds kreativitet og sin sj®ls skegnhed, og
at det er den mest avancerede geologiske kraft i universet,
hvilket beviser, at sindets og det fysiske univers’
lovmassighed er i overensstemmelse og sammenhang, og at alt



ondt er resultatet af manglende udvikling og derfor Kkan
overvindes.

Modi skrev, at “Indiens G20-formandskab vil bestrazbe sig pad at
fremme denne universelle fglelse af enhed”. Pa to mgder den 5.
december foreslog han lederne af alle Indiens politiske
partier og ogsa sit eget, BJP, at de i lgbet af det kommende
ar ogsa skulle vare med til at bringe denne diskussion til
Indiens enorme, forskelligartede befolkning.

I dag har Ruslands velkendte gkonom og nuvarende minister med
ansvar for integration og makrogkonomi 1 Den eurasiske
gkonomiske Kommission, Sergey Glazyev, givet sit besyv med i
denne globale dialog. Han postede Zepp-LaRouches ti principper
pa sin Telegram-kanal med kommentaren: “Gode forslag fra
@ZeppLaRouche om principperne for overgangen til et nyt
globalt sikkerhedssystem”.

Den russiske prasidents assistent, Jury Ushakov, abnede
ligeledes det arlige Primakov-lasningsforum med en henvisning
til de nye principper, der giver liv til nye institutioner.
“[Man] kan allerede nu antage, at en ny stark, konstruktiv
kraft er ved at tage form pad eurasisk jord, det, man kan kalde
verdensflertallet, som forsvarer retfardige og universelle
principper og tilgange”, sagde han og bemzrkede, at Afrika og
Latinamerika ogsa afviser en verdensorden baseret pa “regler
bestemt af hvem som helst” frem for de falles interesser.

Saudi-Arabien forbereder sig pa at byde den kinesiske
preasident Xi Jinping velkommen pa onsdag til en rakke mgder i
denne uge med deltagelse af omkring 30 nationer, herunder et
kinesisk-arabisk topmgde og et mgde i Kinas og Golfstaternes
Samordningsrad. Kina har fremlagt sine egne principper for,
hvordan man kan katalysere den generelle udvikling gennem
landets Globale Udviklings- og Globale Sikkerhedsinitiativer.

Den verdensomspandende diskussion om de principper, som
Schiller Instituttets Zepp-LaRouche forsggte at fremprovokere,



er 1 gang og breder sig hurtigt. Indien, Rusland og Kina udggr
ikke sma aktgrer!

Er det ikke pa tide, at amerikanerne og europzerne stiger ned
fra deres hgje heste o0g slutter sig til resten af
menneskeheden som bevidste partnere for at fgre menneskeheden
ind i en helt ny epoke, hvor nationer samarbejder til gensidig
fordel for alle og enhver?

Det globale malthusianske oligarki, der er samlet omkring den
britiske krone og dets amerikanske lakajer, betragter sig selv
som en sarskilt art og agter ikke give op sa let. Men hvad sa?
Som den engelske digter og patriot Percy Shelley skrev: “I er
mange, de er fa”.

Foto: RAJESH KUMAR VERMA, Pexels, CCO

Definitionen pa succes:

LaRouche-faktoren 1 den
nuvarende strategiske
situation

Den 7. december 2022 (EIRNS) — “Jeg haber, at I far succes.
Jeg haber det lykkes for jer!”

Det var de afsluttende bemzrkninger fra Vladimir Solovyov,
vert for “Solovyov Live”, Ruslands store tv-talkshow, der
foglges af millioner af seere, ved afslutningen af et 21
minutter langt interview 1 morges med Schiller Instituttets
grundlagger, Helga Zepp-LaRouche. I diskussionen havde Zepp-
LaRouche advaret om, at “vi allerede befinder os 1 en


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/12/definitionen-paa-succes-larouche-faktoren-i-den-nuvaerende-strategiske-situation/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/12/definitionen-paa-succes-larouche-faktoren-i-den-nuvaerende-strategiske-situation/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/12/definitionen-paa-succes-larouche-faktoren-i-den-nuvaerende-strategiske-situation/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/12/definitionen-paa-succes-larouche-faktoren-i-den-nuvaerende-strategiske-situation/

krigstilstand mellem NATO og Rusland, og mange mennesker 1
adskillige lande er ekstremt bekymrede for, at dette kan fgre
til atomkrig”. Hun havdede, at en sadan krig ville betyde
civilisationens udslettelse, og at “det er derfor, jeg har
foreslaet principper, 10 principper, for en ny international
sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur, som i hgj grad tager
udgangspunkt i eksemplet med den Westfalske Fred, der
afsluttede 150 ars religionskrig i Europa. 0g jeg kamper
virkelig meget hardt for at fa dette pa dagsordenen, fgr det
er for sent.”

Efter at have adspurgt Zepp-LaRouche om, hvordan dette var
muligt, 1 betragtning af den nuvarende forpligtelse 1 Vesten
til unipolar plyndring og angreb pa suveraznitet; og efter at
have lyttet opmerksomt til hendes detaljerede forklaring om,
at “der er en tradition i USA, som er fuldkommen anderledes”
end den nuvarende politik, en tradition, der gar tilbage til
Washington, Quincy Adams, Lincoln og FDR; svarede Solovyov:
“Jeg elsker det du siger!”, og roste Zepp-LaRouches
“idealistiske, men meget gennemtankte” politiske forslag -
samtidig med at han med forsigtighed bemzrkede, at russerne
skal vare “sa varsomme, nar vi har med Vesten at ggre”.

Senere pa dagen tildelte Mexicos Journalistklub deres
prestigefyldte 2022-pris for “fremme af ytringsfrihed” til
Schiller Instituttet og dets grundlagger, Helga Zepp-LaRouche,
for instituttets modige kamp for retfardighed og udvikling for
alle nationer.

I sit videobudskab med paskegnnelse, som blev afspillet ved
prisoverrakkelsen i overvarelse af en stor del af den
nationale og internationale presse i Mexico samt landets
gverste politiske reprasentanter, understregede Zepp-LaRouche
endnu en gang, at “vi befinder os pa et utroligt afggrende
tidspunkt i verdenshistorien, hvor vi pa den ene side er truet
af en mulig global atomkrig, pad den anden side af den hurtige
fremkomst af en ny retfardig gkonomisk verdensorden”. Hun
tilfgjede, at “Mexico kan spille en enestdende rolle, ikke



blot for at hjelpe med at fa hele Latinamerika til at arbejde
med Balte- og Vej-Initiativet, men i betragtning af dets
historiske og geografiske placering kan det ggre noget, som
menneskehedens eksistens kunne afhange af: at fa USA og Kina,
de to stgrste gkonomier pa planeten, til at arbejde sammen om
en falles udvikling af det latinamerikanske kontinent og hele
det Globale Syd.”

Der opnas imponerende fremskridt i retning af en sadan ny
international arkitektur for sikkerhed og udvikling i mange
dele af verden — uden for USA og Europa. Den kinesiske
prasident, Xi Jinping, ankom f.eks. 1 dag til Saudi-Arabien
for at deltage i tre beslegtede topmgder (Kina-Saudi-Arabien,
Kina-arabiske stater og Kina-Golf Samarbejdsradet).
Udenrigsministeriets talskvinde Mao Ning meddelte, at besgget
“vil udgegre en epokeggrende milepal i de arabisk-kinesiske
forbindelsers historie”, og at “vi haber, at vi i fallesskab
kan handle i forbindelse med det Globale Udviklingsinitiativ
og det Globale Sikkerhedsinitiativ, ggre fremskridt med hensyn
til Balte- og Vej-samarbejdet af hgj kvalitet og bidrage til
fred og udvikling i Mellemgsten og i verden som helhed”.

P& samme made har den kinesiske regering netop annonceret
ferdiggerelsen af en 10 km lang tunnel under Yangtze-floden,
som vil indeholde tre naturgasrgrledninger, hvilket er en
afgerende komponent i den 8.100 km lange gstrute-rgrledning,
som Kina og Rusland aftalte at bygge tilbage i 2019, og som
vil forsyne Shanghai med russisk gas inden 2025.

I mellemtiden er Storbritannien sunket ned i en depression,
som ifglge Confederation of British Industry vil veare
ensbetydende med “et tabt arti” for den gkonomiske vakst — det
nestvaerste i Europa, kun overgaet af Tyskland. Ungarn har
erklaret en energikrise, da folk er begyndt at hamstre den
knappe benzin og andre produkter, og forventer en 30 % mangel
pa de ngdvendige energiforsyninger. 0g i USA har FED'’s
desperate renteforhgjelser veret med til at udlgse et fysisk
gkonomisk sammenbrud og hyperinflation pa samme tid.



Saledes LaRouche-faktoren. “Vi forsgger at overbevise folk i
USA og Europa om, at de skal tilslutte sig det nye system 1
stedet for at forsgge at modsatte sig det”, forklarede Zepp-
LaRouche 1 sit interview med Solovyov. “Jeg er optimistisk og
tror, at dette er det eneste valg: Fordi vi er ngdt til at fa
USA og Europa til at samarbejde med landene i det Globale Syd
og Kina.”

Vil der ske et gennembrud for
diplomatiet?

Den 5. dec. 2022 (EIRNS) - Selv mens Victoria Nuland
(planleggeren af kuppet i 2014) stormer til Kiev for at fremme
en ubarmhjertig kamp mod Rusland, snarere end nogen form for
forhandling, og mens ukrainske embedsma&nd stiller betingelser
for forhandlinger, der effektivt fuldstandigt udelukker
diskussioner med Rusland, er der voksende krafter 1 hele
verden, der modsatter sig USA’s, Storbritanniens og NATO's
hensigt om at knuse Rusland og Kina. Men vil disse krafter
finde den ngdvendige organisering og ledelse til at fremtvinge
et paradigmeskifte?

De seneste begivenheder tyder pa, at dette er en tid for store
forandringer:

Elon Musk ggr rent i Twitters beskidte,”augeiasiske” stalde,
ved gennem journalister at offentligggre samarbejdet bag
kulisserne med regerings- og politiske embedsme&nd for at
traffe afggrelser om madeholdenhed, herunder op til valget i
USA i 2020. Hvis en sadan koordinering ikke er indblanding i
valget, sagde Musk, sa ved han ikke, hvad der er det. Den
proces, han har sat i gang, kan spille en vigtig rolle 1
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frigerelsen af den velovervejede tankegang, og modvirke
tendensen til stigende censur under dzkke af at afslgre (endog
pa forhand) det der kaldes “misinformation”.

At den franske prasident Emmanuel Macrons lunkne forslag om
stgtte til Ruslands sikkerhedsinteresser blev mgdt med et
ramaskrig af modstand fra ukrainske embedsmend afspejler ikke
styrken af den ukrainske position, men hvorledes dens
opretholdelse afhanger af at forhindre diskussion af
situationen i omradet.

I Kina blev protesterne mod COVID-foranstaltningerne
offentliggjort af vestlige medier som varende muligvis et
varsel om praesident Xi Jinpings undergang. Men Kina har blot
foretaget en fornuftig opdatering af sine COVID-
foranstaltninger i samarbejde med sundhedseksperter og ledere
af tenketanke.

I mellemtiden viser den kaotiske situation i USA’s politiske
diskurs, at der er behov for en ledelseskvalitet, som ellers
mangler hos offentlige personligheder “fra gengse rzkker”.

Menneskehedens falles mal ses i den ceremonielle start pa
opfgrelsen af “Square Kilometer Array-teleskopet” den 5.
december og den 207 sekunder lange affyring af Artemis’ Orion-
kapsel kun 126 km. fra Manen, hvilket satter den pa kursen til
at vende tilbage til Jorden i lgbet af n®ste uge.

Men den kvalitet af drgftelserne, der er ngdvendig for at
ske&nke verden en fred praget af bekazmpelse af fattigdom,
infrastruktur og gkonomisk fremgang samt kulturel forbedring —
den eneste mulige form for fred i dag — leveres fortsat af
LaRouche-bevagelsen, og er senest illustreret 1 de ti
principper for en ny verdensarkitektur, som Helga Zepp-
LaRouche har fremlagt til videre diskussion.
(https://laroucheorganization.com/article/2022/11/24/ten-princ
iples-new-international-security-and-development-
architecture )
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Helga Zepp-LaRouche omtalt pa
CGTN

Det strategiske landskab for
BVI: Fortid, nutid og fremtid

Helga Zepp-LaRouche omtalt pa CGTN
Det strategiske landskab for BVI: Fortid, nutid og fremtid

“Sa, landene i Vesten bliver ngdt til at traffe et valg i den
kommende tid: Enten vil de holde fast i deres ideologisk
motiverede politik og blive mere og mere marginaliserede,
eller ogsa vil de ihukomme deres bedste traditioner og
beslutte sig for at samarbejde med den nye gkonomiske orden,
som er ved at opsta.”

Fru LaRouche var med i et CGTN-indslag i denne uge, hvor hun
skarpt beskrev den virkelighed, som den vestlige verden star
over for.

CGTN TV:

“Nar man ser tilbage pd de seneste ni ar, har Balte- og Vej-
Initiativet (BVI) frembragt en lang razkke resultater, sasom
hgjhastighedsbanen Jakarta-Bandung, Phnom Penh-Sihanoukville-
ekspresbanen, Kina-Laos-jernbanen, Velana Internationale
Lufthavn osv.

Hvad er de vigtigste faktorer for en vellykket gennemfgrelse
af BVI-projekterne? I 2023 markerer Kina 10-arsdagen for BVI i
Kina. Hvilken udviklingsretning bgr man koncentrere sig om 1
de kommende ar? 0g hvilket omrdde vil vare toneangivende i
fremtiden? Hgr Helga Zepp-LaRouche, grundlzgger og prasident
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for Schiller Instituttet, for at fa mere indsigt.”

Link til video her:
https://news.cgtn.com/news/2022-12-03/A-strategic-landscape-of
-BRI-Past-present-and-future-1fsxJB1SHsc/index.html

Engelsk transskription:

Dec. 3, 2022 (EIRNS)-CGTN TV broadcast a 15-minute special
video featuring Schiller Institute founder and leader Helga
Zepp-LaRouche, on Dec. 3, under the headline, “Strategic
Landscape of the Belt & Road Initiative—Past, Present and
Future.” Her presentation was illustrated with beautifully
composed photography. Below is a transcript, giving the
qguestions and her answers.
(https://news.cgtn.com/news/2022-12-03/A-strategic-landscape-o
f-BRI-Past-present-and-future-1fsxJB1SHsc/index.html)

Looking back at the past 9 years, BRI has made a lot of
achievements, such as the Jakarta-Bandung High-Speed Railway,
Phnom Penh-Sihanoukville Expressway, China-Laos Railway,
Velana International Airport, etc. What are the key factors to
implementing all these BRI projects successfully? Do you think
these cases can be replicated on other projects? Do these
cases prove that BRI is of interest for both parties?

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: In all of these cases, and one could add
the CPEC [China-Pakistan Economic Corridor] or projects in
Africa, these transport projects provided, often for the first
time, the beginning of the construction of modern
infrastructure in countries of the developing sector. They
always bring an improvement in the speed and access for the
movement of goods and people, save an enormous amount of time,
always create the framework for investments in industry and
agriculture, sometimes are enlarged with investments in energy
production and distribution and communication, and often are
the beginning of entire development corridors, opening up
landlocked areas for development.
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As one could see with the joy and pride with which President
Widodo announced the opening of the Jakarta-Bandung High-Speed
Railway at the occasion of the G20 summit in Bali, these
projects contain within them the hope for a better future of
the respective country. The tragic earthquake occurring within
days after the G20 summit in Indonesia on the island Java,
killing so far 162 people, just underlines the need to finally
install a global earthquake early warning system, since the
effect of such natural disasters can only be minimized through
better infrastructure systems.

If one looks in the history of the development of the so-
called advanced countries, let it be the United States,
Germany, Japan, or Russia, the building of a grid of national
infrastructure was always the beginning of industrialization.
The criticism by the West of the BRI, that it would be an
effort by “China to take over the world,” create debt traps,
create dependencies, etc. are thinly veiled cover stories. The
former colonial powers had a long time to build railways,
roads and industrial parks in their former colonies, but
obviously they didn’'t. So the BRI has spread so quickly by
finding the cooperation with 140 countries, because these
nations often see the participation in the BRI as the first
real chance to overcome poverty and underdevelopment and
create a hopeful future for their citizens.

It is the natural course of the advancement of mankind, that
eventually all nations will enjoy the infrastructural,
industrial and agricultural conditions for a decent living
standard of their populations. In the aftermath of the
COVID-19 pandemic, which destroyed approximately 500 million
jobs and the ongoing threat of a world famine, the world needs
the creation of around 1.5 billion new productive jobs. Many
of these can be facilitated by developing continentally
integrated grids of railways, highways, waterways in Africa,
Latin America, and Asia, as well as creating the energy
requirements for an improved living standard of the people in



the Global South. The fact, that circa 2 billion people don’t
have access to clean water, points to the need to create new
fresh water sources, through water management, as well as the
investments in desalination projects with the help of small
nuclear reactors, ionization of the atmosphere, or accessing
aquifers.

One of the most exciting projects of the BRI is the ongoing
engagement of Chinese companies building a massive science
city in Iraq, under the landmark oil-for-projects agreement
signed with Baghdad in 2019. There are other such science-city
projects underway with different countries of the Global
South, which will allow them to educate a great number of
students in advanced sciences, and 1in this way make 1t
possible for the country to leapfrog from underdevelopment, to
a modern, science-oriented economy.

Until August 2022, nearly 60,000 China railway expresses have
been launched, and more than 250 companies joined the “Silk
Road Maritime Association,” 12 trillion yuan invested in BRI
countries, besides, BRI created over 340,000 jobs. What are
the impacts of these developments for the global economic
landscape?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: While the world economy overall has been
sluggish, investments in infrastructure in Europe and the U.S.
are dangerously lagging behind and geopolitically motivated
sanctions are completely backlashing against especially
European economies, the Chinese economy and the BRI have been
the true motor of the the world economy. China is the largest
trade partner for the U.S., the EU and ASEAN. But the most
important aspect of the BRI projects is that they are all
investments in physical economy, therefore, they represent
real assets, as compared to investments in monetary values,
which can evaporate in a crash. These investments remain
physical assets, even if many of the monetarist values are
being wiped out by the hyperinflation now threatening the
financial sector of the neoliberal system.



What are the challenges to the BRI so far?

The most significant challenge comes from a negative shift in
the attitude of some Western governments, think tanks and
media, which first ignored this largest infrastructure project
in the history of mankind, the BRI, for about four years, but
then from 2017 on started to portray the BRI as an expression
of China’s “imperial designs.” Initially many people and
entrepreneurs in the U.S. and European nations reacted very
enthusiastically to the “New Silk Road,” once they learned
about it, for example from the Schiller Institute or people
doing business with China. After these politicians, think
tanks and media started to paint China as a “strategic
competition” and “systemic rival,” the public opinion became
influenced negatively.

This could be reversed, however, because of the present
tumultuous political developments, with challenges even to the
existence of some European nations as industrial states. More
efforts have to be made to show the advantages these European
nations would have if they engage in joint ventures together
with China in investments in third countries. Under conditions
of hyperinflation and even energy blackouts, the cooperation
with China can become the lifeboat for many countries.

Follow up questions: according to BBC, EU launches €300
billion bid to challenge Chinese influence, meanwhile, leaders
detail $600 billion plan to rival BRI at G7 summit 2022. What
is your assessment of all the initiatives which are similar to
BRI (e.g. Partnership for Global Infrastructure and Investment
(PGII), Build Back Better World (B3W) Partnership, Global
Gateway initiatives, etc.)?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: So far, neither the United States nor the EU
has come up with anything to match China’s Belt and Road
Initiative. The so-called Build Back Better plan was
repeatedly reduced in size, scope and cost, ultimately
rejected through procedural tactics used in the Congress, and
bits of it finally included in the Inflation Reduction Act of



2022. “The EU’s Global Gateway 1is already delivering,” Ursula
von der Leyen claimed during her State of the Union speech in
September, but the question is, for whom? She did not mention
the word “development” once, there is no fresh money allocated
for it, and it is just a rebranding of previous plans like the
Juncker plan, which went nowhere, since it counted on a
combination of public investments, loan guarantees and private
investments, which never came.

The key problem is that the G7 has no passion to alleviate
poverty in the Global South through real economic development,
but they want to export their Malthusian ideology as a
geopolitical weapon against China. But they don’t realize that
the countries of the Global South can see that the Emperor is
naked. As long as the leaders of the G7 are sitting on their
high horse, like Josep Borrell, who thinks the EU is a garden
and the rest of the world is a jungle, their ideological
blindfolds will mean that they are living in a delusional
world.

[Continued exchange:]

In 2023, China will mark the tenth anniversary of BRI, which
development direction should be concentrated on in the next 5
years? And what field will be trending in the future? What do
you think about the ‘Digital Silk Road’ and the ‘Green Belt
and Road Initiative’?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I think that one of major foci should remain
building basic infrastructure in all the countries who wish to
cooperate. That is the key precondition for everything else.
Then, the pandemic has demonstrated that the building of the
Global Health Silk Road, a modern health system in every
single country on the planet, is a top priority.

Obviously the Digital Silk Road carries the promise that the
countries of the Global South can leapfrog to some of the most
advanced technologies provided it is combined with appropriate
education programs. They do not have to march through all



stages of development which the industrial countries passed
through during the last 200 years, but, with the help of China
and like-minded countries, they will be able to catch up in
the foreseeable future.

The Digital Silk Road will bring dramatic changes in the next
period as artificial intelligence and robots will increasingly
replace traditional human physical work, setting human beings
free to spend much more time for lifelong learning. This means
that coming generations will have a much greater opportunity
to develop all potentialities embedded in every single
individual, something which is now completely wasted for
billions of people who have to worry that they get their meal
for the next day. Naturally the education of the mind and the
aesthetic education of the character have to go along with
these breakthroughs in science and technology and their
application in the production process. But many Asian
countries have already found the key to that problem, by
reviving their sometimes 5,000-year-old cultures with an
optimistic outlook for the potential of the future. So the
Digital Silk Road and the Cultural Silk Road should be seen as
part of the same project.

Also the Space Silk Road is related to that, because the
extension of infrastructure into nearby space will represent
the indispensable next phase in the evolution of mankind.
Several countries of the Global South already have
demonstrated great interest in participating 1in space
programs. So there is all reason for optimism for the future
of humanity.

Facing the severe global economic situation, how do BRI
projects help participators cope with the economic downturn?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: As one can see now the central banks of the G7
are trapped in the hopeless contradiction between quantitative
easing (QE) and quantitative tightening (QT). Eventually soon,
only an end to the casino economy can resolve that problem.
Several countries of the Global South are already reacting to



the weaponization of the dollar system by designing their own
international currency and a new credit system.

The Chinese economic miracle demonstrates also another
interesting aspect, namely that continuous innovation
eliminates the occurrence of so called long term economic
cycles.

So the countries of the West will have to make a choice in the
coming period, either they will stick to their ideologically
motivated policies and become increasingly marginalized, or
they will remind themselves of their better traditions and
decide to cooperate with the emerging new economic order.

Given the immediate threat of deindustrialization of the
German economy, because the German government follows policies
dictated by the Anglo-Americans in the confrontation against
Russia, the sanctions, and weapons deliveries to Ukraine, we
will go into a very dramatic weeks and months in the coming
winter. And if the German economy collapses, it will affect
all other European economies. There are more and more people
demonstrating in many German cities, against the sanctions,
against the high food and energy prices, and for a negotiated
end to the war. Germany 1is an export-oriented economy, and
therefore, the possibility to participate in projects of the
BRI, in joint ventures together with China and other
participating countries, is the only recognizable way how a
deep depression in all of Europe can be avoided. And
naturally, in many countries of the Global South there 1is
already a total spirit of optimism concerning the chances the
BRI offers to them. [dns][mgm]



Former Colonizers Now
Colonized

by Former President Donald
Ramotar

Former Colonizers Now Colonized
by Former President Donald Ramotar (Guyana)

Russia’s military operations in Ukraine are bringing to light
many things that for most of the world’s peoples were
obscured. One of these is the real reason that the United
States did not disband the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO), when the Cold War ended and no military threat
existed.

The reason is that NATO is the tool that the United States
uses to control the politics and economics of Europe. Its
control is so all pervasive that we can conclude that the
countries of Europe have become colonies of the United States.

The European countries are aware that Russia had/has genuine
security concerns about NATO bases. Former Chancellor of
Germany Angela Merkel objected to President Bush, expanding
NATO to Russia’s borders. She warned that it could lead to
war. However, despite that she succumbed to US pressure and,
against her will agreed to the expansion. This decision laid
the basis for war in Europe.

As Ukraine continued to threaten Russia and ceaselessly bombed
the Russian population in Eastern Ukraine, Germany and France,
recognizing the dangers, took steps to avert what was surely
leading to confrontation. They worked with Russia and Ukraine
to hammer out an agreement to avoid a war.

Thus we had the Minsk Agreement, which was to offer the


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/12/former-colonizers-now-colonized-by-former-president-donald-ramotar/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/12/former-colonizers-now-colonized-by-former-president-donald-ramotar/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/12/former-colonizers-now-colonized-by-former-president-donald-ramotar/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/12/former-colonizers-now-colonized-by-former-president-donald-ramotar/

overwhelming Russian population living in Donbas and Luhansk
more autonomy. That would have allowed those people to use
their native language, Russian. It would have allowed these
locations to remain Ukrainian. The French President and the
German Chancellor committed their countries to be the
guarantors to see that agreement implemented.

That did not fit in with the US plans to push Russia to war.
Recently NATO's Secretary General Jens Stoltenberg revealed
that NATO was preparing to go to war with Russia since 2014.
Therefore the US/NATO had to destroy the Minsk Agreement.

The American first pressed Ukraine to abandon that agreement,
which Ukraine had signed. They then ordered France and Germany
to back off. That is why those two former powerful states also
disregarded their own commitments thereby they destroyed the
Accord. They did not demonstrate the will to keep their own
commitments.

Under pressure from the US they refused to give Russia any
security guarantees even though they made that commitment
since 1990 not to expand NATO one inch towards Russia after
Germany’s re-unification.

The European states were forced to do this on the insistence
of the US, knowing fully well that they were bringing war to
their doorsteps. The United States is very well protected by
two huge oceans, but the Europeans are on the front line. So
US seem to be ready for war at the expense of Ukraine and
their vassals in Europe.

There is an economic aspect to the US imperial plans. For a
long time the US was pushing Europe to stop buying cheap oil
and gas from Russia. They wanted that market for themselves.
They made Germany abandon the North Stream Two pipeline which
was to take Russian gas directly to Germany. This was after
the Germans themselves spent millions of Euros to help build
it.



Therefore by forcing Russia to mount military operations to
prevent Ukraine from becoming a NATO’s military outpost and to
protect the Russian people living in eastern Ukraine a perfect
excuse was created to stop buying Russian energy. It means
that the Europeans would be forced to buy American gas and oil
which is far more expensive.

This of course will make European industries less competitive
and more dependent on the United States. Yet the Europeans are
meekly going along with this. ALl of which are against the
interests of their own people.

This is similar to classical colonial times when the colonies
were forced to buy more expensive goods from the “mother
country”, while having to sell their commodities cheaper to
the colonizers.

Added to this is a military aspect.

The Europeans are now being forced to spend more on their
military in the face of a so called “Russian Threat”. This
money will be spent to buy weapons from the US thus enriching
their military industrial complex. The main reason 1is to
supply NATO’s aggression throughout the world.

When one considers that the US military budget is at least 10
times bigger than that of Russia’s and when we add NATO
countries military expenditure they are probably spending
about 15 times more on their military than Russia. Therefore
one has to ask “who is threatening whom?” clearly this
argument does not hold any water.

Then of course we have the sanctions. These sanctions were
prepared months before since the US/NATO were giving Russia no
other option but to employ its military in Ukraine. The harsh
measures were worked on with the intention of destroying
Russia’s economy and force regime change in Moscow.

They boasted about “the mother of all sanctions” and of



turning the Russian ruble into rubble.

However their sanctions, which no doubt is hurting Russia,
also had a boomerang effect. In attempting to destroy Russia’s
economy the US 1is damaging Europe’s as well. It is even
damaging itself; their experts who designed the sanctions seem
not to have thought through their strategy and appear to have
been oblivious of the impact it would have had on the NATO
countries.

What this war has also made clear to the Russian people is the
hatred and contempt that the West have for them. In the past
the world was led to believe that the hostility to Russia was
ideologically based. It was a contest between two systems,
Capitalism and Socialism.

Now however, Russia is capitalist, probably it has a purer
capitalist system than the US and its allies. Therefore, the
hatred seems to be based on some form of Racism since Russia
is seen to be Euro-Asian. They are looked down upon by the
West.

From their statements the Russian leaders appear to have
realized that. They are clearly preparing to drastically
reduce their relations with the US and Europe. Their focus 1is
now turned towards Asia.

So while the US and Europe believes that they are going to
isolate Russia from the West, the Russians are actually
voluntarily distancing themselves and moving east.

What is clear in all of this is that the Europeans have lost
their sovereignty. All of their actions are against their own
interests. One of the United States main objectives is to
control Europe and bend it to its will. It has succeeded. This
is colonialism in everything but name!

Foto: CCO Wikipedia



Webcast med Helga Zepp-
LaRouche: Vi kan fa en
uventet overraskelse 1inden
arets udgang

Den 2. dec. 2022 (EIRNS) — Webcast med Helga Zepp-LaRouche

HARLEY SCHLANGER: Goddag, jeg er Harley Schlanger, og
velkommen til vores ugentlige webcast med Helga Zepp-LaRouche,
grundlegger og formand for Schiller Instituttet. I dag er det
den 1. december 2022.

Som vi har rapporteret for nylig, vokser faren fortsat for at
snuble eller fumle sig ind i en atomkrig med aldeles
ukontrollerede udtalelser fra forskellige NATO-embedsmznd,
amerikanske embedsma&nd, som briterne stgtter: S3 vi vil starte
med en gennemgang af dette, fordi det generelt ikke bliver
afdekket pa en fyldestggrende made for det vestlige publikum.
Helga, du navnte tidligere udtalelsen fra Ryabkov: Russerne
tager situationen meget alvorligt, ikke sandt?

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Viceudenrigsminister Ryabkov udtalte, at
han er ganske bekymret over, hvor afslappet folk taler om en
begrenset atomkrig i Europa, at det er meget farligt, og det
er precis det, jeg har understreget ved de seneste taler og
konferencer. Hvis man begynder at tro, at det er naturligt at
bruge et atomvaben, sa overskrider man virkelig gransen. Vi
har flere videoer pa vores hjemmeside — og se dem venligst —
hvor vi meget tydeligt viser, hvad der sker 1 en atomkrig
[https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=X0zlyfhz7hk]. Det er
civilisationens undergang, og det er det som disse mennesker
er i ferd med at lege med.
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Det er altsa ikke folk, der er sadan, det er regeringerne: Det
er NATO-regeringerne, det er den amerikanske, den britiske og
den tyske regering (og vi kommer til det om lidt), men det er
ikke befolkningerne. Vi har i mange diskussioner, i Europa, 1
Tyskland - is@r dér, fordi jeg tror, at der er stgrre
bevidsthed om hvad krig er, end det er tilfaldet i USA — folk
er ved at blive ret desperate, fordi de ser hvordan flere
vaben sendes til Ukraine, som blev navnt igen pa NATO’s
udenrigsministermgde den 29.-30. november, eller ideen om, at
der ikke er nogen graznse for stgtten til Ukraine, hvad det sa
end betyder. General Kujat (pensioneret) har dybest set ment,
at hvis man pastar det, overdrager man en del af sin statsmagt
til den ukrainske regering, for det er op til dem at afggre,
hvornar det er nok. Dette er ved at bevage sig ind i en meget
farlig retning.

Derefter fglger disse usaglige udtalelser fra Ursula von der
Leyen om, at EU vil konfiskere de russiske aktiver, som
europeiske banker pa en eller anden made har faet fat 1i,
hvilket blev imgdegdet meget skarpt af Maria Zakharova,
talskvinde for det russiske wudenrigsministerium. Hun
erklarede, at de vil reagere, det er endnu ikke klart hvordan,
men hvis det sker, vil de traffe lignende foranstaltninger: De
kan konfiskere europaiske virksomheders ejendom: Dette er en
spiral med optrapning, som helt og aldeles er imod Europas
interesser.

For ganske kort tid siden sa jeg yderligere en video af Scott
Ritter fra en tysk platform ved navn “Counterpole” — Gegenpol
— 09 jeg kan kun anbefale jer alle at se den, fordi han
udfordrer nu den tyske befolkning for anden gang
[https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RL6Su8YARJg] eller tredje
gang pa en meget direkte facon, hvor han udtaler: Hvad er
denne regering? Har de varet medskyldige i sabotagen af Minsk-
processen? Tyskland og Frankrig havde ansvaret for at sikre,
at Minsk-aftalen ville blive gennemfgrt, og de foretog sig
tydeligvis ikke noget i flere ar. I mellemtiden har Ukraines
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tidligere prasident Porosjenko meget abent tilkendegivet, at
“de udelukkende lod som om, at de ville ga med i Minsk-
aftalen, som alligevel aldrig rigtig blev gennemfgrt, for at
have yderligere fire og et halvt ars tid til at trazne de
ukrainske tropper op til NATO-standard”.

Sa Scott Ritter papeger pa en meget polemisk facon: “Hvad er
der galt med den tyske regering? Vidste de noget om det?
Vidste de, at hele Minsk-arrangementet var en fuser for at
forberede de ukrainske tropper pa kampen mod Rusland? Eller,
hvis de ikke vidste det, er de sa en del af NATO? Han siger i
bund og grund, hvilket desvarre er ret indlysende, at denne
tyske regering bare tumler af sted, at de ikke tager initiativ
til noget, at de reagerer; i mellemtiden er den tyske gkonomi
ved at blive skudt i s®nk. Amerikanske LNG- [gas-] og andre
virksomheder opnar en gigantisk fortjeneste, mens de
europeiske gkonomier bryder sammen. Vi er pa vej ind i det
stgrste sammenbrud af industrien i den tyske gkonomi, men
derefter vil det pa grund af den tyske gkonomis stgrrelse og
betydning for hele Europa fgre til en gigantisk gkonomisk
nedtur for Europa! Ritter spgrger altsa ganske polemisk: Er
det jeres venner? Er det jeres allierede?

Jeg mener, at det er en utrolig situation. Han siger endda 1
endnu skarpere toner, at disse embedsmand, der accepterer
denne politik, begar forraderi mod det tyske folk.

Det er starke ord, men hvis man tanker pa, hvad der er pa
spil, og hvilken utrolig propagandakrig der udkampes, hvor
NATO-landene og de sakaldte vestlige demokratier lader som om,
at de er de gode, og Rusland og Kina og alle disse
“autokratiske regimer” er de onde, ser virkeligheden helt
anderledes ud; befolkningen bliver imidlertid tilpasset til at
felge med, men de gar med til deres egen undergang. S3 pa en
made er det bedre, hvis folk polemisk rejser disse spgrgsmal,
for det er for sent, men det er en meget, meget farlig
situation.



Resten pa engelsk:

SCHLANGER: You mentioned von der Leyen, and one of her
statements was on making Russia and its oligarchs pay to
compensate Ukraine. She said, “We have the means to make
Russia pay,” which sounds a lot like Biden, when he promised
that the Nord Stream pipeline would not be brought online.
Now, at the same time, the European Union issued a call for a
special court for a war crimes tribunal to prosecute Russian
senior officials. I don’t think they ever did that for the
U.S. policy of Cheney and others to destroy Iragq,
Afghanistan—-Hillary Clinton and others in Libya-this 1is the
height of arrogance coming from the European Commission and
von der Leyen, isn’t it?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: And hypocrisy. You know, it is that an Iraqi
court right now has indicted Trump and Pompeo for the
assassination of Iranian General Qasem Soleimani on Iraqi
soil. So, at least, there is some reaction of this sort. But
you are absolutely right, the blatant hypocrisy and double
standard of accusing Russia and China for everything, but the
West is condoning these things and covering it up, and this is
definitely something we have to raise.

SCHLANGER: You had mentioned some of the problems coming out
of Germany from the German government. German President
Steinmeier had made some comments. There just seems to be no
end to the piling on, to make it seem as though Germany is the
most loyal member of NATO.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yeah. Steinmeier 1is now so concerned about
human rights in China, and the protests against the COVID
measures. On that, I should just note, if you calculate how
many people died in China, 5,700; and if you extrapolate the
number of people living in China, which is more than three
times, almost four times as much as the United States—if China
would have had the same death ratio as the United States, they
would have had 4.7 million deaths, and compare that to the



5,700. So, it is quite possible that some people are annoyed
by the continued measures China is taking for its zero COVID
policy, but these are a few thousand people as compared to 1.4
billion in the whole country.

And the idea that Steinmeier 1is so concerned about their
freedom of expression, I can only laugh about that: Because
one German court, and I think the Bundestag as well had made a
legislation, confirmed a change in paragraph 130 of the
Criminal Code, article 5, which was an attachment to other
legislation, and it means a tremendous sharpening of the law
against so-called “incitement.” According to that, if you
cover up any war crimes, or if you say something which could
lead to an increase in hatred, but, as several legal experts
have noted, this is such a rubble paragraph, that it gives
room for the courts and police, it opens up the floodgate to
completely suppress any opinion! If you take that together
with another atrocity, namely an EU guideline for teachers,
whereby they’re supposed to “pre-bunk” pupils, that is,
children, against Russian propaganda. Now, “debunking” means
if somebody says something bad, you can always debunk it: You
say this is not true, and say what you think is the truth. But
“pre-bunking” means that you inoculate people in such a way
that they don’t even get the idea to ask questions. So they
have made a whole list of things you are not allowed to say,
for example, “NATO expansion 1s hurting the interest of
Russia”; “NATO is aggressive”; and there’'s a whole list of
things, or there is even a pre-history to the war in Ukraine,
all of these things are supposed to be forbidden. And pupils,
that is, children, are supposed to be psychologically
vaccinated against any such interpretation.

Now, in my view, this 1is not “freedom of expression” Mr.
Steinmeier, this 1is a dictatorship. This is mind control. And
we are now doing an investigation into the various, many, many
efforts to completely manipulate the debate. Many people
complain about the fact that there is no more discourse, you



cannot have different opinions; and I'm afraid this does not
mean we are living in a democracy, it means we are living,
increasingly, in an authoritarian regime.

SCHLANGER: On this note, an interesting development this last
week, Nina Jankowicz, who was run out as the attempted
disinformation czar in the United States, has now returned as
a registered British agent. So it makes it clear where these
narratives are coming from.

I'd like to bring up, on this question, the proliferation of
discussion from the Pentagon and leading officials, of the
threat from China. One of the topics taken up at the NATO
foreign ministers’ meeting, with Blinken and [NATO head]
Stoltenberg joining arms on this, was the need to have a
global NATO, to confront China. You have all sorts of
developments around this. Helga, what do you have on that?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: The Pentagon must put out their annual global
“China Military Power Report,” where they characterize China
as a pacing threat, and they say that the idea of China that
they want to have a “rejuvenation” of the Chinese nation by
2049 is a pacing threat, an existential threat to the United
States. [https://www.defense.gov/CMPR/] Now, that shows you
how absolutely ideological these people are. I'm familiar with
the effort of China, or the programmatic intention to have
this rebirth of the Chinese nation. Now what is wrong with
that? China has been in history for millennia—-and I emphasize,
for millennia—the leading scientific and cultural nation in
the world. That only stopped basically around the 15th
century; and then they had the “century of humiliation,” which
was the 19th century, and then they had the struggle which led
to the formation of the People’s Republic of China, in 1949.
And they have now defined as a goal that they want to have the
rejuvenation of China by the 100th anniversary of the founding
of the People’s Republic of China, by reviving the 5,000 years
of history, by creating a modern socialist, culturally
advanced, democratic country which is supposed to create



happiness for the people.

Now, from everything I know, and I'm in contact with China
experts from Western countries—from Germany, from Spain, from
Italy, from Denmark, from other places. And people who are
China experts, that is, not that you are blind to what 1is
happening in China, but that you know something about Chinese
history, Chinese economics, Chinese policies, that all the
things that are being said about China, in terms that they
want to change the world order to replace the American empire
with a Chinese empire, it’s just completely wrong! It does not
go along with what Chinese history is. And in a certain sense,
it is their absolute sovereign right if they want to revive
their tradition of being a great cultural, civilizational
nation. And I think this is completely crazy, and it really
something people should not fall for.

So I really think that the idea of the United States and China
being in an adversarial relationship, who can it help? Not the
United States, not the American people, but the British. And
the British have put out another report: They have a Council
on Geostrategy, it'’s called. They have just put out a report,
about being concerned about the Himalaya, and that has been a
British Empire concern since way back, when, because of their
manipulation at the point of Indian Independence, they split
what are today Bangladesh and Pakistan from India; and they
defined certain areas in the Himalayas as contested areas
between India and China, for only one purpose—to keep stirring
it up for future conflict. And in this report, they define the
Himalayas as the “northern front of the Indo-Pacific”
scenario.
(https://www.geostrategy.org.uk/research/geopolitics-in-the-hi
malayas-towards-a-british-strategy/ )

This is ridiculous! The countries of Asia do not want to be
pulled into this geopolitical confrontation, having to choose
between the United States and China. And it is quite
interesting that the Japanese representatives at the recent



meeting of the Trilateral Commission, they invited the press
for the first time to participate, and then, these Japanese
participants said—warning from the Trilateral Commission of
all places—they warned the U.S. not to force the countries of
Asia to choose, because if they would be forced to choose,
they would choose China.

So the sentiment of Asia is not to be pulled into this
confrontation, but they want to cooperate in the BRICS-Plus,
the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, and the Eurasian
Economic Union (EAEU), in all of these countries are moving
under the pressure of the sanctions, with the exclusion of
Russia from the SWIFT agreement, they’re now moving to create
their own financial system; and the West is pursuing policies
which are contrary to the interest of the nations of Europe
and the United States. So we should really not fall into this
trap.

SCHLANGER: I think 1it’'s interesting: This Council on
Geostrategy is essentially putting forward the old arguments
from the Great Game, as you mentioned, from the mid-19th
century, as part of this pivot to Asia, and we see Adm.
Charles Richard, who can’t seem to keep his mouth shut on
these things, once again surfacing, talking about China as the
“big one,” it’s coming up soon. But at the same time, we just
had this very interesting vote in Taiwan elections, where it
appears as though the people of Taiwan don’t want the United
States to force them to choose independence. What's your
assessment of this?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: This is very interesting, because the DPP, the
party of President Tsai Ing-wen, they just lost in a local
elections in 21 jurisdictions, they only won 5 and Kuomintang
(KMT) won 13. President Tsai resigned as the party leader of
the DPP (she’s still Taiwan President), but it is very clear
this was an overwhelming vote by the Taiwanese people for
peace, they don’t want this confrontation. And the interesting
thing is, this was not reported by the Western media at all.



If you didn’'t know about it, you would not find this
information except as maybe a tiny note in one or two
papers—but at the same time, there were massive reports about
the “huge” demonstrations in China of maybe a couple of
hundred people, with the white piece of paper, and it has all
the signs that it was exactly like it happened in 1984 with
the Tiananmen Square demonstration, that a lot of these people
have been paid by foreign intelligence services. Some of them
have confirmed that, already.

So you see how the manipulation occurs. But that does not
change the fact that China is moving ahead. They just have
sent three taikonauts to their Chinese space station, where
they will be there for a short period of time with the three
taikonauts who were already there. Then those three will
return and new taikonauts will take over the post. Now, this
is incredible, you know, and that is not reported as a great
accomplishment.

And what’s even bigger, in my view, 1s the fact that the
thermonuclear fusion research facility in Hefei just announced
that they are confident that they will be able to have a
continuous plasma fusion process by 2028 and that they will be
able to put fusion-generated electricity directly into the
grid by 2035! Now, that is an accomplishment for all of
mankind, because once we have thermonuclear fusion, we have
energy security on Earth, and that will mean that one major
reason for war and conflict will be gone-but that is not
newsworthy to these geopolitical warhawks. But that does not
mean that China is not moving ahead on that, for the
benefit—and they just have basically donated a tokamak fusion
reactor to Thailand, for which they manufactured all the parts
in China, and then is shipping it to Thailand. And that 1is
what’s newsworthy, but that’s not being reported.

SCHLANGER: It’'s mind-boggling when you look at the media,
trying to find out what’s going on, and it’s nothing but a
City of London/Wall Street continuing narrative.



You brought up the question earlier of mind control and the
use of narratives, and censorship, and threats, open threats:
that’s what the Committee to Counter Disinformation (CCD) of
Ukraine 1is being used for by NATO to silence opposition. What
do you make of the possibility that the situation around NATO
unity 1is in grave danger. There was a former Reagan
administration official, Bruce Fein, who came out this last
week saying the United States should leave NATO. Do you see
more of that tendency developing?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I think so. Obviously, there are these
demonstrations in all of Europe, in Italy, in France, 1in
Belgium, in Germany, where people demand a stop in sending
weapons to Ukraine, a stop to the sanctions, a stop to the
inflation of the energy prices. So there is a lot of motion,
and there is a big divide between the populations and the
governments, that’s one thing. Then, there is obviously rifts
in the trans-Atlantic unity. Politico for example, has an
article in which they quote an unnamed EU official expressing
anger about the fact that the American energy firms are
becoming mega-rich, while Europe 1is going into a deep
depression because LNG gas is being sold to Europe; it is four
times as the energy prices were before, or even more.

So there are these tensions, and naturally, von der Leyen is
on a rampage against Hungary. If they keep doing that, you may
have Hungary exit—Hungexit, you would call it. And the EU is
in general not in such a unity, whatsoever.

I think there are lone voices which make it into the news,
like Oskar Lafontaine has made very sharp statements.
[https://www.nachdenkseiten.de/?p=90778] He has a new book
out, in which he also demands that Europe should take its own
self-interest. And there are some people who recognize that.
But I think it’s far below what would be necessary. Because we
are, right now, with this government—Chancellor Olaf Scholz is
one thing; he has a mixed character; but I think Economy
Minister Robert Habeck is completely ruining the Germany



economy! If people are freezing to death in the winter, they
can thank Habeck! If we get into a war with Russia, thank
Baerbock: This woman, who is supposedly the foreign minister,
she has no knowledge, she’s the most uninformed, most
inadequate foreign minister Germany ever had! She has no
knowledge of Russia, she has no knowledge of culture. She’s
just a NATO tool, and the sooner people wake up to that, the
better.

SCHLANGER: And then, in terms of shaping the opposition, you
released this document of the 10 fundamental principles for
achieving peace and security.
(https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/30/ten-principles-
of-a-new-international-security-and-development-architecture/)
Last week, when we talked about this, we asked people to
engage with us in a dialogue, circulate it, become involved in
promoting it. We’re seeing some motion on that, but how do you
see this moving? It seems to be somewhat slow, but starting to
move.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I think many of the participants in the
conferences are quite active.
[https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/21/conference-stop
-the-danger-of-nuclear-war-now/] That may not show every day,
because it takes time. We have the call by Mexican Congressman
Robles, calling on elected officials all over the world.
(https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/16/1letter-to-curre
nt-and-former-legislators-of-the-world/ ) That is moving.
Then, the former President of Guyana Donald Ramotar just wrote
a very biting article, which I find actually useful, because
he says, the former colonial powers of Europe, are now the
colonies. And he basically says the same thing as Scott
Ritter, but he says it from the standpoint as a former
President of a developing country.

So a lot of things are happening, and I can only say, it's
important to discuss these principles, because there’s also a
discussion, are these 10 principles a programmatic statement?



No, they are not. They are not a program: There’s a difference
between a program, where you say we want to have certain
projects economically, or Glass-Steagall or whatever. These
are supposed to be principles which define the orientation of
the effort: Like the Peace of Westphalia accomplished the very
important principle that if you want to have a peace order,
you need to take into account the interest of the other.
That’'s a principle, that'’s not a program. And the idea to
eliminate poverty, to absolutely have sovereignty, and the
partnership of sovereign countries, these are principles, and
not a program.

So, I can really only encourage people to engage in a
discussion, because, it is the question, in light of the
danger of nuclear extinction and a collapsing Western systenm,
an emerging new system coming mainly from the BRICS countries
and the Global South, can we give ourselves a political order
which allows the long-term survivability of humanity? And that
is something everybody should be concerned with, because if
you're not concerned with it, the oligarchy, for sure, is, and
you’'re just leaving them the room to make the rules.

SCHLANGER: So I think the point is, the discussion goes into
the philosophical realm, not the pragmatic realm, and your
husband, Lyndon LaRouche, was always insisting that one of the
weaknesses of people engaging in politics is that they’re
looking for short-term pragmatic solutions, when, in fact, the
solutions exist on a higher level.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes, this is why we not only have the effort to
build a world movement of world citizens, in line with
Friedrich Schiller, who stated there 1is no contradiction
between a patriot and a world citizen. And the idea that
people have to start thinking about the one humanity first, to
think as a world citizen, is really a very important question,
because you will not be able to solve this incredible conflict
if you are thinking only in terms of national or regional
considerations. And that is why the adjunct campaign, if you



want, is very important: Namely, we have started to have our
own Schiller choruses in many corners of the world, to perform
this beautiful canon “Dona Nobis Pacem”-Give Us Peace—which is
not only an expression of the desire to have world peace, it’s
appeals to the higher nature of human beings. And we have now
choruses singing in France, 1in Denmark, in Germany, 1in the
United States, and we want to encourage any choir, church
choir, other choirs, to join with us and sing this canon, as
an expression of wanting to have world peace and avoid the
annihilation of the human species.
[https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UXMhxZ2KBlw] So, go to our
website, look at some examples, and become inspired, because
that is bringing in this higher quality of humanity which is
needed right now.

SCHLANGER: And also, in the Schiller Institute website, while
you're there, download Helga's 10 principles for peace that
she drafted as part of the followup to the meeting on Nov. 22
(https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/30/ten-principles-
of-a-new-international-security-and-development-
architecture/). And you can also watch that video, because
it’s very relevant for this discussion

Get involved in the discussion, send us your thoughts! You can
always contact us through https://schillerinstitute.com.

Helga, anything else?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: No. But I think we’re going now into Advent,
the Christmas period, where people are distracted by a lot of
running around, shopping. And I am afraid that we are in for a
surprise: There are now reports, both from Col. Douglas
Macgregor (ret.) who said that he sees signs for a coming
Russian offensive. Then there are Western reports about
satellite pictures that 500,000 troops are amassing and a lot
of activity is indicating that a new Russian offensive may be
in the works. Various Ukrainian officials have said that they
want to “take back” Crimea; British think tanks have said it



should happen this year. So, I'm not so sure that we will have
a peaceful Christmas, but that we may go into a period of
heightened danger to civilization. And that’'s why the idea to
have an end to this war, to have negotiated solutions,
diplomacy, is more urgent than ever. And obviously, the
catalogue of a new security architecture is really what 1is
required.

SCHLANGER: You can join us in building that new security
architecture. And again, if you’re not a member, become a
member of the Schiller Institute!
(https://schillerinstitute.nationbuilder.com/membership)

So, Helga, thanks for joining us again this week. And if all
things work out, we’ll see you again next week.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Till next week.

Dit valg: Ubegranset
fusionskraft — eller
ubegranset krig

Den 30. november 2022 (EIRNS) — Kinas “Science and Technology
Daily” rapporterede den 28. november om status for den
omfattende forskningsfacilitet for fusionsteknologi (CRAFT),
der er ved at blive bygget pa Hefei Universitetet for
videnskab og teknologi. Kina, fremgar det klart af rapporten,
mener det alvorligt med at na sit mal om at generere stabil
fusionsenergi inden 2028 til anvendelse 1 et hybrid fission-
fusionskraftveark og at skabe fusionsenergi direkte til
elnettet inden 2035. Materialer og teknologier, der er
ngdvendige for at kontrollere fusionsreaktioner, afprgves 1
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forvejen pa CRAFT, et gigantisk kompleks, der vil vere fuldt
udbygget i 2024, som en del af det overordnede fusionsprojekt,
forankret pad universitetet, som er hjemsted for den
superledende EAST-tokamak ( Experimental Advanced
Superconducting Tokamak) og det kinesiske videnskabsakademis
institut for plasmafysik.

Det er en gladelig nyhed for alle pa verdensplan. Det
fenomenale fremskridt i menneskehedens magt pa Jorden og i
solsystemet, som vil fglge af at beherske kontrollerede
termonukleare fusionsreaktioner, har veret velkendt i artier.
Lyndon LaRouche grundlagde Fusion Energy Foundation i 1974 for
at fremme dens udbredelse, og da den amerikanske regering
nedlagde den i 1987, var stiftelsens manedlige tidsskrift,
Fusion, et af de mest populazre videnskabelige tidsskrifter 1
USA.

Udviklingen af en gkonomi fuldstandig baseret pa fusionsenergi
har taget sa lang tid af rent politiske grunde, ikke af
tekniske eller videnskabelige arsager. Det malthusianske,
imperiale oligarki har varet dens dgdsfjende, men nar folk
forstar det nasten ubegransede fremskridt, som fusionskraft og
de dertil knyttede teknologier kan tilvejebringe, er det slut
med den malthusianske tankegang.

Kina er ikke udelukkende engageret i at udvikle fusion, men
involverer ogsa andre nationer for at fa del i denne
udvikling. For 12 dage siden meddelte Kinas institut for
plasmafysik, at en af instituttets fire fungerende tokamaks
(reaktorer) var blevet demonteret, forsvarligt pakket ned i
seks containere og nu er klar til at blive sendt til Thailand
1 midten af december, hvor den vil blive monteret og sat 1
drift pa Thailands Institut for Atomteknologi!

Kina donerer tokamakken til Thailand og wuddanner de
thailandske videnskabsmand og ingenigrer, som skal betjene
den. Nar den officielt er sat i gang i fegrste halvdel af naste
ar, vil videnskabsfolk og ingenigrer fra alle de



sydgstasiatiske lande kunne modtage den uddannelse, de
ligeledes har brug for med henblik pa at drive fremtidige
fusionseksperimenter og -reaktorer i deres egne lande.

Denne handling er et mikrokosmos af en verdensorden, i
samklang med menneskeheden.

Forestil dig, hvilke fremskridt der kunne ggres for at
forbedre livet for alle mennesker pa denne planet, hvis USA,
Japan, Frankrig og Tyskland — for eksempel — handlede pa samme
made.

Men 1 stedet truer de hidtil urystelige anglo-amerikanske
magter og deres europziske medlgbere med deres bestialske syn
pa menneskeheden til stadighed med at udrydde selve
menneskeheden. De er ikke tilfredse med den gdelaggelse, som
deres krig mod Rusland har bragt over verden (herunder
Ukraine), men forbereder sig pa “den store”, som lederen af
USA’s strategiske kommando, admiral Charles Richard, udtrykker
det: en krig mod Kina.

I dag offentliggjorde Pentagon sin arlige “China Military
Power Report”, hvori det erklares, at Kinas beslutsomhed med
hensyn til at fuldfgre “den kinesiske nations opblomstring
inden 2049” er det, der ggr Kina til en trussel mod USA. Dagen
for meddelte den amerikanske Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA)
, at den har oprettet en “Kina-missionsgruppe”, der skal
integrere alt arbejde, som DIA udfgrer om Kina, fordi Kina
udger “en eksistentiel trussel mod USA’s langsigtede succes”.

Den britiske neokonservative tanketank, Council for
Geostrategy, har lanceret en kampagne for at fa Hans Majestats
regering til at have sine operationer mod Kina i Himalaya-
regionen op pa samme niveau som sit engagement i dets maritime
Indo-Stillehavs-“udfald”. En af anbefalingerne er bl.a. at
fremme den indisk-kinesiske grensekonflikt. Modstand mod Kina
stod hgjt pa dagsordenen for NATO’s udenrigsministermgde pa
dets anden dag. NATO’s generalsekretar Jens Stoltenberg og



udenrigsminister Tony Blinken erklarede inden mgdet begyndte 1
dag, at NATO er forpligtet til at sta sammen mod Kina, idet
Stoltenberg pralede med, at NATO har traznet og udrustet
Ukraines vabnede styrker siden 2014.

USA’s militer fremviste for tredje gang demonstrativt en af
sine ballistiske missilubade, denne gang pa den britiske
militerbase pa Diego Garcia midt i Det Indiske Ocean.
Ligeledes meddelte USA’'s strategiske kommando, at den
tidligere 1 november havde gennemfgrt en gvelse, Spirit
Vigilance 2022, hvor det blev demonstreret, at otte stealth-
bombefly kunne rulle ud og lette pad én gang fra en flyveplads
i Missouri.

0g de beklager sig over, at russiske og kinesiske strategiske
bombefly flgj en falles patrulje over Det Japanske Hav og Det
Sydkinesiske Hav i dag?

Det er meget, meget skrazmmende og fuldstendig ungdvendigt,
hvor dette er pa vej hen. Mennesker er skabt til noget bedre,
nemlig til at samarbejde om gensidig udvikling og til at glzde
sig over det. Lad verdens borgere fatte mod og slutte sig til
Schiller Instituttet for at etablere en verdensorden, der er
verdig til princippet om, at mennesker er i1 stand til at
regere selv, pa vegne af hinanden.

Foto: Miguel A. Padrifidn, Pexels CCO

Kina og Rusland forbereder et
betalingssystem uden SWIFT

Den 30. november 2022 (EIRNS) - Den russiske
vicepremierminister, Alexander Novak, meddelte pd det russisk-
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kinesiske Energy Business Forum den 29. november, at Kina og
Rusland er i ferd med at udarbejde et betalingssystem, der vil
gare det muligt at omga afhangigheden af SWIFT.

Novak afslgrede, at processen med at skifte til et andet
system allerede var begyndt, idet betalinger i henhold til
kontrakter om gasleverancer fra Rusland til Kina foretages 1
deres nationale valutaer. “I forbindelse med gaskontrakter er
vi allerede ved at skifte til afregninger i nationale valutaer
— i rubler og yuan — pa et ensartet grundlag.

Leverancer af olie og olieprodukter og kul er ogsa ved at
overga til betaling i nationale valutaer”, oplyste Interfax.
“Et sadant tiltag gor det muligt at forebygge risici og fremme
rubelens og yuanens overgang til en status som internationale
reservevalutaer. I den forbindelse arbejder Ruslands
centralbank og Kinas centralbank pa muligheden for at abne
konti for russiske virksomheder 1 Kina og kinesiske
virksomheder i Rusland og skabe et betalingssystem uden
anvendelse af SWIFT”, meddelte han.

Ti principper for en ny epoke

Den 29 november, 2022 (EIRNS) - “Dette utroligt vigtige
gjeblik i historien .. er fyldt med fare for, at den nuvarende
geopolitiske konflikt mellem NATO pa den ene side og Rusland
og Kina pa den anden side eskalerer til en atomkrig, som kunne
indebzre menneskehedens udslettelse, men som o0gsa har
potentiale til at udggre vendepunktet til en helt ny og meget
bedre epoke i menneskehedens historie,” indledte Helga Zepp-
LaRouche sin tale til et publikum af videnskabsfolk,
diplomater og studerende i dag pa den internationale BRICS-
skole.
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At skabe denne meget bedre epoke forudsztter skabelsen af et
nyt grundlag for relationer mellem nationer. Zepp-LaRouche har
fremlagt ti principper for at ggre netop dette og prasenterede
dem indledningsvis til diskussion ved et arrangement den 22.
november i Schiller Instituttet. De er blevet offentliggjort 1
skriftlig form pa dette link:

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

Mens LaRouche-bevagelsen organiserer ledere og verdensborgere
omkring dette perspektiv, er det nyttigt, at Patrick Lawrence
(The Nation) har genset den historiske baggrund for Zepp-
LaRouches forslag i en nylig artikel om Zhou Enlais fem
principper for fredelig sameksistens — og deres udvidelse til
de ti principper, der blev diskuteret af Den alliancefri
Bevegelse i 1955 — som et alternativ til den sakaldte
“regelbaserede orden”, der ikke er andet end en USA-
Storbritannien-NATO-orden.

De fem principper er det fgrste punkt pd dagsordenen i Zepp-
LaRouches koncept med en rakke specifikke mal og
fremgangsmader: afskaffelse af fattigdom, sikring af global
sundhedspleje, universel uddannelse. Det transatlantiske
finansielle/gkonomiske system skal omorganiseres med disse mal
for @gje for gennem malrettet kredit at stgtte den
infrastrukturplatform, som er ngdvendig for at bringe den
gkonomiske produktivitet op pa et langt hgjere niveau.
Geopolitik og truslen om atomkrig ma afskaffes gennem
indfgrelse af en fornuftig international fremgangsmade,
illustreret ved Nicolaus af Cusas tilgang til modsatninger. En
optimistisk kultur af videnskab og skenhed, der er baseret pa
menneskets enestaende fuldendte fornuft, er vejen til at
overvinde det onde, som den utilstrakkelige udvikling udggr.

Der er hardt brug for en sadan tilgang, og tiden er moden til,
at store, nye idéer kan vinde indpas.
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Truslen om atomkrig far flere og flere ledere til at bryde
deres indre barrierer for at tale sandheden. Bidens patetiske
bedrag som en ny FDR er helt abenlyst i hans brutale krav om,
at Kongressen skal tvinge jernbanearbejderne tilbage pa
arbejde uden selv den mest basale sygeorlov. 0g mange af dem,
der erkender den enorme fare ved at starte en atomkrig mod
Rusland, bliver draget i retning af at opfordre til en
revolution i Kina!

Tiden for en ny epoke er kommet. “Forudsat at vi kan samle den
bedre del af menneskeheden omkring sadanne principper og
saledes satte den samlede menneskeheds interesse fgr alle
serinteresser, vil vi vare aktive skabere af det, der kan
blive en smuk ‘Sternstunde der Menschheit’, en stjernestund
for menneskeheden”, konkluderede Zepp-LaRouche, da hun
afsluttede sine bemazrkninger til BRICS-forsamlingen. “For
Friedrich Schiller var der ingen modsatning mellem en patriot
0og en verdensborger, der ville tage hele menneskehedens skabne
i sit hjerte og sind. Sa& lad os skabe en verdensbevagelse af
verdensborgere!”

Foto: Pexels, CCO

Egeland advarer om, at Europa
star over for
hundredtusindvis af ukrainske
flygtninge denne vinter

Den 28. nov. 2022 (EIRNS) - Jan Egeland, lederen af Norges
Flygtningehj®lp (NRC), sagde i et interview med Euronews, at
der vil komme hundredtusindvis af ukrainske flygtninge den


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/egeland-advarer-om-at-europa-staar-over-for-hundredtusindvis-af-ukrainske-flygtninge-denne-vinter/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/egeland-advarer-om-at-europa-staar-over-for-hundredtusindvis-af-ukrainske-flygtninge-denne-vinter/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/egeland-advarer-om-at-europa-staar-over-for-hundredtusindvis-af-ukrainske-flygtninge-denne-vinter/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/egeland-advarer-om-at-europa-staar-over-for-hundredtusindvis-af-ukrainske-flygtninge-denne-vinter/

kommende vinter. “Det er i realiteten et valg mellem at fryse
eller flygte”, udtalte han. “Derfor flygter rigtig mange
mennesker frivilligt... Europa ma forberede sig pa
hundredtusindvis af nye flygtninge denne vinter, fra Norge 1
nord til de sydeuropaiske lande.”

“Vi befinder os 1 et kaplgb med uret,” sagde Egeland. “Jeg har
rejst rundt i hele det sydlige og g@gstlige Ukraine.. og hver
eneste by man kommer til er mgrk, og folk fryser.”

Foto: Simon Berger, Pexels, CCO

Sunak lover, at briterne vil
gge den militzre bistand til
Kiev, og kritiserer Kina

Den 28. november 2022 (EIRNS) — Den britiske premierminister,
Rishi Sunak, meddelte i sin fgrste udenrigspolitiske tale til
Lord Mayor’s Banquet (i City of London), den 28. november
2022, at Storbritannien vil gge den militare bistand til
Ukraine 1 2023, meddelte hans embedsvark.

“Ver ikke i tvivl. Vi vil sta sammen med Ukraine, sa lang tid
som det tager. Vi vil fastholde eller gge vores militare
bistand naste ar. 0g vi vil yde fornyet stgtte til
luftforsvaret for at beskytte det ukrainske folk og den
kritiske infrastruktur, som de er afhangige af. Ved at
beskytte Ukraine beskytter vi os selv”, erklarede Sunak.

Den 19. november udtalte Sunak under sit besgg i Kiev, at
omfanget af Storbritanniens militarhjelp til Ukraine havde
oversteget 3 mia. pund (3,6 mia. dollars). Storbritannien har
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allerede bevaebnet Ukraine med taet pa 7.000 NLAW-
panservernsmissiler, over 100 pansrede kgretgjer, selvkgrende
luftvernskanoner “Stormer” med Starstreak-missiler, flere
dusin M109 haubitser og L119 bugserede kanoner, M270 MLRS,
over 16.000 artillerigranater, lgs ammunition og 4,5 tons
plastisk sprangstof.

I sin tale gik han ligeledes til angreb pa Rusland, og han
smed virkelig flgjlshandskerne for at angribe Kina, idet han
proklamerede afslutningen pa den “gyldne @ra” i relationerne
med Kina, som hans forgangere havde bebudet.

“Vores modstandere og konkurrenter planlagger langsigtet.
Efter i arevis at have skubbet til granserne, udfordrer
Rusland de grundlaggende principper 1 FN-pagten. Kina
konkurrerer igjnefaldende om global indflydelse ved at anvende
samtlige af statsmagtens verktgjer. .. Vi er derfor ogsa
ngdsaget til at tilpasse vores tilgang til Kina. Lad os ggre
det klart, at den sdkaldte “gyldne @ra” er overstdet, ligesom
den naive idé om, at handel automatisk ville fgre til sociale
og politiske reformer. .. Vi erkender, at Kina udggr en
systemisk udfordring for vores va@rdier og interesser, en
udfordring, der bliver mere akut, efterhanden som landet
bevager sig i retning af en stadig mere autoritar styreform.”
(https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/pm-speech-to-the-lord-
mayors-banquet-28-november-2022 )

Den britiske premierministers kontor bekraftede, at
Storbritannien i gjeblikket er 1 gang med at revidere og
opdatere den integrerede gennemgang af sikkerhed, forsvar,
udvikling og udenrigspolitik fra 2021, for at imgdegad de
“massive geopolitiske skift” som har fundet sted, siden
gennemgangen blev offentliggjort.

Foto: Pexels. CCO
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Uddrag fra Schiller
Instituttets webcast med
Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Den 25. november 2022

SCHLANGER: Jeg tror, at hvis folk ser pa forlgbet af
diskussion og de forskellige prasentationer pa Schiller
Instituttets sidste konference, som du kan finde pa Schiller
Instituttets hjemmeside for den 22. november
pa https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/21/conference-st
op-the-danger-of-nuclear-war-now/ , vil man kunne se, at denne
proces er i fard med at udvikles. Det ser ud til, at vi med
deltagelsen af nuvarende og tidligere folkevalgte borgere fra
Latinamerika, Mellemamerika og Europa nu faktisk er ved at
etablere denne diskussion. S3 jeg kunne godt taenke mig at
vide, hvad er det naste skridt i denne proces?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Hvis man ser pa de tre konferencer, som vi
havde — to i oktober og en i november — sa bragte vi inden for
fem uger denne organiseringsproces til blomstring. Jeg tror,
at arsagen hertil afspejler, at der er flere og flere
mennesker rundt om i verden, som er meget bange for muligheden
for en tredje verdenskrig. Man kunne maske mene, at
Latinamerika er langt vak fra Ukraine, men hele processen
startede i virkeligheden med en diskussion mellem nogle
parlamentarikere i Mexico, Peru, Bolivia og Ecuador, og den
bredte sig hurtigt. I denne omgang deltog allerede to
forhenvarende ministre, den tidligere prasident i Guyana, en
tidligere minister fra Argentina og Ecuador, og disse
mennesker opfordrer pa det kraftigste deres kolleger rundt om
1 verden, ledere af Den alliancefri Bevagelse, lovgivere o0g
andre folkevalgte fra hele verden til at skabe en bevagelse af
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folkevalgte for at appellere og lagge pres pa regeringerne med
henblik pa at stoppe denne vanvittige krigspolitik.

I denne sammenhzng er jeg ogsa meget glad for, at vi oplevede
en betydelig deltagelse fra Europa, isar fra nogle mennesker,
der har deltaget i disse demonstrationer, 1 sardeleshed fra
det w@stlige Tyskland: handverkere, Dborgmestre,
fredsaktivister, der gar pa gaden, fordi de bestemt ikke
gnsker at fungere som kanonfgde for en vanvittig NATO-krig,
som kun kan fgre til gdelaggelse af alle. Sa denne gang deltog
ogsa borgmestre fra Frankrig, som stgttede et fredsinitiativ
fra den tyske by Stralsund, som har tilbudt at vare vart for
fredsforhandlinger pa byens landomrade. Dette gar tilbage til
et initiativ fra byen i 1370, hvor de indledte en lignende
fredsproces. Jeg synes virkelig, at det er meget, meget
opmuntrende, og den grundlaggende idé er, at i et gjeblik,
hvor der er fare for atomkrig, som kan fgre til udslettelse af
hele menneskeheden, gegr det automatisk ethvert menneske pa
planeten til verdensborger. Vi har derfor kaldt dette en
verdensbevagelse af verdensborgere: “Verdensborgere fra alle
lande, foren jer!” var idéen.

NYHEDSORIENTERING OKTOBER
2022: Stop NATO’'s krige:
Samarbejde: Fred gennem
udvikling

Download (PDF, Unknown)
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Ti principper for en ny
international sikkerheds- og
udviklingsarkitektur

Den 24. nov. 2022 (EIRNS) — Da det kortlagger den tilgang, der
er ngdvendig for at lgse den samlede krise, som den samlede
menneskehed nu er stillet over for, og derfor er i centrum for
LaRouche-bevagelsens aktiviteter pa alle fronter
internationalt, samt kraver den bredest mulige undersggelse og
overvejelse, gengiver vi nedenfor det afsluttende afsnit af
Helga Zepp-LaRouches tale til Schiller Instituttets konference
den 22. nov.: “Stop faren for atomkrig nu; tredje seminar for
politiske og sociale ledere i verden”, som blev afholdt af
Schiller Instituttet den 22. november.

Det nye paradigme, som vil vare karakteristisk for den nye
epoke, o0g som den nye globale sikkerheds- og
udviklingsarkitektur skal rettes mod, skal derfor fjerne
begrebet oligarkisme for altid og viderefgre organiseringen af
den politiske orden pa en sadan made, at menneskehedens sande
karakter som den skabende art kan realiseres.

Derfor foreslar jeg, at fglgende principper skal drgftes og,
hvis der opnas enighed, realiseres. Disse ideer er tankt som
stof til eftertanke og som en dialog mellem alle mennesker,
der er 1interesseret 1 at finde et grundlag for en
verdensorden, der garanterer menneskeartens varige eksistens.

Farste: Den nye internationale sikkerheds- 0g
udviklingsarkitektur skal vare et partnerskab mellem
fuldstendig suverzne nationalstater, som er baseret pa de fem
principper for fredelig sameksistens og FN-pagten.
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Andet: Den absolutte prioritet skal vare at afhjalpe
fattigdommen i alle nationer pa planeten, hvilket er fuldt ud
muligt, hvis de eksisterende teknologier anvendes til gavn for
det fazlles bedste.

Tredje: Den forventede levetid for alle levende mennesker skal
forlenges til det fulde potentiale ved at skabe moderne
sundhedssystemer i alle lande pa planeten. Dette er ogsa den
eneste made, hvorpa de nuvarende og fremtidige potentielle
pandemier kan overvindes eller forhindres.

Fjerde: Da menneskeheden er den eneste kreative art, der
hidtil har veret kendt 1 wuniverset, og da menneskelig
kreativitet er den eneste kilde til rigdom gennem den
potentielt wubegransede opdagelse af nye wuniverselle
principper, skal et af hovedmdlene i den nye internationale
sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur vare at sikre adgang til
universel uddannelse for alle nulevende bgrn og voksne
mennesker. Menneskets sande natur bestar i at blive en smuk
sjel, som Friedrich Schiller omtaler det, og den eneste
person, der kan indfri denne betingelse, er geniet.

Femte: Det internationale finanssystem ma omorganiseres, sa
det kan tilvejebringe produktive kreditter til opfyldelse af
disse mal. Et referencepunkt kan vare det oprindelige Bretton
Woods-system, som Franklin D. Roosevelt havde t®nkt sig, men
som aldrig blev gennemfgrt pa grund af hans alt for tidlige
ded, og de Fire Love som foresldaet af Lyndon LaRouche. Det
prime@re mal med et sadant nyt kreditsystem skal vare at gge
levestandarden betydeligt, isar for nationerne i det Globale
Syd og for de fattige i det Globale Nord.

Sjette: Den nye gkonomiske orden skal fokusere pa at skabe
betingelserne for moderne industrier og landbrug, begyndende
med infrastrukturudvikling af alle kontinenter, der pa sigt
skal forbindes med tunneller og broer for at blive til en
verdenslandbro.



Syvende: Den nye globale sikkerhedsarkitektur skal afskaffe
begrebet geopolitik ved at afskaffe opdelingen af verden 1
blokke. Der mad tages hensyn til alle suverazne nationers
sikkerhedshensyn. Atomvaben og andre massegdelaggelsesvaben
skal straks forbydes. Gennem internationalt samarbejde skal
der udvikles metoder til at ge@re atomvaben teknologisk
foraldede, sadan som det oprindeligt var hensigten med det
forslag, der blev kendt som SDI, som LaRouche foreslog, og som
preasident Reagan tilbgd Sovjetunionen.

Ottende: Tidligere kunne en civilisation i et hjgrne af verden
ga til grunde, og resten af verden ville fgrst opdage det
flere ar senere pa grund af afstanden og den tid, der var
ngdvendig for at rejse. Nu sidder menneskeheden for fgrste
gang i samme bad pad grund af atomvaben, pandemier og andre
globale virkninger. Derfor kan en 1lgsning pa den
eksistentielle trussel mod menneskeheden ikke opnas ved hjalp
af sekundzre eller delvise ordninger, men lgsningen skal opnas
pa niveauet af den hgjere Ene, som er mere magtfuld end de
mange. Det kraver tenkning 1 retning af {Coincidentia
Oppositorum}, Modsatningernes Sammenfald, af Nikolaj af Cusa.

Niende: For at overvinde de konflikter, der opstar som fglge
af indbyrdes stridende opfattelser, som er den made, imperier
har bevaret kontrollen over de underordnede, ma den
gkonomiske, sociale og politiske orden bringes i sammenhang
med lovmassigheden i det fysiske univers. I europaisk filosofi
blev dette diskuteret som varen i karakter med naturloven, 1
indisk filosofi som kosmologi, og i andre kulturer kan man
finde tilsvarende begreber. Moderne videnskaber som
rumvidenskab, biofysik og termonuklear fusionsvidenskab vil
lgbende gge menneskehedens viden om denne lovmassighed. En
lignende sammenhang finder man i de store varker af klassisk
kunst i forskellige kulturer.

Tiende: Den bzrende antagelse for det nye paradigme er, at
mennesket grundlaggende er godt og i stand til uendeligt at
perfektionere sit sinds kreativitet og sin sjals skegnhed, og



at det er den mest avancerede geologiske kraft i universet,
hvilket beviser, at sindets lovmassighed og det fysiske
univers er 1 overensstemmelse og sammenhang, og at alt ondt er
resultatet af manglende udvikling og derfor kan overvindes.

En ny gkonomisk verdensorden er ved at opsta, som omfatter
langt stgrstedelen af landene i det Globale Syd. De europaziske
nationer og USA skal ikke bekampe denne indsats, men ved at ga
sammen med udviklingslandene samarbejde om at prage den naste
epoke i menneskehedens udvikling, s& den bliver en renassance
af de hgjeste og mest ®dle udtryk for kreativitet!

Lad os derfor skabe en international bevagelse af
verdensborgere, som i fallesskab arbejder for at forme den
neste fase 1 menneskehedens udvikling, den nye epoke!
Verdensborgere fra alle lande, foren jer!

Tyrkisk udenrigsminister: Der
er ingen lgsning for Ukraine
pa slagmarken

Den 24.nov. 2022 (EIRNS) — Som TASS rapporterer, vil Rusland
og Ukraine uundgaeligt skulle satte sig ved forhandlingsbordet
for at lgse den igangvarende konflikt, sagde Tyrkiets
udenrigsminister, Mevlit Cavusoglu, pa en konference onsdag.
Militere aktioner vil ikke bringe en afslutning pa konflikten
og vil udelukkende forlange fjendtlighederne, tilfgjede han.

“Pd den ene eller anden made vil denne krig ende ved
[forhandlings]bordet”, sagde ministeren til en forsamling pa
Bilkent-universitetet i Ankara. “Vi tror ikke, at kampen vil
blive afsluttet gennem militere sejre pa landjorden”,
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tilfgjede han, og advarede om “risiko for en krig, der kan
vare i artier”.

Ifglge Cavusoglu var Rusland og Ukraine allerede “meget tat pa
en vabenhvile” under samtaler i Istanbul i foraret, inden de ”
fjernede sig” fra forhandlingsbordet. De to parter har ikke
mgdtes for at forhandle siden samtalerne i Istanbul 1
slutningen af marts. Moskva var oprindeligt optimistisk med
hensyn til udsigterne til en fredsaftale, men beskyldte senere
Kiev for at sabotere forhandlingerne.

Virkeligheden er siden da blevet “mere kompleks”, indrgmmede
Cavusoglu, og Tyrkiet vil stadig vare ngdt til at ggre en
indsats for at presse pa for en diplomatisk lgsning. “At vare
en NATO-nation er ikke ensbetydende med, at vi ikke kan [holde
mgder] med Rusland eller andre lande”, forklarede Cavusoglu,
og tilfgjede at Tyrkiet skal ” opretholde balancen” pa dette
omrade. Han tilfgjede, at denne afbalancerede tilgang var
ngdvendig, fordi den moderne ara er en “usikkerhedens
tidsalder”, efter at det “unipolare system”, der begyndte at
opsta efter Sovjetunionens sammenbrud, viste sig at veare
kortvarigt. Det unipolare system skiftede “hurtigt” til
multipolaritet, sagde ministeren, og tilfgjede at verden
“stadig sgger efter en identifikation af systemet”.

Billede: pexels

Panel 1: At standse
dommedagsuret — det fazlles
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gode for hele menneskeheden
Helgas tale

Den 22 november, 2022. [delvis udskrift af panel 1-talerne]

DENNIS SMALL: Den fgrste taler i dag er Helga Zepp-LaRouche.
Hun er stifter af Schiller Instituttet. Hun er den ledende
kraft i Schiller Instituttet og 1 LaRouche-bevagelsen
internationalt, og hun er naturligvis hustru og enke efter
Lyndon H. LaRouche samt hans narmeste politiske
samarbejdspartner i over 50 ar.

Hun vil holde dagens hovedtale under overskriften “Principper
for en ny sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur”.

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Jeg hilser jer velkommen, hvor end 1
matte befinde jer.

Det, der har bragt folk fra hele verden sammen til denne
konference, er erkendelsen af, at menneskeheden star ved en
skillevej. Der er helt klart en fare for, at den nuvarende
geopolitiske konfrontation mellem de krafter, der gnsker at
havde, at den vestlige liberale demokratimodel bgr vere den
eneste “gode” og accepterede model, og de krafter, der
insisterer pa, at idéen om en unipolar verden uigenkaldeligt
er fortid og allerede er blevet erstattet af en multipolar
verdensorden, kan medfgre en atomkrig. En sadan krig kunne
blive udlgst, med vilje eller ved et uheld, i nar fremtid som
folge af stedfortrader-krigen i Ukraine. En sadan krise kunne
bryde ud inden arets udgang, hvis de forslag, der blev fremsat
tidligere i ar af folk som Malcolm Chalmers,
vicegeneralsekreter for Royal United Service Institute (RUSI),
om at “koge den russiske frg” ved at fremprovokere en “Cuba-
krise pa steroider”, som han siger, gennemfgres som fglge af
et ukrainsk forsgg pa at generobre Krim. Rusland kunne opfatte
dette som en eksistentiel trussel og aktivere sit atomarsenal
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pa hgjeste alarmberedskab og true med at anvende det, siger
Chalmers. “Det ville vare et gjeblik med ekstrem fare”, siger
han, men pa grund af den ekstreme overhazngende fare i en sadan
situation kunne det ggres “enklere” for alle parter at finde
kompromiser.

At foresla en politik, der har til formdl at drive den
strategiske konflikt til randen af menneskehedens udryddelse,
affgder ikke engang en kommentar fra regeringerne 1 den
regelbaserede ordens ah-sa-gode regeringer, men at argumentere
med fakta om, at den russiske intervention i Ukraine har en
forhistorie, kan i1 varste fald give en fangselsstraf i henhold
til en ny lov, der blev vedtaget af det tyske parlament den
20. oktober, med en &ndring af straffelovens artikel 130, stk.
5.

I trdd med dette britiske perspektiv er tilsyneladende
Ukraines viceforsvarsminister Havrylov, som netop 1 et
interview med Sky News har udtalt: “Vi kan trange ind i Krim
inden udgangen af december”, og understregede om generobringen
af Krim: “Det er kun et spgrgsmal om tid. Selvfglgelig vil vi
gerne gennemfgre det hurtigst muligt.”

Briterne er tilsyneladende villige til at udmarke sig ved at
skabe verdenskrige, da det var Boris Johnson, der i april
personligt sgrgede for, at lgftet om at afslutte krigen gennem
forhandlinger blev saboteret. Desvarre ser det ud til at
hovedparten af det transatlantiske sikkerhedsetablissement,
hvoraf mange netop har mgdtes til den internationale
sikkerhedskonference i Halifax, er enige: “Maden at beskytte
det globale demokrati pa nuvarende tidspunkt er med vaben og
stgtte til Ukraines kamp mod Rusland, ikke gennem
forhandlinger”, og de afviser ligefrem forslaget fra general
Mark Milley, chef for USA’'s forsvarskommando, om at det nu
maske er tidspunktet for diplomati.

Det er denne kriminelle politik for atomar balancegang, som
indeholder faren for udslettelse af hele menneskeheden 1 en



global atomkrig og den efterfglgende atomvinter, som
automatisk g@r hvert enkelt menneske pa Jorden til
verdensborger, der md tage ansvar for resultatet af denne
nuverende fase af menneskehedens historie. Vi gnsker derfor at
katalysere en international bevagelse af verdensborgere, som
er engageret i at foresld en ny international sikkerheds- og
udviklingsarkitektur, der vil tage hensyn til de enkelte
landes interesser pa planeten. Dette begreb, at tage hensyn
til alle landes interesser, var princippet i1 den Westfalske
Fred, som dannede grundlaget for fred efter 150 ars
religionskrig i Europa, og som var begyndelsen pd Folkeretten
og grundlaget for FN-pagten, som vi skal opretholde og
bekrafte.

Hvad er de grundlaggende principper, som en sadan ny global
sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur skal baseres pa?

Det ufravigelige udgangspunkt for en sadan ny arkitektur ma
vere et menneskesyn, som alle nationer kan blive enige om.
Mennesket adskiller sig fra alle andre arter ved at vare
begavet med kreativ fornuft, at det er det eneste vasen, der
igen og igen kan opdage nye gyldige principper i det fysiske
univers, og kan, gennem anvendelse af disse videnskabelige og
teknologiske fremskridt 1 produktionsprocessen, gge
livskvaliteten, levetiden og antallet af levende mennesker.
Det er dette kreative potentiale, som kendetegner mennesket
som varende helligt.

Den epoke, der er ved at narme sig sin afslutning, bestar
af de sidste ca. 600 ar, som begyndte med fremkomsten af den
suverane nationalstat, der er baseret pa Nikolaj af Cusas’
skrifter og den fgrste suverane nationalstat under Ludvig XI 1
Frankrig i det 15. arhundrede, som for fegrste gang var optaget
af befolkningens falles bedste, og modstanden mod denne idé
fra det venetianske imperiums side. I 600 ar har der varet en
uaftbrudt kamp mellem disse to styreformer, mellem den suverane
nationalstat og den oligarkiske samfundsform, der har svinget
frem og tilbage og til tider har vagtet den ene eller den



anden tendens i en hgjere grad.

Alle imperier baseret pad den oligarkiske model var orienteret
mod at beskytte den herskende elites privilegier, mens de
forsggte at holde befolkningsmasserne sa tilbagestdende som
muligt, fordi de som “far” er lettere at kontrollere (og det
skal vi hgre noget om lidt senere). Det blev anset for
“normalt” at holde en vis andel af befolkningen som slaver,
eller “helotter”, som Schiller beskriver det i sit skrift om
“Solons og Lycurgus’ love”, der kan slas ihjel, hvis de bliver
for mange. Det var den samme oligarkiske anskuelse, som var
grundlaget for Malthus’' ideologi og den underliggende
forudsaetning for al kolonialpolitik, ogsa i de moderne former
for kolonialisme, som prasident Sukarno havde advaret imod 1
sin tale pa den fgrste Bandung-konference i 1955.

Det er modstand mod denne moderne kolonialisme, der nu er en
kraftig renassance for i den alliancefri bevagelse, som
arbejder pa et nyt gkonomisk system, der omfatter BRICS-Plus,
som flere og flere lande gnsker at tilslutte sig, Shanghai-
samarbejdsorganisationen (SC0), den eurasiske gkonomiske union
(EAEU) og andre organisationer i det globale syd.

Kristendommen opstod allerede under Romerriget, og for fgrste
gang i den europaiske civilisation indfandt sig ideen om, at
det enkelte menneske er helligt som et billede af Skaberen og
begunstiget med den skabende kraft, “{vis creativa}”, som Cusa
kalder det, der udgar fra hans eller hendes lighed med
Skaberen. Den samme idé forekommer ogsa i de to andre
monoteistiske religioner, jgdedommen og islam, samt i den
sekulare humanisme, konfucianismen og den indiske filosofi og
religion i traditionen fra de vediske skrifter, og der findes
genklang af denne idé i andre kulturer. Hver gang der opstod
strgmninger i disse religioner, som afveg fra ideen om, at
alle mennesker er hellige, som 1 korstogene eller
inkvisitionen, betgd det, at de blev redskaber for de
oligarkiske eliter til deres formal.



Det nye paradigme, som vil vaere karakteristisk for den nye
epoke, o0g som den nye globale sikkerheds- og
udviklingsarkitektur skal rettes mod, skal derfor fjerne
begrebet oligarkisme for altid og viderefgre organiseringen af
den politiske orden pa en sadan made, at menneskehedens sande
karakter som den skabende art kan realiseres.

Derfor foreslar jeg, at felgende principper skal drgftes og,
hvis der opnas enighed, realiseres. Disse ideer er tankt som
stof til eftertanke og som en dialog mellem alle mennesker,
der er interesseret i at finde et grundlag for en
verdensorden, der garanterer menneskeartens varige eksistens.

For det fgrste: Den nye internationale sikkerheds- og
udviklingsarkitektur skal vare et partnerskab mellem
fuldstaendig suverazne nationalstater, som er baseret pa de fem
principper for fredelig sameksistens og FN-pagten.

For det andet: Den absolutte prioritet skal vare at afhjalpe
fattigdommen i alle nationer pa planeten, hvilket er fuldt ud
muligt, hvis de eksisterende teknologier anvendes til gavn for
det falles bedste.

For det tredje: Den forventede levetid for alle levende
mennesker skal forlanges til det fulde potentiale ved at skabe
moderne sundhedssystemer i alle lande pa planeten. Dette er
ogsa den eneste made, hvorpa de nuvaerende og fremtidige
potentielle pandemier kan overvindes eller forhindres.

For det fjerde: Da menneskeheden er den eneste kreative art,
der hidtil har varet kendt i universet, og da menneskelig
kreativitet er den eneste kilde til rigdom gennem den
potentielt ubegransede opdagelse af nye wuniverselle
principper, skal et af hovedmdlene i den nye internationale
sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur vare at sikre adgang til
universel uddannelse for alle nulevende bgrn og voksne
mennesker. Menneskets sande natur bestar i at blive en smuk
sjel, som Friedrich Schiller omtaler det, og den eneste



person, der kan indfri denne betingelse, er geniet.

For det femte: Det internationale finanssystem ma
omorganiseres, sa det kan tilvejebringe produktive kreditter
til opfyldelse af disse mal. Et referencepunkt kan vare det
oprindelige Bretton Woods-system, som Franklin D. Roosevelt
havde tenkt sig, men som aldrig blev gennemfgrt pa grund af
hans alt for tidlige ded, og de Fire Love som foresldet af
Lyndon LaRouche. Det primare mal med et sadant nyt
kreditsystem skal vare at gge levestandarden betydeligt, iser
for nationerne i det Globale Syd og for de fattige i det
Globale Nord.

For det sjette: Den nye gkonomiske orden skal fokusere pa at
skabe betingelserne for moderne industrier og landbrug,
begyndende med infrastrukturudvikling af alle kontinenter, der
pa sigt skal forbindes med tunneller og broer for at blive til
en verdenslandbro.

For det syvende: Den nye globale sikkerhedsarkitektur skal
afskaffe begrebet geopolitik ved at afskaffe opdelingen af
verden i blokke. Der ma tages hensyn til alle suverane
nationers sikkerhedshensyn. Atomvaben og andre
massegdelaggelsesvaben skal straks forbydes. Gennem
internationalt samarbejde skal der udvikles metoder til at
gore atomvaben teknologisk foraldede, sadan som det
oprindeligt var hensigten med det forslag, der blev kendt som
SDI, som LaRouche foreslog, og som prasident Reagan tilbgd
Sovjetunionen.

For det ottende: Tidligere kunne en civilisation i et hjgrne
af verden ga til grunde, og resten af verden ville fgrst
opdage det flere ar senere pa grund af afstanden og den tid,
der var ngdvendig for at rejse. Nu sidder menneskeheden for
forste gang i samme bad pa grund af atomvaben, pandemier og
andre globale virkninger. Derfor kan en lgsning pa den
eksistentielle trussel mod menneskeheden ikke opnas ved hjalp
af sekundzre eller delvise ordninger, men lgsningen skal opnas



pa niveauet af den hgjere Ene, som er mere magtfuld end de
mange. Det kraver tankning 1 retning af {Coincidentia
Oppositorum}, Modsatningernes Sammenfald, af Nikolaj af Cusa.

Niende: For at overvinde de konflikter, der opstar som fglge
af indbyrdes stridende opfattelser, som er den made, imperier
har bevaret kontrollen over de underordnede, ma den
gkonomiske, sociale og politiske orden bringes i sammenhang
med lovmaessigheden i1 det fysiske univers. I europaisk filosofi
blev dette diskuteret som va@ren 1 karakter med naturloven, 1
indisk filosofi som kosmologi, og i andre kulturer kan man
finde tilsvarende begreber. Moderne videnskaber som
rumvidenskab, biofysik og termonuklear fusionsvidenskab vil
lgbende gge menneskehedens viden om denne lovmassighed. En
lignende sammenhang finder man i de store vaerker af klassisk
kunst i forskellige kulturer.

Tiende: Den barende antagelse for det nye paradigme er, at
mennesket grundlaggende er godt og i stand til uendeligt at
perfektionere sit sinds kreativitet og sin sj®ls skgnhed, og
at det er den mest avancerede geologiske kraft i universet,
hvilket beviser, at sindets lovmassighed og det fysiske
univers er i overensstemmelse og sammenhang, og at alt ondt er
resultatet af manglende udvikling og derfor kan overvindes.

En ny gkonomisk verdensorden er ved at opsta, som omfatter
langt stgrstedelen af landene i det Globale Syd. De europaziske
nationer og USA skal ikke bekampe denne indsats, men ved at ga
sammen med udviklingslandene samarbejde om at prage den naste
epoke i1 menneskehedens udvikling, sa& den bliver en renassance
af de hgjeste og mest adle udtryk for kreativitet!

Lad os derfor skabe en international bevagelse af
verdensborgere, som i fallesskab arbejder for at forme den
neste fase 1 menneskehedens udvikling, den nye epoke!
Verdensborgere fra alle lande, foren jer!



Det Globale Syd vendte op og
ned pa COP27-topmgdet

Den 21. november (EIRNS) - Arets topmgde i FN’s
rammekonvention om klimazndringer (UNFCCC) var “FLOP27"”, men
dog pa en anden facon. Udviklingslandene og isa@r BRICS-landene
ser ud til at have vendt op og ned pad World Economic Forum’s
“Green Deal”. Det udtryk, som formanden for COP26 i ar, det
britiske Tory-parlamentsmedlem Alok Sharma, der grad ved
afslutningen af COP26 forrige ar i Glasgow, som han var
formand for, var den bitre skuffelse fra en oligarkisk agent,
der var blevet pisket.

Den 15. november pd COP27 udsendte de fem BRICS-landes
ministre med ansvar for “klima” en erklaring, citeret af
Sydafrikas branchesite Engineering News, som indledtes
saledes:

“[Ministrene] forpligtede sig til at give deres fulde stgtte
til det egyptiske COP27-formandskab for at opna en vellykket
konference, som bgr sikre et ambitigst, retferdigt og
afbalanceret resultat, herunder vasentlige fremskridt 1
retning af etablering af en finansiel mekanisme for tab og
skader, den Nye kollektive kvantitative Finansieringsmodel og
operationalisering af det globale mal om tilpasning samt
ferdiggerelse af arbejdsprogrammet for afbgdning. Initiativet
om indfgrelsen af et sarligt punkt pa dagsordenen om en
finansieringsordning for tab og skader i udviklingslandene er
en gladelig udvikling.”

Denne “gladelige udvikling” er tilsyneladende essensen af det,
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der kom ud af COP27. Som Sharma fnyste: “Udledninger skal
toppe fgr 2025, som videnskaben siger er ngdvendigt? Ikke 1
denne tekst. En klar opfglgning pa udfasningen af kul? Ikke i
denne tekst. En klar forpligtelse til at udfase alle fossile
brandstoffer? Ikke i denne tekst. Teksten om energi? Svakket 1
de sidste minutter.”

Fonden for tab og skader, uanset hvad der matte blive af dens
gennemfgrelse i betragtning af de "“avancerede” landes
tidligere prastationer, blev vedtaget pa grund af en kovending
fra Biden-regeringens delegation under COP27 i Egypten, som
opgav sin tidligere modstand mod industrilandenes sakaldte
“ubegransede ansvar for udviklingslandenes omkostninger til
tilpasning og “afbgdning”. Denne vending blev sandsynligvis
fremtvunget af det Globale Syds bevagelse mod BRICS efter
artiers fuldstandigt hykleri med fossile brandstoffer fra de
transatlantiske landes side, der kulminerede i den destruktive
skendsel i form af deres nuverende krigssanktioner. 0g det er
meget muligt, at London og Washington har til hensigt at
udnytte finansieringen af tab og skader, som er til radighed,
i deres famlende forsgg pa at imgdega Kinas Balte- og Vej-
Initiativ.

Ugandas praesident Yoweri Museveni havde tweetet: “Det er
moralsk uholdbart for europzerne at forvente at udnytte
Afrikas fossile brandstoffer til anvendelse 1 deres egen
energiproduktion, og samtidig n®gte at acceptere Afrikas
anvendelse af de samme brandstoffer til deres egen
energiproduktion”. EU blev pa topmgdet enig om naturgas som et
" midlertidigt brandstof ” for Afrika. EU-Kommissionens
neastformand, Frans Timmermans, blev citeret af Bloomberg News
den 16. november pa en pressekonference: “Vedvarende energi
skal spille en ngglerolle, men jeg mener ogsa, at gas kan
spille en overgangsrolle. [Afrikanske nationer] ser de
reserver, de har i kulbrinter, som en del af denne lgsning.
Det er ikke Europa, der forsgger at bruge Afrika som en
tankstation.”



{Global Times}, 1 en artikel den 20. november, “COP27 Yields
Historical Deal on Climate Loss and Damage”, havde en
underrubrik, der betvivlede, at vestlige nationer ville
honorere den nye “mekanisme”, men rapporterede, at “Kina, en
sterk tilhanger af at etablere en mekanisme for tab og skader,
aktivt har hjulpet wudviklingslandene med at tackle
klimaproblemer via Syd-Syd-samarbejdet.”

Atlantic Council brgd sig bestemt ikke om resultatet. “Det
Globale Syd vandt, men gjorde klimaet det?” var indledningen
til deres “ekspert”-diskussion. “Fuldstandig fiasko” siger en
af dem, “gdelzggende for planerne om at holde den globale
opvarmning pa hgjst 1,5° C”. De store udledere — Kina, Indien,
Brasilien og Indonesien — slap af sted med det, siger en
anden. Det var selvfglgelig Putins skyld, og “de 1ikke-
statslige aktgrer” ma dominere naste ar.

Foto: Pexels CCO

I stedet for krig begr vi
kempe for visionen om en
fremtid

Den 18. nov. — “Jeg taler derfor om fred som det ngdvendige
rationelle mal for rationelle mennesker. Jeg er klar over, at
bestrabelserne pa at opnd fred ikke er lige sa dramatiske som
bestrabelserne pa at opna krig — og ofte falder straberens ord
for dgve grer. Men vi har ingen mere presserende opgave.”

— John F. Kennedy, American University, 10. juni 1963

Schiller Instituttets arrangement “Stop faren for atomkrig”,


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/i-stedet-for-krig-boer-vi-kaempe-for-visionen-om-en-fremtid/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/i-stedet-for-krig-boer-vi-kaempe-for-visionen-om-en-fremtid/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2022/11/i-stedet-for-krig-boer-vi-kaempe-for-visionen-om-en-fremtid/

det tredje i razkken, finder sted tirsdag den 22. november, pa
59-arsdagen for mordet pa prasident John F. Kennedy. Skyggen
af en mulig, pludselig, total udslettelseskrig, som blev
kastet over jordens overflade i sidste uge, da Ukraine (maske)
ved et uheld bombede Polen, bgr understrege, hvorfor enhver
bestrabelse i de naste tre dage bgr ggres for at ggre Schiller
Instituttets og dets grundlagger Helga Zepp-LaRouches stemme
kendt 1 den internationale offentlighed. Zepp-LaRouches
forslag til en ny sikkerheds- og udviklingsarkitektur, som for
nylig blev offentliggjort i et essay med titlen: “Den
alliancefrie Bevagelses rolle i et nyt paradigme for de
internationale relationer”, er nu genstand for en diskussion
af en voksende liste af nuvarende og tidligere nationale
kongresmedlemmer, statslige lovgivere fra forskellige nationer
og andre, som vil deltage i tirsdagens virtuelle mgde.

Denne vej til fred, som bgr udforskes i anden af en ny
“Bandung II"”-bevagelse for alliancefrihed, der er imod
organiseringen af konkurrerende blokke af nationer, er en vej,
som Kinas prasident Xi Jinping og Italiens premierminister
Giorgia Meloni omtalte i deres respektive kommunikéer, der
berettede om deres mgde den 16. november pa G20-mgdet. Begge
omtalte de “tusind ars kontakt og dialog” mellem kulturerne i
Italien og Kina — et virkelig “serligt forhold”, der ikke er
baseret pa krig eller forretning, men snarere pa kunst, musik,
videnskab og handel. Denne vej til fred, is@r fordi Lyndon
LaRouche med succes havde banet vejen for dialog med prasident
Ronald Reagan og Sovjetunionen for 40 ar siden gennem
LaRouches forslag om et Strategisk Forsvarsinitiativ, udggr
den rette standard inden for diplomatiet, som burde vare
fremherskende i amerikansk kontakt med andre nationer. Den bgr
erstatte den inkompetente ” amatgragtige” proces, der har faet
den russiske viceudenrigsminister Sergej Ryabkov til at
erklare, at Rusland “fortsat er ngdsaget til holde fast 1 en
politik, hvor vi ikke pa forhand informerer nogen om vores
planer pa det militere omrade. Jeg henviser til vores
virkelige modstander, en magtfuld modstander, i dette s®rlige



tilfelde, USA.”

Fortvivlelse er ikke berettiget. Tag det nastfarligste gjeblik
1 forholdet mellem USA og Rusland, Cubakrisen. Prasident John
F. Kennedy og hans bror Robert, der nagtede at bgje sig for
presset fra en fejlvurderende “utopisk” militarfraktion,
befandt sig i centrum af en potentiel atomar ildstorm, der
kunne have udslettet menneskeheden. I en resolut opvisning af
lederskab fik JFK og hans forhandlingspartnere i Sovjetunionen
verden tilbage fra afgrundens rand. Den nuvarende situation
kan imidlertid vare langt farligere end den i 1963, fordi
rationelle me&nd og kvinder er farre og mere sjaldne og svarere
at finde 1 den transatlantiske sektor end dengang. Frem for
besindighed, opfordrede en joker-lignende forhenvarende
komiker, der optradte som Ukraines prasident, i denne uge
verden til at starte en Tredje Verdenskrig. Ifglge visse
rapporter nagtede Biden at tale med Zelenskyj, mens “affaren
om missilet” udspillede sig. Biden har tilsyneladende ikke
talt med ham lige siden.

I betragtning af, hvad reprasentanter for City of London har
anfgrt i de seneste numre af The Economist, kan vi ikke afvise
muligheden for, at den seneste uges nasten-atomare
konfrontation mellem USA/NATO og Rusland simpelthen var en
generalprgve pad det, der skal komme, muligvis i denne uge,
muligvis i naste uge eller maske i perioden inden arets
udgang. Det indebazrer ikke ngdvendigvis, at de britiske
styrker planlagger en atomkrig pa en bestemt dag eller et
bestemt tidspunkt, men det betyder at milliarder af mennesker
pa denne planet star over for det mest mareridtsagtige
scenarie, nemlig at der i1kke langere er nogen der bestemmer,
og at det derfor er umuligt at undgd strategiske
fejlvurderinger. Som Lyndon LaRouche havdede i en hovedtale 1
sommeren 1978 til International Caucus of Labor Committees:
“Briterne foretog 1 deres uendelige visdom en fejlberegning,
og verdenskrigen begyndte.”

Men hvorfor sa ikke fortvivle? Det har varet heldigt for dem,



der har tilknytning til Lyndon LaRouche, at have indgdet i en
organisation, der blev sammensat som en filosofisk forening 1
stil med de bedste af Athens civile soldater, som Sokrates,
som Aischylos, og ikke som Spartas civile soldater. Det er
lovgiveren Solon fra Athen, ikke Lykurgus fra Sparta, og
Solons forfatning, der er komponeret som et digt, og som af
medlemmerne af LaRouche-organisationen opfattes som standarden
for praksis i statskundskab, gennem offentlige mgder, uddeling
pa gaden og politisk dannelse gennem publikationer, pamfletter
og uafhengig research ved hjalp af originale kilder.
Kandidater til embeder udvalges og opmuntres med denne
standard for gje. Der tilskyndes f.eks. til interventioner,
dvs. afbrydelser af den uerkendte, men gennemgribende sociale
accept af ondskabens banalitet i den politiske klasse. Sadanne
indgreb konfronterer pad ikke-voldelig vis dem, der ikke hgrer
hjemme i Kongressen/parlamentet, men pa anklagebaznken ved en
nystiftet Nurnbergdomstol (som begyndte den 20. november
1945), med offentlig identifikation og offentlig anerkendelse
af deres forbrydelser.

Den bevagelse, der blev dannet og ledet af LaRouche gennem
valgprocessen til prasidentvalget, gjorde det muligt for
LaRouche gennem sit kandidatur til presidentposten at spille
en rolle i amerikansk politik i et halvt arhundrede, som var
enestdende, isar pa grund af den made, hvorpa dybe ideer,
ideer af Nikolaus af Cusa, Gottfried Leibniz, Bernhard
Riemann, Alexander Hamilton, Edgar Allan Poe, Friedrich
Schiller og mange andre, blev gjort let tilgengelige for
millioner af mennesker pa gadehjgrner og i indkgbscentre,
lufthavne og kongrescentre i mange lande i omkring 50 ar. Det
var i hgj grad pa grund af dette, at LaRouche var i stand til
at fa en prasident fra USA til, under sin tale om Det
strategiske Forsvarsinitiativ den 23. marts 1983, at sige:
“Jeg er efterhanden blevet mere og mere dybt overbevist om, at
den menneskelige and md vare i stand til at have sig over at
behandle andre nationer og mennesker ved at true deres
eksistens. Da jeg fgler dette, mener jeg, at vi grundigt ma



undersgge enhver mulighed for at mindske spandingerne og
indfgre stgrre stabilitet i den strategiske planlagning pa
begge sider... Efter omhyggelig drgftelse med mine radgivere,
herunder stabscheferne, mener jeg, at det er en mulighed. Lad
mig dele en fremtidsvision med jer, som giver hab.”

Det er vores opgave at skabe, dele og forsvare denne vision af
en fremtid, der giver hab, og det er emnet for Schiller
Instituttets konference tirsdag den 22. november.

Jens Jorgen Nielsen: Schiller
Instituttets video interview
(med afksrift)

efter han blev fyret af
Folkeuniversitetet for
politiske arsager

Mandag den 14. november 2022

Her er afskriftet pa engelsk, som kom i Executive Intelligence
Review Vol. 49, Nr. 46, November 25, 2022

Interviewet af Michelle Rasmussen, nastformand.

Videoen findes o0gsda pa Schiller Instituttets amerikanske
YouTube kanal her, hvor knap 6.000 personer har set den indtil
den 20. november.

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

Download (PDF, Unknown)
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INTERVIEW: Jens Jgrgen Nielsen
Danish Historian Fired After Ukraine Blacklists Him

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

Mr. Nielsen has participated in several Schiller Institute
conferences, 1including the Institute’s Danish-Swedish
videoconference on May 25, 2022 for a new international
security and development architecture. Then, on July 14, 2022
he, along with other speakers at the May 25 conference, was
put on the blacklist of “information terrorists” put out by
Ukraine’s UK-supported and U.S.-funded Center For Combating
Disinformation. There was widespread coverage of this in the
major Danish media. The Danish parliament conducted a
consultation about this affair with the Danish Foreign
Minister Jeppe Kofod on Aug. 28, 2022.

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

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

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

Nielsen: Well, I would say I was not fired for anything which



took place in the classroom. Because there have been some
evaluations of my teaching and they have always been very
good. The latest evaluation was from February this year. And
when people were asked about the professional level, 100% were
very satisfied. So that’s nothing to do with it. And I'm not
politicizing in my teaching. When I teach, I objectively lay
out various interpretations and sources, the interests of
various nations and actors in the political process. So, it’s
not for something I’'ve done in the classroom. It’s obvious.
Even though the board of directors who wrote me this letter
tries to legitimize it by saying that I may be politicizing in
the classroom, but they have never attended any of my lessons.
They didn’t know what'’s going on there, and they never invited
me to talk about it. They never invited any of the students
who attended the courses. So it’s obvious.

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

I was not endorsing the war. That’s very important, because I
have my doubts about this Russian engagement in Ukraine. That
is another question. But I didn’t endorse it. But the fact
that I gave an interview brought about a crisis in the board.
The old board had left, and there was a new board. And the
old, original board supported me, and the leader of the school
said 1t was okay because there was nothing wrong with my
teaching... What I do outside the classroom, which points of
view I had, was up to me. They didn’t have anything to do with
it as long as the teaching in the classroom was done
objectively and people were satisfied with this.



So it was because I was considered to be a person who showed
understanding for Putin. Showed understanding for Putin. And I
was asked by a journalist, do you really show understanding
for Putin? I said, you have to be aware that you use the word
understand. What does it mean? It is very important to
understand Putin, what his situation 1s, his background and
his way of thinking, and things like that. It’s absolutely not
the same thing as to say it is very good, but you have to
understand him. But I think in the Danish media, journalists
think it’s an offence, in itself, to understand Putin, and to
understand Russia, not either endorsing or not endorsing, but
to understand them...

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

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

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

Of course I have not been killed. I will not be put in the
gulag... But when you fire people, you indirectly also tell
people at other universities, “Beware about what you write and
what you say. Don’t try to say something which 1is opposed to
government policy right now.” This is the logic. This is the
conclusion I have reached, that you have to get in line with
the government policy...

So I think it’s a sad day. Firstly, I think it’'s a sad day for



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

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

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

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



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

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

%%Students Shocked

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

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

Nielsen: Yes. Of course. Many of the students there have been
protesting now. And if you go back, there was one remark in
February. But an evaluation was made where 100% were satisfied
with the professional level of the teaching. And 75% were very



satisfied and 25% were satisfied. There was no one who was
dissatisfied or less satisfied. But there was one who
mentioned that it was a little bit too pro-Putin. That was one
among 30 people who made this remark. But that was compared to
the other 29 or so. It couldn’t, by any means, be a reason for
this. Of course, it’s not. Because you could also say that it
was at the beginning of the war, and actually, in the
classroom, there were several people who were very staunch
supporters of Putin—-a small group—and a small group who very
much disliked Putin; and they had some quarrels between
themselves, which has nothing to do with me, because I was not
part of that. I think that this was the reason why one person
said this. But before that, there hadn’t been anything like
that. Nothing of the sort. There have been several
evaluations, and apart from this, there haven’t been any
remarks at all.

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

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

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



identity. It’'s not a simple or unambiguous concept, because
it’s very controversial, what it actually constitutes. It'’s
not that easy. So I had to put forward something.

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

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

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



So it means that it’'s a very split country, whatever you may
call it. And I also said that, I think it was in the Summer of
2014, Q International American Polling Institute made a survey
in Crimea saying that 80 or 90% of the population endorsed the
status as a part of Russia. And the same result was arrived at
by the German polling company GfK in 2015. So, when the
majority of the population accepts this transfer from Ukraine
to Russia, is it an annexation? I had a discussion in the book
about it: Because you can say, on the one side, it depends, if
you look at it like that, you can consider it to be an
annexation. But in other ways, it’s not a very typical
annexation, because of what I’'ve just mentioned.

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

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

%%sLiberties Only in Time of Peace?

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

Nielsen: Well, my case seemed to prove the fact that if you
take part, and have some points of view, which do not suit



public opinion, or does not suit the government, you will lose
your livelihood. You will lose your job. So this is what it
proves, that you can lose your job. I have lost two jobs
because of this. So it’s obvious that there are some costs
connected to it. It shouldn’t be like that. You should not be
fired because of some points of view you have, and that you
bring into the public discussion such a very, very important
question as the war going on in Ukraine right now. So it'’s
difficult. At any rate, it comes with big costs for those who
participate. They can be fired. There can be a witch hunt
against them. There can be a campaign against them, smear
campaigns, and such kind of things. It has taken place here,
and I also understand-I just followed some of my German
colleagues, and they have been exposed to something like that.

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

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

So it’s not a new thing. We didn’t have this discussion for
many years. Now it’'s come back, and it tells that when you



have some tension, some conflict, and things like that, our
highly valued liberties, they immediately fly away. So it’s a
thin layer. Our democracy, the democratic culture here, 1is
maybe a very thin layer. So I wonder, if Denmark enters the
war more directly, I think we’ll probably lose all our
liberties. We can have liberties when you have peace. There'’s
no danger. But when you have some tension, they should prove
themselves. These liberties should prove themselves in times
of tension.

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

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

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

We know the potential for nuclear war. We know where it 1is.
And you can be angry with Putin around the clock. But, at the
end of the day, there’s no alternative to have some kind of
agreement with Russia to find some kind of solution. To defeat
Russia is stupidity. And I'm not talking, maybe, because I
feel sorry for the Russians. I feel sorry for ourselves. I
feel sorry for the Europeans who are following a very
shortsighted policy, especially from America, the United
States of America. I think Europeans, we should find another



approach to the policy, because it’'s obvious for everyone now,
because of the sanctions, Europe is really in straits. Europe
is the part of the world which is hit most by the sanctions.
It’s actually not really Russia. It’s Russia to some extent,
of course. But Russia can sell their oil anywhere. And we buy
their oil. Much of the gas and oil from Russia goes to India,
and China, and they sail around the globe, and they end up in
Germany for four-five times the price. It's stupidity. It's
pure stupidity, and that’s why I engage in the debate.

EIR: You've also said that in your media debates, you have not
legitimized Russia’s military intervention in Ukraine, but
that you have stressed that it’s important to find out how we
got here. Also the responsibility on the western side. I have
made interviews with you, actually, before the start of the
war in February. I interviewed you in December of last year,
and you were warning about—-that was at the point where Russia
had just proposed two treaties to try to avoid crossing their
red lines. But you said that you have also participated in the
media debate to find out how can we reach a peaceful solution?

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

%%Arrogance of the West

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

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



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

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

Nielsen: Yes, sure. Because I think many in Denmark, and in
the West in general, tend to forget that Putin was actually
very pro-Western in the beginning of his term when it started
more than 20 years back. He was President in 2000. They seem
to forget it. He actually wanted Russia to become part of
NATO. He appealed to the West in his speech in the Bundestag,
in the German parliament, and so on, and met with George W.
Bush, and things like that. He was very good friends with Tony
Blair, I think. There was a hope for the world, but things
changed, and I think 1is very interesting to understand what
changed in those years. I think that there were many steps.
It's a little complicated to put it shortly here, but a lot of
it, I think, was the West’s arrogance, and the West saying we
can do anything, without asking Russia.

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



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

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

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

%%Voices of Dissent Are Important Now

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

Nielsen: The first thing is to have a ceasefire. And it'’s
interesting: Everyone knows that there had been some steps to
make ceasefire in March and April. And it’s very interesting
to see who stopped it? It was actually not the Ukrainians, in
the first place. It was first, the European Union, and then
Boris Johnson from the UK, and also Biden. It was the West
that stopped it. There were some attempts in Belarus in the
first place, and later on in Turkey. Erdogan invited Russia
and Ukraine to some talks, and there are still some talks.



There are still some talks about the export of wheat from
Odessa, and they’'re sitting in Istanbul, while we are talking.
And it was because of Erdogan. There are many people in the
West who do not like Erdogan. I'm not very much in love with
Erdogan, but this is a very, very—it’s the most reasonable
step which has been taken. It’s been taken from Erdogan,
because he invited Russia and Ukraine.

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

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

I think it’s important for us that there is a voice of
dissent. As I said, that there are some people who will
present some other ways of thinking, because many of us who
think like that, we are in a minority right now. But things
can change very quickly. And I wouldn’'t be surprised 1if,



suddenly, there will be a situation where people in the West,
people in Europe, and also in America, will say enough 1is
enough. We can’t do it any more, because this huge amount of
money we’'re sending to Ukraine, I mean, we are taking the
money from other projects: infrastructure, education,
hospitals, health care system, things like that. So I think
that there’s a limit to how long time we can continue this
war. And I also think that that goes for Ukraine. How much can
they destroy the country, and how many people should be
killed? It’s very important that some voices in the West
demand that we have this peace process taking place as fast as
possible.

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



