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britiske Theresa May denne absolut utrolige provokation mod
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Engelsk udskift:

Schiller Institute New Paradigm Webcast, March 22 2018
With Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Desperation of British Imperial Elites Forces Them To Make a
Big
Blunder

HARLEY SCHLANGER: Hello, I'm Harley Schlanger: Welcome to
this week’s Schiller Institute international webcast,
featuring

our founder and President Helga Zepp-LaRouche.

In the last days the British have been in an open assault
against Russia and Russian President Putin, using the Skripal
case as the basis for that, with Theresa May going completely
wild in trying to build a unified front against Russia, and
implicitly, against President Trump’s efforts to establish
cooperative relationships between the United States and
Russia.

In the last days, this was completely outflanked by a call
made

between President Trump and Vladimir Putin. So we have lots
to

cover today, but I'd like to start there, with the
significance

of the Trump-Putin discussion, Helga.

HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I think this was a brilliant

outflanking of this British operation, because, just as
Russiagate had vanished in the United States, or almost
collapsed, and actually turned against the role of the British
intelligence in this whole thing, this is the moment when
Theresa

May launched this absolutely incredible provocation against
Russia. And this was a clear effort to basically push



President

Trump into a corner, where he would not dare to try to make
good

on his promise to improve relations with Russia.

So by congratulating Putin for his reelection for another

six years, and then having very, very important discussions
about

the issues which are the real challenges in the world, namely,
strategic stability, prevention of the arms race, Syria,
Ukraine,

the Korea crisis, I think the two Presidents established
absolutely a direct connection and it makes the British effort
really look rather what it is, namely, an absolutely insane
provocation.

Now, I think it’s very important that in that same phone

call, President Trump not only congratulated Putin for his
reelection, but he also was very positive on the fact that
President Xi Jinping, that the 1limit to his terms was
eliminated,

so he can stay on in these crucial years ahead. And he said
this

is a very good thing, because President Xi Jinping has
provided

very, very good leadership.

I think the geopolitical faction is absolutely going

bananas, and that is reflected in really hysterical media
coverage about this, but I think it’s a good thing. And the
fact

that there is a relationship and a dialogue among the
Presidents

of the three most important countries on the planet — the
United

States, Russia, and China — everybody who loves peace and who
is

not a moron should be happy about it. But if you contrast
that

with rather unbelievable warmongering of Stoltenberg, the head



of

NATO, for example — I mean, this guy, can you imagine he said,
because there was this poison attack on Skripal, a former
double

agent, that means the likelihood that Russia is dropping
nuclear

bombs — this is {really} crazy.

The war faction, they have gone beyond all reason, and

Merkel, the German Chancellor, when she went to Poland, even
went

so far as to say that Russia has to prove that they didn’t do
it!

Can you imagine this? I mean, there is such a thing in
international law as {in dubio pro reo}, which means “in doubt
for the accused,” and that the accuser has to provide the
evidence and not the accused, and that’s exactly what the
Russian

Foreign Minister Lavrov said. And he used that occasion to
say

that Merkel’s behavior, unfortunately, points in the direction
that the European leaders are not coming back to reason.

So I think, nothing can be expected from the Europeans at

this point. The British are on a rampage; Merkel and Macron,
for

their own reasons, backed this up completely, and therefore I
think it’s very, very good that President Trump cut through
all

of this and established direct contact with Putin. {And} they
announced that they will have a summit fairly soon between the
two of them, Putin and Trump. And Serbia already offered
Belgrade

as a neutral place for the two to meet. So I think this is a
very, very good sign.

SCHLANGER: And while this discussion has been going on,
there have been a number of other discussions that I think are
quite significant between the U.S. and Russian military,



political leaders, a briefing at the Russian Foreign Ministry;
it

does appear as though the Trump administration and the Putin
administration see this as an opportunity for outflanking it.
Is

that your assessment?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes. Because, as you said, there were all
kinds of other diplomatic initiatives. The two military
chiefs

of staff communicated, then there was a meeting between the
Russian Ambassador Anatoly Antonov and Senator Rand Paul,
which

is very important, because in the midst of all of this
demonization, almost nobody dared to speak with the Russian
Ambassador, like what happened to Sessions. So, the two of
them,

Antonov and Rand Paul also agreed to reestablish U.S.-Russian
inter-parliamentarian dialogue.

So every effort to reestablish dialogue and trust building,
confidence building, is extremely welcome, because, as it has
been developing — in the ’'60s and ’'70s you had the idea of an
East policy, of rapprochement through cooperation, détente,
trying to have a good-neighbor relationship in Europe, and all
of

that with, really, starting with PNAC, the Project for a New
American Century, with the neo-cons when the Soviet Union
collapsed, that basically led to a complete build-up of a Cold
War mentality, NATO expansion, regime change, interventionist
wars, and this has poisoned the atmosphere so much that you
can

really ask yourself, what was the purpose — or what {is} the
purpose of that? What is the purpose, when the British are
trying to build such a war-like enemy image of Russia? I
mean,

there are some few, very lonely voices who share our view,
that



once you build up such an enemy image, and you poison the
atmosphere, you completely make wild accusations, I mean, this
is

the kind of atmosphere in which things can go very quickly
very

wrong. And that would be devastating.

Now, in this context, it’'s also noteworthy that there was a
Senate Armed Services Committee hearing, where the commander
of

the Strategic Command of the United States, General Hyten, was
asked: Does the United States at this point have any defense
against the kind of weapons systems which were announced by
President Putin on March 1? And he said, no. Then his answer
was

to say, therefore, the use of low-yield nuclear weapons should
be

considered more strongly, which is in the new nuclear doctrine
of

the United States. And he was immediately refuted by a
Democratic Senator who said, nobody should think that such
so-called “low-yield nuclear weapons” use cannot immediately
lead

to an all-out nuclear war.

So people should not be blind in repeating this Cold War
demonization against Russia, and in a certain sense against
[China], because this is {really} dangerous. It’s very
dangerous. And you have the distinct feeling that with the
exception as such people as President Trump and a few others,
that the present crop of politicians in leading positions have
been so self-brainwashed and so incapable of strategic
thinking,

or even thinking of the consequences of what they’re saying
and

doing, that they are not capable to see the cause and effect
of

their warmongering. And I think we need a real discussion
that



what 1is needed is cooperation, confidence-building, dialogue,
cooperation on economic projects, cooperation in space, which
was

also mentioned in this context, as a positive step. But we
have

to have a debate that this kind of confrontation should stop,
and

we should support President Trump when he is trying to mend
fences with Russia and China, and not attack him.

SCHLANGER: And there is a counterattack against May from
within the United Kingdom, from Jeremy Corbyn, even from some
of

the people in the chemical weapons section of British
intelligence. Will this backfire, this whole effort to turn
this

against Russia?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, I think it shows like never before,

the role of the British, and I think that’s a useful thing.
Because those among our audience who know the LaRouche
movement

for a longer time, will remember that we were, and especially
my

husband, was always attacked for his having pointed to the
role

of the British. And it was the British Empire — which still
exists, not in the old form, but it exists in the from of the
leading financial institutions, and their whole system of

private

security firms, and the whole central bank/insurance company
system. The trans-Atlantic financial structure, 1is the
present

form of the British Empire, and my husband always pointed to
the
fact that it is that which 1is corrupting the United States,
and



running much of the dope traffic. And he always was accused
that

said, the British monarchy is behind all of this. Now,
anybody

who looks at the present manipulation of the situation, can
see

very clearly the role of the British, the role of Boris
Johnson,

the role of Theresa May who are just the instruments of this.
But I think this is very useful, because the real United

States after all made an American Revolution and War of
Independence against this British Empire, and if you look at
the

history, that same British Empire never gave up the idea of
reconquering the United States, and finally they succeeded to
establish the “special relationship” between the United States
and Great Britain to run the world as a unipolar world. And
if

President Trump breaks out of that, — and that was the real
reason for the attacks on him — and establishes a direct
communication with Russia and China, then that’'s the end of
this

kind of geopolitical manipulation, of divide and conquer of
the

world. And that is a very good thing. And I think that should
happen, right now.

SCHLANGER: Well, when we talk about backfiring, this calls
to mind something you often bring up, Schiller’s idea of the

“Ibykus principle.” We see it also with Russiagate, in the
firing of [FBI Deputy Director Andrew] McCabe in the last
days;

the focus now on [former CIA Director] John Brennan, - there

are a whole series of articles attacking John Brennan, who'’s
coming out openly saying, Trump 1is crazy, he has to be
removed.

And then, there’s a whole story that the attempt to ensnare



Trump

in this Cambridge Analytica, and there’s a whole different
story

that’s now coming out on this. This is the Ibykus principle,
isn’t it?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes. And it’s also very useful, because we
always warned against the addiction of young people to the
so-called “social media,” where real life, real friendships,
real

studying, real studying, were replaced by this almost autistic
dependency on the so-called social media, which is a virtual
reality. So-called “friends” are not friends — and now it
turns

out that this whole thing was just a commercial operation to
collect private data, sell them for commercial and other
interests. And I think it’s a very useful think.

Interesting in this context is also a comment by Edward
Snowden, who said: A firm which collects and sells private
data

should be rightly called a surveillance institution. And to
call

that social media is the most successful fraud since the story
that the Department of War is really a Department of Defense
was

sold officially to the public.

So I think this whole affair should lead to a re-thinking,

what do you do with this surveillance apparatus, and how do
you

trust this, and how do you demand, especially, the
reestablishment of privacy control, control of private data,
and

forcing government and legislators to go back to a protection
of

the privacy of its citizens. I think the idea that everything
is

transparent and everything is allowed for everybody to be



manipulated, it’s really part of giving up your individual
freedom, and being completely controlled, profiled, shaped,
nudged, — nudged into any direction — I think people should
reflect on all of this, and not be so absolutely naive.

And I think this Cambridge Analytics story and the role of
Facebook is a very useful reminder to think about these
matters

in a different way.

SCHLANGER: Well, then you have the whole other irony, of

the efforts to pin Press Secretary Sanders down on why didn’t
Trump talk about the fraud in the Russian elections? And she
made

the comment that “we’re not in the business of telling other
countries how to run their elections,” but it does seem as
though we completely — by “we” I mean the United States
government — constantly talk about Russian interference in
private lives, when, what Snowden showed, and Clapper tried to
lie to cover it up, is that the biggest violator of that is
the

National Security Agency!

Now, on the Ibykus principle, Helga, I don’'t know if we have
enough on this, yet for you to say much, but it should be
noted

that former French President Nicolas Sarkozy was arrested
yesterday, one day after the seventh anniversary of his role
in

working together with then British Prime Minister David
Cameron,

and also with Obama and Hillary Clinton, to destroy Libya and
kill Qaddafi. Do you have anything on that story?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: I have to see what our French colleagues are
actually saying about that. But I can tell you that much,
that

the story is breaking big time in Italy, where many former
politicians are now commenting on it, saying it was a big



mistake

for Italy to be drawn into this war, basically by the British,
by

Hillary Clinton; who then convinced NATO, and then drew in
Italy

to join in this attack. And that they should have talked more
to

Germany at the time.

Germany at the time, the foreign minister was Guido
Westerwelle, who fortunately refused to be part of this.

But what these Italian politicians are pointing to, is — if
the story is what the accusations are right now, which
obviously

needs to be determined — that Sarkozy did receive large money
from Qaddafi. Qaddafi’s son and former advisor have now
testified that Sarkozy would have demanded $50 million for his
election campaign; Qaddafi only gave him $20 million, but then
that Sarkozy later — that’s what the Italian media and some
politicians are saying right now — carried out person warfare
against Qaddafi, to eliminate a witness. If that is true, it
would be a really incredible story! And these Italian
politicians, former deputy secretary of defense, for example,
say

that this war has led to a complete destruction of Libya,
terrible economic, social and humanitarian catastrophes
erupting

out of that. The whole Libyan state is still completely torn
apart, and part of the refugee crisis, and naturally, the
impact

of that on Italy, in terms of the refugees, in terms of energy
supplies and so forth, was quite devastating.

But this is just one more symptom among many. Because if

you look at what has come out in terms of the political class,
the managers, academia, — there has never been such an open
disgrace of so many representatives of this so-called “elite”
and

establishment, that I think it is a very serious problem we



have

in the West! And the reason why, in Europe, for example, some
of

these right-wing populist parties are coming up, 1s because of
that. And you have right now, a completely collapse and
disappearance of the so-called people’s parties, and they're
being replaced by populist movements or extreme right-wing
movements, and I think it’'s a reflection of a real moral
crisis

of the West.

And that’s why we need a change, we need a New Paradigm, and
we need to call on you, you the audience, you our viewers, to
help us and enter with us into a discourse: Where should our
future be and why we need a New Paradigm.

SCHLANGER: And let’s move now from this discussion of the
corruption of the establishment in the West, and we should
just

remind listeners that Hillary Clinton played a big role in the
Libya operation, and this was one of the points that President
Trump focussed on, when he said that this administration would
stop regime-change policies.

But let’s move to something much more positive. You brought
up the New Paradigm: President Xi Jinping just gave a closing
speech at the “two sessions” conferences in China, in which he
reiterated the long-term goals for China in his Presidency,
and

I'd like your thoughts on what he had to say.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, first of all, he emphasized both
humility and pride. He said the purpose of leadership is to
serve the people, and he repeated that many times, and thanked
the Chinese population for having the confidence in him to
continue his leadership. And naturally, the Western media were
completely freaked out about Xi Jinping being now in the
leadership position in the next period indefinitely. But from
a



Chinese standpoint, Xi Jinping has proven to be an exceptional
leader. And he said, this is going to be a very difficult
period

for China, because it takes place in a very complex world
situation; and he, indeed, called for a new “Long March.” And
this 1s quite an amazing historic reference to this history of
China.

So I think he is clearly somebody who is devoted to the

common good of the Chinese people, and the contrast to what
China

is actually doing, and how the Chinese people are happy to
have

such a leader — as the Russian people are happy to have Putin;
after all, 76% vote for Putin is more than the West for sure
expected. And there is a very funny little joke: Saying
that,

oh, Putin won the election — and the Russians did it! (Anyway,
I

find this amusing with all of this Russia-bashing, that the
Russians are behind everything.)

So I think we have a situation where Russia is clearly
responding to Putin’s leadership. China is clearly devoted to
continuing on the course of the New Silk Road, the Belt and
Road

initiative; many more countries are joining, and even Morgan
Stanley, one of the Wall Street banks, put out a report saying
this is the largest infrastructure project in history and it
will

continue, it will make China a very strong, modern economy,
with

wealthy inhabitants and all the countries that join will have
the

same; and they say that the AIIB is estimating that there 1is
an

infrastructure financing gap of something like $21 trillion.
And

this is obviously a gigantic task to accomplish, because the



previous leading financial institutions of the West, the IMF
and

World Bank, they did not give that kind of development credit,
and therefore China is doing something for the uplifting of
the

developing countries, which is actually priceless, because,
for

the first time, these countries have the chance to overcome
their

situation which has been really terrible.

And I think it’s very good, because the New Silk Road Spirit

is something which, once people understand it, that it’s based
on

the idea of a harmonious development of all, working together
for

the mutual benefit; naturally, China 1is pursuing its
interests,

but all the other countries are happy, that for the first
time,

somebody is taking care of their interests as well.

So I think the whole propaganda about China is really —

that’s what it is: It's propaganda, coming from geopolitical
warmongering people in the West, and we should build a mass
movement of people who say “no”: We should take up the offer
of

Xi Jinping and have a win-win cooperation, join the New Silk
Road

projects, and there are plenty of tasks where we can have a
common destiny of mankind. And Xi Jinping, in this speech, he
used the very beautiful idea, “let the Sun shine on the shared
community for the one future of humanity,” and basically, make
it

innumerous.

SCHLANGER: 1In contrast to the positive report from Morgan

Stanley on China, we saw one of the chief market economists
for



Goldman Sachs, a man named Himmelberg, warning of the
financial

fragility in the West, especially if liquidity flows are cut,
and

of course, yesterday the Federal Reserve Board met, and said
they’'re going to cut liquidity flows by raising interest rates
another three to five times over the next 12 months! So I
think

we can see the contrast very clearly.

Now one of the other areas where a contrast comes in, that

in spite of the threats from the anti-China lobby in the
United

States about the “danger” of China becoming a hegemonic power,
we

see developments that continue to be positive on the Korean
Peninsula, which include collaboration between President Trump
and Xi Jinping. There’s a couple of summits that were
announced,

and Helga, it looks as though this is just going to continue
to

build toward the possibility of an outbreak of peace: how
horrible, huh?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yeah. The possibility that it comes to a
trilateral summit in May, between Trump, Kim Jong-un, and
President Moon Jae-in from South Korea, 1is right now very
likely.

Also, there will be other summits, involving Japan, Russia; so
I

think there is a strategic realignment.

And I really think that the countries that are stubbornly
insisting on the geopolitical confrontation, they will be
sidelined. I’'m not underestimating the danger as we can see
by

the British behavior, but I think the overwhelming tendency is
really development and cooperation, and this 1is a very good
thing.



Let me just mention one last point on this contrast: While
China is cooperating with many African nations, building
railways, we talked about the beautiful Transaqua project
which

is now on the table, and this is bringing the Silk Road Spirit
into Africa. Now, what is the EU doing? They just had an
African Union/EU summit in Kigali, in Rwanda, where only 25
Africa countries participated, and notably absent was
President

Muhammadu Buhari of Nigeria, who refused to go, and does not
want

to have Nigeria sign the proposed free trade agreement between
the AU and the EU. Why? Because naturally, many of the
industries of African nations are still in their infancy, very
backward and not developed, and fragile; and if you have a
free

trade agreement, then all the European products would just
flood

the African markets even more than they do already, and that
way,

absolutely prevent and strangle the young, emerging industries
in

the African nations. And therefore, some of the Africans are
just refusing to go along with it.

But the reason why I'm mentioning it, is because it just

shows you that the neoliberal/neo-con geopolitical system 1is
really not out for win-win. They want to exploit their
advantages, and that the EU is doing that is really one more
reason to say that they represent a system which is not in the
interest of anybody they cooperate with, nor their own
members.

And if you want to know the proof of that, just look at the
southern European countries, which have been completely
smashed

by the austerity policies of the Troika, and I think that what
we

need instead is exactly what Italy is now doing: working with



China and the African nations in building up real economic
development like the Transaqua project.

So I think we have a real, very crystal clear picture, where
you see the intention of the two paradigms. The old paradigm
of

neoliberal control of the world, and the New Paradigm of
harmonious development of all nations. And I think people
should

really help to make sure that the second one becomes the
victorious one, and join with us!

SCHLANGER: And Helga, when you talk about being stuck in
the old paradigm, do you have anything to say about the new
appointments to the new German government?

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yeah. That is a very sad story. As for Mrs.
Merkel who had nothing better to do than to be the puppy dog
of

the British, really, this is a disgrace, and it should be
noted

and understood by everybody.

But also the SPD, which is in a deep crisis, they have been
falling in the polls to less than 15%; the new Finance
Minister

Olaf Scholz, what did he do? He appointed a banker from
Goldman

Sachs, Jorg Kukies, to be the deputy finance minister, and
that

has caused a revolt in the German population. There was a
poll

whereby 64.9% of the people thought this was disgusting. And
then he also appointed another guy, called Gatzer, who 1is
known

to be the architect of the “black zero” policy of Schauble.
And

then Scholz said oh, he’s so happy that he was able to put
together a good team.



Now, that forebodes not good things for Germany, because as
everybody knows, we are on the verge of a new financial crash,
and this was again mentioned by Sheila Bair, the former head
of

the FDIC in the United States, who warned that the absolute
continuation of the derivatives trade, the speculative
excesses,

the non-correction of the reasons that led to the 2008 crisis,
means we are in absolute danger of a new, even bigger crash.
And

she contrasted that, by the way, with what China has been
doing,

by trying to completely forbit speculative investments, by
stabilizing the banking sector by increasing the reserves of
the

banks to 15%.

But if you have such a pro-bubble government in Germany this

is not good. And also despite the fact that there are many
Italian politicians from the Lega and Five Star Party who are
calling for Glass-Steagall, the EU is trying to get a Five
Star/Democratic Party coalition government, which would be
from

their standpoint, the optimal option to preserve this
speculative

system.

So I'm saying this because the Damocles Sword of a new
financial crash is absolutely still hanging over the world.
All

I can say is, given the fact that China has tried to move it's
financial into safe waters, they are probably better protected
against the effects of such a crisis, coming than anybody
else.

And I would ask our viewership, join with us, join with the
Schiller Institute to try to help mobilize for the Four Laws
proposed by my husband: Glass-Steagall, a return to
Hamiltonian

banking; a credit system and National Bank; a crash program



for

thermonuclear fusion research and power, cooperation in space
exploration. And join with the New Silk Road countries, and
we

could have a New Paradigm in the world very, very quickly.
But

it requires you. And it requires people to become active and
no

leave events and history of mankind in the hands of an
obviously

corrupt establishment.

SCHLANGER: Helga, I think we can conclude by coming to the
commemoration of an event which proved that cynics are not
right,

that people who say you can’t change the world with big ideas
35 years ago from tomorrow, March 23rd, 1983, there was a
shock

effect around the world, when Ronald Reagan gave a primetime
speech, and at the end of that speech, he endorsed the policy
that your husband first introduced with his pamphlet “Sputnik
of

the '80s” in the late 1970s — that is, the Strategic Defense
Initiative. And it'’s especially relevant today, given what
we're

seeing from Russia and President Putin. So I'd like your
reflections on the importance of the anniversary of this event
from 35 years ago.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Well, I think that the SDI proposal, which

was absolutely not what the media made out of it, calling it
“Star Wars,” and things like that, the SDI proposal of my
husband, Lyndon LaRouche was an absolutely farsighted vision
of a

New Paradigm! And if you read the relevant papers about it,
especially the proposed draft for a dialogue among the



superpowers, which was published one year later, which you can
find in the archives or in the newer {EIR}s. [“The LaRouche
Doctrine: A Draft Memorandum for an Agreement between the
United

States of America and the U.S.S.R.,” {EIR}, April 17,1984]
This

was a vision where both superpowers would develop together,
new

physical principles which would make nuclear weapons obsolete.
And I think what Putin announced on March 1lst in terms of new
physical principles applied for new weapons systems, 1is
absolutely is in this tradition. And Putin also asked, now
they

have to sit down and we have to negotiate and put together a
new

security architecture, including Russia, the United States,
China, and the Europeans.

This was all envisioned by my husband in this famous SDI
proposal, and it was a very far-reaching to dissolve the
blocs,

NATO and the Warsaw Pact, to cooperate instead among
sovereign

republics, which 1is exactly what the New Silk Road dynamic
today

represents. And it was also the idea to use a science-driver
in

the economy to use the increased productivity of the real
economy

for a gigantic technology transfer to the developing sector,
in

order to overcome their underdevelopment and poverty.

And this is what we’re seeing today, also, in the

collaboration between China, Russia and the countries that are
participating in the Belt and Road Initiative.

So I think, in a certain sense, part of this danger of peace
breaking out, that there is right now the very vivid tradition
and actualization of that tradition of the SDI, and I think we



should circulate this proposal by my husband again. I think
we

should enlarge it to become the SDE, the Strategic Defense of
the

Earth, because it was just discovered that very soon, another
big

asteroid is already taking course on the planet Earth: So we
need

to move quickly to the common aims of mankind, and all
countries

should cooperate and be a shared community for the one future
of

humanity.

This is the New Paradigm which I think is so obvious. I

mean, if you look at the long arc of history, we {have} to
overcome geopolitics and we have to move to a kind of
cooperation

where we put all our forces together to solve those questions
which are a challenge to all of humanity — nuclear weapons,
poverty, asteroids — there are so many areas where we could
fruitfully cooperate — space exploration is one of them. And
I

think we are in a very fascinating moment in history, but we
need

more active citizens: So please contact us, work with us, and
let’s together make a better world.

SCHLANGER: I think that’s a very good place to end. People
should now realize that giving up your pessimism is one of the
keys to bringing online this new paradigm.

So, Helga thank you very much for joining us today, and

we'll see you next week.

ZEPP-LAROUCHE: Yes, see you next week.



NYHEDSORIENTERING MARTS 2018:
Rusland: Ven eller fjende?

Forgiftningen af den russiske/britiske eks-spion: Britisk
informationskrig forsgger at provokere Rusland og genoplive
deres amerikanske kup.

Vores formal er precist at placere Theresa Mays sindssyge
bestrebelse den 12.-14. marts pa at fabrikere et nyt
svindelnummer med »massesdelaggelsesvaben« med anvendelse af
de samme folk (MI6-efterretningsgrupperingen omkring
Sir Richard Dearlove) o0g det samme manuskript
(en efterretningssvindel med hensyn til
masseodelaeggelsesvaben), som blev brugt til at traekke USA ind
1 den katastrofale Irakkrig. Svindelnummeret med forgiftningen
af Skripal involverer ligeledes direkte den britiskeagent,
Christopher Steele, den centrale person 1 det igangvarende Kkup
mod Donald Trump.
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nazistiske ABC-eksperimenter
pa mennesker

17. marts, 2018 — I dagene efter, at den britiske
premierminister Theresa May udlgste hysteri over den
angivelige forgiftning af den britiske dobbeltagent Sergei
Skripal, sattes der fornyet fokus pa Det britiske Imperiums
egen historie for arbejde med kemiske og biologiske
krigsvaben. Dette omfatter at trakke artikler frem fra
arkiverne om disse emner.

Den fgrste af disse artikler fra arkiverne, som vi er blevet
opmarksomme pa, blev udgivet i avisen Guardian den 6. maj,
2004, og som rapporterer om davarende ny research af
eksperimenter, udfgrt pa britiske soldater, med reel nervegift
i 1950'erne og 1960’'erne. »Ud fra et rent videnskabeligt
synspunkt, producerede de en enorm mangde data om virkningerne
af nervegas pad den menneskelige krop«, skrev Rob Evans,
forfatter af Gassed: British Chemical Warfare Experiments on
Humans at Porton Down. (Porton Down er Storbritanniens
hemmelighedsfulde videnskabelige 0g teknologiske
forsvarslaboratorie, som angiveligt identificerede Novichok-
nervegiften 1 Skripal-sagen.) »Disse data har igen gjort det
muligt for Porton at udvikle nogle af de mest sofistikerede
forsvar 1 verden for at beskytte Storbritanniens bevabnede
styrker mod kemiske angreb«. Evans rapporterede yderligere, at
disse nazistisk-lignende eksperimenter (vores betegnelse, ikke
hans) pa mennesker har varet en integreret del af arbejdet pa
Porton Down, siden det blev oprettet i 1916.

Endnu en sadan rapport fremkom i Independent den 8. juli,
2015, og som afslgrede ny research af britiske
regeringseksperimenter med bade kemiske og biologiske gifte pa
den almindelige befolkning, uden dennes vidende. »I flere end
70 hemmelige operationer, blev hundrede tusinder af
almindelige briter udsat for ’'fingerede’ biologiske og kemiske
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krigsangreb, lanceret fra fly, skibe o0g automobiler«,
rapporterede Independent. Research udfgrt at Ulf Schmidt,
professor i moderne historie ved Universitetet i Kent,
afslgrede, at britiske militerfly kastede tusindvis af kilo af
et kemikalie af ’'stort set ukendt giftigt potentiale’ pa
britiske, civile befolkninger i og omkring Salisbury 1i
Wiltshire, Cardington i Bedfordshire og Norwich i Norfolk. Det
anvendte kemikalie, zink cadmiumsulfid, mentes at vare
harmlgst, men er siden blevet anset for at vare
kreftfremkaldende.

I maj 1964 gennemfgrte forskere fra Porton Down ogsa et
eksperiment i Londons undergrundsbanesystem, hvor de spredte
en bakterie ved navn Bacillus globigii. Pa det tidspunkt,
rapporterede Independent, »mente regeringen, at Bacillus
globigii var harmlgse — men i dag anses de for at vare en
arsag til fedevareforgiftning, @jeninfektioner og endda
blodforgiftning«.

I 1950’'erne tilbragte britiske forskere 15 maneder i Nigeria —
som dengang stadig var en britisk koloni — med at udfgre
nervegaseksperimenter, selv om omfanget af virkningen pa den
lokale befolkning tilsyneladende ikke kendes.

Billede: Studie af kunstneren John Singer Sargent til hans
oliemaleri, ’'Gassed’, fra 1918-1919. Maleriet, der maler 231
cm x 611 cm, ha&nger pa Imperial War Museum og blev
kommissioneret af British War Memorials Committee for at
dokumentere krigen. Maleriet blev i 1919 vedtaget som ’arets
billede’ af Royal Academy of Arts.



Talsperson for det Russiske
Udenrigsministerium

advarer om »Giftige Londonsc«
Atomare Lege

17. marts, 2018 — I et interview den 13. marts til Rossiya-1
Tv's »60 Minutes«-program, dagen efter den britiske
premierminister Theresa Mays absurde ultimatum til den
russiske regering i sagen om den »forgiftede eks-spion«, sagde
talsperson for det Russiske Udenrigsministerium, Maria
Zakharova, til sine varter, at hun ikke ville tale om London
og gift, men snarere »om et giftigt London«.

Zakharova kaldte den britiske PM’'s »cirkusnummer« 1
parlamentet for »et klassisk eksempel pd den britiske
propagandamaskine .. som insinuerer, at ’'det kunne have varet
Rusland, var maske Rusland’«. Men, dette er et meget farligt
»cirkus«, gjorde Zakharova det klart. May fremlagde ingen
beviser, ingen kendsgerninger, og beordrede dog den russiske
regering til at komme med svar inden for 24 timer, sagde hun.
»Sadanne udtalelser kommer fra en premierminister, der er et
medlem af et land med atomvaben og permanent medlem af FN’s
Sikkerhedsrad. «

Zakharova mindede alle seerne om prasident Putins afslgringer
den 1. marts af de defensive, strategiske vabensystemer,
Rusland har udviklet. »Star det klart for alle, hvorfor vi har
brug for disse vaben? Efter dette show i Det forenede
Kongeriges parlament, ma alle forsta, at, efter det,
presidenten har talt om, kan ingen person i parlamentet bare
sige, 'jeg giver Rusland 24 timer’.

Jeg gentager. Vi taler om London, hovedstad i et
atomvabenland. Hvem gav de 24 timer? For hvad gav de 24 timer?
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Lad os kalde det, hvad det er. Kald det ikke en handelse. Det
er en storslaet, international provokation«, advarede hun.

Hun navnte Tony Blairs sakaldte undskyldning for de falske
efterretninger, der blev brugt til at starte Irakkrigen, og
spurgte: »Hvordan skal vi kunne tro pa folk, som allerede har
undskyldt for hundrede millioner af gdelagte liv?« En
»overfladisk undskyldning«, bemzrkede Zakharova, som kun blev
givet til »dem selv, fordi det hele handler om britiske
skatteydere og tab af britiske 1liv. De har stadig ikke
undskyldt over for ét eneste land, hvor deres soldater satte
fgdderne, hvor civile dgde, hvor almindelige liv forvandledes
til ruiner pga. deres sammensvargelser og intriger .. Ikke én
eneste historie af samme art er resulteret i nogen som helst
form for sandhed. «

Det samme galder for tidligere anklager om, at den russiske
stat havde drebt andre russere, der boede i UK (Litvinenko,
Berezovskij osv.), bemazrkede hun. »Fgrst lancerer de en
sindssyg propagandakampagne, og sa forsegler de data. Sa
afsiger domstolene en afggrelse, men der er ingen, der ved,
hvad de er, for alting er klassificeret. Hvorfor er de sa
klassificeret, at vi ikke engang kan diskutere dem?«

Zakharova gjorde det ligeledes klart, at den russiske regering
fortsatter med indtrangende at opfordre USA til ikke at bgje
sig for »giftige London«. Til en af vaerternes klage over, at
USA, med hvem Rusland har en mekanisme for at dele
efterretninger, ikke engang spurgte Rusland, om den nervegift,
der angiveligt skulle have varet brugt, var Ruslands, svarede
hun:

»Hgr her, der er terroristangreb i Syrien, sd de to sider,
Moskva og USA, er kokke i samme kgkken. Terrorisme er et
felles problem; det er overalt. S& de forsgger at bringe den
form for tillid, vi plejede at have i vore dialoger, tilbage.«



Hun navnte russisk efterretnings tidligere indsats med at
advare deres amerikanske kolleger om Boston Maraton-
bombemanden, hvor USA desvarre »ikke tog denne information
alvorligt. Lad os se pa de nylige begivenheder .. Disse data
blev korrekt behandlet, og et terrorangreb blev forhindret.
Disse forsgg kritiseres omgdende i Washington. Hvorfor? Til
hvilket formal? Almindelige mennesker, der intet har med
politik at gere, som gar pa indkeb, gar i skole, gar i
teatret; de blev reddet. Det er godt!«

Foto: Talsperson for det Russiske Udenrigsministerium, Maria
Zakharova.

Fr. »M« traekker vestlige
allierede 1ind 1 farlig
konfrontation med Rusland

Leder fra LaRouchePAC, 18. marts, 2018 — I sin artikel den 17.
marts, skrevet til den tyske avis Neue Solidaritat, der
udkommer ugentligt, advarede Schiller Instituttets stifter og
preasident Helga Zepp-LaRouche om, at vestlige lederes
kapitulation til Det britiske Imperiums sindssyge
provokationer mod Rusland har forvarret den strategiske krise
og forhgjet faren for krig. Vi citerer uddrag af hendes
artikel her:

»Blot en enkelt dag efter, at kansler Merkel i1 sit embedslgfte
svor at ’'beskytte det tyske folk mod ondt’, stettede hun fuldt
og helt den britiske regerings uansvarlige provokation mod
Rusland 1 en falles erklering fra den franske, amerikanske,
britiske og tyske regering. Macron, Trump, May og Merkel
enedes om, at der ’'ikke var nogen trovardig, alternativ
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forklaring’ pa giftangrebet mod den tidligere dobbeltagent
Sergei Skripal og hans datter Yulia ud over, at Rusland var
ansvarligt for det. Men denne operation er sa abenlys, at der
kun er én troverdig forklaring pa den: Det britiske Imperium
gnsker at trakke hele Vesten ind i en optrapning af en ny Kold
Krig, og muligvis mere. 0g fr. Merkel er med til at stotte
det, uden toven.

I mellemtiden har en razkke kendte eksperter papeget, at
ultimatummet pa blot én dag, som Theresa May gav den russiske
regering til at forklare, hvordan nervegiften ’Novichok’ kom
fra Rusland til Storbritannien, er et klart brud pa reglerne 1
OPCW [Organisationen for forbud mod kemiske vaben], som o0gsa
UK er medlem af. Det ville have varet ngdvendigt, bemerker de,
at udlevere en prove pa giften til OPCW for en uafhengig
efterforskning, og den anklagede part, 1 dette tilfalde
Rusland, skulle have faet ti dage til at svare pa anklagerne.
Den tidligere britiske ambassador til Usbekistan, Craig
Murray, karakteriserede ’‘Novichok’-historien, for hvilken den
britiske regering ikke har praesenteret den mindste smule
bevis, som et svindelnummer 1 samme tradition som anklagerne
om Iraks angivelige massegdelaggelsesvaben.

(Man vil huske, at et memo fra den britiske
efterretningstjeneste MI6 fremlagde dette forslag).

Murray udtalte, at chefen for UK’s eneste facilitet for
kemiske vaben, dr. Robin Black, 1 et prestigigst
videnskabeligt magasin 1 2016 havde understreget, at beviserne
for eksistensen af denne gift var sparsomme, o0g at dets
kemiske sammensatning var ukendt. Ikke desto mindre pastod
Theresa May, selv om Storbritannien selvsagt ikke havde nogen
prover, dvs., at de ikke havde noget, med hvilket de kunne
have sammenlignet den giftige substans, som blev brugt 1
angrebet pa Skripal, at Rusland alene bar ansvaret for det.
Storbritanniens facilitet for kemiske vaben ligger
tilfeldigvis 1 Porton Down, som interessant nok blot er 12 km
fra Salisbury, hvor angrebet fandt sted. I betragtning af den
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tvivlisomme karakter af Novichoks eksistens, besluttede OPCW
ikke at foje det til listen over kemiske vaben.

Tingene bliver endnu mere interessante, nar det kommer til
Christopher Steeles rolle i denne affere. Sergei Skripal, der
dengang arbejdede for den russiske militere
efterretningstjeneste, blev angiveligt ’vendt’ i 1995 af en
MI6-agent ved navn Pablo Miller i1 en operation, som blev
koordineret af Steele, der dengang arbejdede i1 Moskva under
diplomatisk dxkke. Da Steele ’'forlod’ MI6 i 2009, stiftede han
det private sikkerhedsfirma Orbis Business International, hvis
vareme&rke er at markedsfore anklager imod Rusland i1 PR-stil.
Et af firmaets operationer var ’Operation Charlemagne’, om den
sakaldte russiske indblanding i valgene i Frankrig, Italien,
Storbritannien og Tyskland, savel som ogsa den angivelige
finansiering af Marine Le Pen, Silvio Berlusconi og partiet
Alternativ for Tyskland (AfD) og en russisk kampagne for at
gdelege EU.

Men hans absolutte mesterverk som spion er kupforsgget mod
Donald Trump via det aftalte spil mellem Obama-
administrationens efterretningschefer, DNC [Democratic
National Committee], Hillary Clintons kampagne og de britiske
efterretningstjenester, og som udelukkende var baseret pa det
"slibrige dossier’ om Trump, som Steele et 0Orbis havde
fremstillet. USA’s Representanternes Hus’ efterretningskomite
har netop udgivet resultaterne af sin ét ar lange
efterforskning, som fandt, at der ikke fandt noget ’aftalt
spil’ sted mellem den russiske regering og Trump-teamet. «

Senere i sin artikel navner Zepp-LaRouche, at en anden aktgr i
Orbis-operationen var Andrew Wood, den tidligere britiske
ambassadgr til Moskva pa netop det tidspunkt, hvor Skripal
blev rekrutteret af Miller i en operation, der blev
koordineret af Steele. Desuden var Steele selv den ansvarlige
MI6-officer for anklagerne mod Rusland 1 sagen om den
tidligere KGB-, FSB-agent Alexander Litvinenko, der dgde 1
London i 2006.



Med andre ord, den samme kreds af ’'tidligere’ MI6-agenter, der
star for propagandaoperationen om angiveligt ’aftalt spil’
mellem Trump og Rusland, som nu er blevet miskrediteret som
"fake news’, var og er 1 centrum for Skripal-angrebet. Hvis
det gar som en and, rapper som en and og ser ud som en and, sa
er det efter al sandsynlighed at degmme, en and; dvs., en
operation pa vegne af britisk efterretning.

Helga Zepp-LaRouche opfordrer indtrangende Tyskland til at
negte at ga med pa den hysteriske kampagne mod Rusland, og
ligeledes mod Kina, og til i stedet at slutte sig til det Nye
Paradigme. Hun konkluderer, at, hvis premierminister Theresa
nu forestiller sig, at hun ma imitere den britiske
skuespillerinde Judi Dench, der spillede rollen som 'M’" i
James Bond-film — den chef, som Bond rapporterede til — sa er
det et tilfalde af ekstremt darlig smag. »At tillade sig selv
at blive trukket ind i en konfrontation med Rusland af en
sadan rollemodel, er uansvarligt.«

Foto: Genvalgte kansler Angela Merkel (hojre) og britiske PM
Theresa May (midten) enedes tirsdag 13. marts om, at allierede
burde handle samstemmigt for at imedega »Ruslands aggressive
adferdsmgnster« efter giftangrebet pa UK’s territorium af en
tidligere russisk dobbeltagent, Sergei Skripal. Frankrigs
president Emmanuel Macron (venstre), savel som o0gsa USA’s
president Donald Trump, har ligeledes givet deres stogtte til
briternes udlegning af sagen; at Rusland er den ansvarlige.
(Arkivfoto).

Mere end nogensinde far
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er det presserende ngdvendigt
at afslutte geopolitik.
LaRouchePAC 1Internationale
Webcast, 16. marts, 2018.
Fuldt dansk udskrift

Vi befinder os nu i en situation, som Helga Zepp-LaRouche
tidligere 1 dag beskrev som »ildevarslende«; det var det ord,
hun brugte. Hun sagde, »Dette kan kun forstas som et milje med
forkrigs-propaganda«. Hun sagde, at den respons, vi har set
fra Vesten, fra flere lande i Europa og inkl. her 1 USA, til
den bizarre sag med forgiftningen i1 Salisbury, Storbritannien,
arf en russisk eksspion, der blev britisk spion, ved anvendelse
af en angivelig nervegift; hun sagde, at dette nu har skabt
det, der kun kan betegnes som en ekstremt farlig situation,
som meget let kunne eskalere hurtigt og fere til krig. Hun
sagde, »Man ma stille sig selv det indlysende sporgsmal: Hvor
forer alt dette hen?«

Noglefaktoren her, som Helga Zepp-LaRouche har understreget,
er timing. Denne begivenhed, og alt det, der efterfolgende har
udviklet sig med den, kom direkte i halene pa: 1) president
Putins annoncering 1 sin tale for den federale forsamling den
1. marts af denne nye generation strategiske vaben, der totalt
har @ndret den internationale, geopolitiske struktur; og 2)
annonceringen fra Husets Efterretningskomite, der presideres
af kongresmedlem Devin Nunes, nogle fa dage senere af, at de
havde afsluttet deres efterforskning og konkluderet, at der
absolut ikke fandt noget ’aftalt spil’ sted mellem Trump-
kampagnen og russerne. Dette var absolut hele grundlaget for
Christopher Steeles Russiagate-narrativ.
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Det britiske Imperium er nu
totalt afslgret;

Det ma knuses! Helga Zepp-
LaRouche

1 Nyt Paradigme Webcast, 15.
marts 2018

Der er mange sporgsmal, vi ber diskutere, og mange ting, Vi
bor gere, for det image, folk har af Vesten, er virkelig
noget, folk bgr tenke over. Hvordan kan det vare, at det
kommunistiske Kina, som er et socialistisk land, baseret pa
socialisme med kinesiske karaktertrek, som de siger — hvorfor
klarer dette land sig sa meget bedre end Vesten? Det bor give
stof til eftertanke. Hvad er der 1 vejen med den neoliberale
metode, et system, der forarsager svelget mellem rig og fattig
at blive storre hele tiden? I alle europziske lande, og dette
reflekteredes ogsa i valget af Trump, vemmes mange mennesker
fuldstendig ved den politiske klasse, med klassen af
direktorer, med bankfolk, med akademikere, og foler sig ikke
lengere representeret af disse institutioner, hvilket er meget
farligt, for i Europas tilfelde giver det grund til, at der
vokser nogle virkelig meget farlige, eller i det mindste
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problematiske, partier og organisationer frem.

Sa, manglen pa fornuft affeder monstre, som Goya sa klart
papegede i sine tegninger.

Folk bor begynde at blive aktive, for man kan ikke sidde
passivt i et paradigmeskifte som det, vi oplever pa dette
tidspunkt.

Download (PDF, Unknown)

Storbritanniens
udenrigsminister Boris
Johnson beviser,

han er den mest imperiale og
den mest sindssyge

16. marts, 2018 — Storbritanniens udenrigsminister Boris
Johnson har den 16. marts givet en »eksklusiv« kronik til den
store Pariseravis, Le Parisien, om mordforsgget pa Skripal.
Han skriver: »Jeg fortolker denne handelse som en yderligere
demonstration af prasident Vladimir Putins farlige opfgrsel.
Den rgde trad, der forbinder [Skripal] forgiftningen i
Salisbury med annekteringen af Krim, cyber-angrebene mod


http://schillerinstitut.dk/si/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/HZLR-PARA-WEB-Det-britiske-Imperium-er-nu-totalt-afsløret-Det-må-knuses.pdf
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2018/03/storbritanniens-udenrigsminister-boris-johnson-beviser-han-meste-imperiale-mest-sindssyge/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2018/03/storbritanniens-udenrigsminister-boris-johnson-beviser-han-meste-imperiale-mest-sindssyge/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2018/03/storbritanniens-udenrigsminister-boris-johnson-beviser-han-meste-imperiale-mest-sindssyge/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2018/03/storbritanniens-udenrigsminister-boris-johnson-beviser-han-meste-imperiale-mest-sindssyge/
https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2018/03/storbritanniens-udenrigsminister-boris-johnson-beviser-han-meste-imperiale-mest-sindssyge/

Ukraine, udspioneringen af Bundestag, russernes indblanding i
flere europaiske valg; det er Kremls foragt for grundlzggende,
internationale regler.« Han fortsatter, at Ruslands opbakning
af Syriens praesident Bashar Assads angivelige brug af kemiske
vaben viser, at Rusland er ansvarligt for Skripal-angrebet.

Til BBC himlede Johnson op om, at det var »overvaldende
sandsynligt«, at Putin personligt havde beordret Skripal-
angrebet; sa gik han over gevind, selv for ham: »Vi har intet
imod selve russerne. Der er ingen russofobi som resultat af
det, der finder sted. (!) Vi har et skanderi med Putins Kreml
og med hans beslutning — og vi mener, det er overvaldende
sandsynligt, at det var hans beslutning — at beordre brugen af
en nervegift i Det forenede Kongeriges gader.«

0g hvorfor sa efterlade et »fingeraftryk« som Novichok, blev
han spurgt? »Der er en grund til at valge Novichok«, sagde
han. »I sin dbenlyse varen russisk sender denne nervegift et
signal til alle, der overvejer dissidens i den intensiverende
undertrykkelse i Putins Rusland«, svarede han BBC. »Budskabet
er klart: Vi vil finde jer, vi vil fange jer, vi vil drazbe jer
— og selv om vi vil benzgte det med et hanligt smil pa
leberne, sa vil verden uden for enhver tvivl vide, at Rusland
gjorde det.«

Foto: Storbritanniens udenrigsminister Boris Johnson
(venstre): »0vervejende sandsynligt«, at Putin personligt
beordrede Skripal-angrebet.

Russisk reprasentant til OPCW
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sgnderriver UK’s lggne

16. marts, 2018 — Alexander Vasilievich Shulgin, permanent
russisk reprasentant til Organisationen for forbud mod kemiske
vaben (OPCW), rev de britiske lggne om Skripal-sagen i stumper
og stykker. »Der er mange muligheder, og de er alle forklaret
i konventionen. Vi hdber, vi kan komme til en forstaelse, fa
en dialog med vore partnere og klarlzgge denne situationk,
sagde han hgfligt. Han afslgrede dernast, at Rusland aldrig
har udfegrt nogen research af den sakaldte Novichok-gift, alt
imens bade USA og briterne har. »Det er helt igennem muligt,
at dette stof kunne have varet brugt fra deres arsenaler, fra
deres lagre«, sagde Shulgin.

»Mit get er det fglgende: Storbritannien kan ikke give os de
reelle beviser pa og bekraftelse af de pastande, som de
fremfgrer over for os. Vi er parat til en meningsfuld dialog;
vi har brug for klar viden om, hvad det er, vi beskyldes for,
og hvad det er baseret pa, og for at fa adgang til de praver,
der blev taget fra scenen 1 Salisbury.«

Dernast gik han i kegdet pad briternes historie for dedbringende
lggne. »Vore britiske partnere mener, vi skal tage deres ord
for det. Som om alt allerede er blevet defineret af de stgrste
eksperter, sa bare acceptér vores ord. Men jeg spgrger,
hvorfor skulle vi stole pa briterne? Har vi ikke eksempler pa,
at hgjtplacerede, britiske reprasentanter har omgdedes
sandheden lemfeldigt, for at sige det mildt?« sagde Shulgin.

Han tilfgjede, at Moskva gentagent har anmodet London om at
give dem beviserne, men kun har modtaget uforpligtende svar.
»Lad os habe, vore britiske partnere far nogle nggterne
gjeblikke og kommer til en forstdelse af, at det er ngdvendigt
at bevare roen uden gensidige beskyldninger og med gensidig
respekt«, sagde han.

Foto: Alexander Shulgin har varet permanent russisk
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representant til OPCW siden oktober, 2009.

Det britiske Imperium er nu
totalt afsleret; det ma
knuses!

Leder fra LaRouchePAC, 15. marts, 2018 — I sin ugentlige
webcast 1 dag advarede Schiller Instituttets prasident, Helga
Zepp-LaRouche rammende om, at den britiske operation imod
Rusland, der i denne uge eskalerede med Londons anklager om,
at Moskva er ansvarlig for forgiftningen med nervegas af den
russiske MI6-dobbeltagent Sergei Skripal og hans datter,
»lugter langt vak«. Dette er en »utrolig provokation« mod
Rusland, sagde hun, men det er direkte relateret til det
faktum, at Det britiske Imperium 0g dets
efterretningstjenester er blevet totalt afslgret og svakket.
»Tidligere« MI6-agent Christopher Steele er ikke alene blevet
afslgret som den centrale person i forsgget pd at bringe
Trumps praesidentskab til fald i USA, men hans poteaftryk er
ogsa over det hele i Skripal-affaren — han var med til at ggre
ham til en britisk dobbeltagent — savel som ogsa i tidligere,
lignende sager, der involverede den russiske agent Alexander
Litvinenkos dgd. Gennem sit Orbis Business efterretningsfirma
har han tilbragt artiet, siden han »forlod« MI6, pa at
fabrikere »beviser« for, at Rusland blandede sig i valgene 1
flere europaziske lande med det formdal at @delagge den
Europaiske Union, og alle mulige andre angivelige
»forbrydelser«.

Storbritanniens tidligere ambassadgr til Usbekistan, Craig
Murray, har papeget svagheden i premierminister Theresa Mays
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anklager om, at Rusland havde forgiftet Skripal med den
sakaldte nervegas Novichok. Som det rapporteres nedenfor, sa
papeger Murray, at Novichok er et stof, ingen nogensinde har
set, og hvis eksistens endda betvivles. Den britiske regerings
laboratorie for kemiske vaben i Porton Down har i
publikationer erkendt, at det aldrig har set noget russisk
Novichok. Hverken Organisationen for forbud mod kemiske vaben
(OPCW) eller laboratoriet i Porton Down er overbevist om, at
Novichok overhovedet eksisterer. Er det grunden til, at den
britiske regering nagter at give OPCW en prgve af Novichok
eller at fglge den strenge protokol, som OPCW har etableret
for efterforskning af sadanne sager?

Zepp-LaRouche forklarede, at dette seneste angreb mod Rusland,
som meget hurtigt er eskaleret netop i lgbet af denne uge,
savel som ogsa truslerne fra USA’s ambassadegr til FN, Nikki
Haleys side om, at USA maske vil bombe Syrien, alt sammen har
med det faktum at ggre, at »det Nye Paradigme er ved at vinde,
og det gamle paradigme er splintret. Jeg mener, der nu kommer
en ny, strategisk virkelighed, som kommer fra den Nye
Silkevej, der konstant ekspanderer og gar progressivt
fremefter, og som omfatter flere end 140 lande, som [den
kinesiske udenrigsminister] Wang Yi sagde for nylig pa en
pressekonference i Beijing«. Det ville vare en alvorlig
fejltagelse at undervurdere virkningen af prasident Vladimir
Putins tale den 1. marts og hans annoncering af nye,
avancerede vabensystemer, som g@r Vestens ABM-systemer
foreldede, understregede Zepp-LaRouche. »Dette har skabt en
ny, strategisk virkelighed, og jeg mener, at denne britiske
operation og eskaleringen i Syrien virkelig er de sidste, pa
forhand tabte kampe fra et systems side, der tydeligvis er ved
at ga ned.« Det gor dem imidlertid ikke mindre farlige.

I det samme spor kommenterede den russiske udenrigsminister
Sergei Lavrov indsigtsfuldt, at det, der nu finder sted, er,
at USA og dets vestlige allierede ser, at »den 500 ar lange
periode med vestlig dominans 1 globale anliggender er ved at



na vejs ende«. Overgangen til en ny, multipolar, demokratisk
og retferdig verdensorden vil tage nogen tid, sagde han til en
forsamling i Moskva, »men allerede nu er denne overgang
smertelig for dem, der i arhundreder har vannet sig til at
regere verden «. 0g de er »nervgse« over, at Rusland nu
fremstar som en »ligevaerdig partner, der ikke patvinger andre
noget, men som ikke tolererer diktater eller ultimatummer«.
Han papegede ogsa, at Theresa May er »desperat« og svag og ude
af stand til at holde lgfter, hun har afgivet til befolkningen
med Storbritannien, der ger klar til at forlade den Europaiske
Union.

Fr. LaRouche papegede, at Theresa May maske har set en James
Bond-film for meget og tror, hun er den berygtede »M«, der var
Bonds boss. Men, tilfgjede hun, »dette er ikke nogen leg«.
Dette antikverede persongalleri er farligt, men jeg tror
virkelig, det er sadan noget James Bond-hallgj. Hvis I
nogensinde igen ser en James Bond-film, jeg mener, hvad er
det, de ggr? De er terrorister! De bryder loven! .. og det er
selvfglgelig hele britisk efterretnings fantasiverden. Folk
bgr virkelig kaste et ekstra blik pa det og indlede en
efterforskning af britisk ’aftalt spil’, bade i tilfaldet
Trump og nu, i tilfaldet Skripalcx.

Zepp-LaRouche bemazrkede, at hun ved arets begyndelse sagde,
»vi ma overvinde geopolitik«, for i en @ra med atomvaben kan
intet lgses ved militzre midler. »Det, der nu kommer fra
briterne, kan kun bruges til én ting: det ggr det absolut
klart, hvilken rolle, de spiller. Det har de hele tiden gjort,
men nu er det mere ude i det abne end nogensinde fgr.« Det er
derfor afggrende, »at vi virkelig satter ind for at afslutte
Det britiske Imperium og erstatter det med det Nye Paradigme,
med et nyt sat internationale relationer, baseret pa
suverenitet, baseret pa respekt for den andens samfundssystem
og for menneskehedens faelles mal, og jeg mener, at denne debat
er absolut presserende pakravet«.

Se hele Zepp-LaRouches webcast fra fredag, 15. marts:



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ecoYSyypvB4

Dokumentation:

Tidligere britiske diplomat Craig Murray afviser beskyldninger
om russisk nervegift

15. marts, 2018 — Den tidligere britiske ambassadgr til
Usbekistan Craig Murray har pa sin webside afvist
beskyldningerne om en russisk nervegift med hjalp fra kilder,
som han siger, han ikke kan afslgre pa nuvarende tidspunkt.
Han fremfgrer imidlertid, at »Novichok-historien er endnu et
irakisk massegdelazggelsesvaben-fupnummer«, som titlen pad hans
blog lyder.

Storbritanniens regering haver grundlaggende set, at den
tidligere russiske agent i GRU (gverste efterretningsafdeling)
Sergei Skripal, der blev en MI6-dobbeltagent, blev drabt [sic]
af »Novichok«, et stof, ingen nogensinde har set, og hvis
eksistens endda betvivles, sa hvis det virkelig blev brugt,
ville det vare fgrste gang, og britiske eksperter ville ikke
vere 1 stand til at identificere det. Desuden burde de have
afleveret en prgve til Organisationen for forbud mod kemiske
vaben (OPCW), som UK er medlem af.

Han opsummerer sine konklusioner som fglger:

»1) Porton Down [den britiske regerings laboratorie, der
arbejder med kemiske vaben] har i publikationer erkendt, at
det aldrig har set noget russisk ’'Novichok’. Den britiske
regering har absolut ingen ’fingeraftryks-information’, sasom
urenheder, hvorved en prgve pad stoffet med sikkerhed kunne
tilskrives Rusland.

2) Frem til i dag har hverken Porton Down eller de globale
eksperter i OPCW varet overbevist om, at ’'Novichok’
overhovedet eksisterer.


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ecoYSyypvB4

3) UK nzgter at afgive en pregve til OPCW.

4) ’'Novichoks’ blev specifikt designet til at kunne blive
fremstillet fra almindeligt forekommende ingredienser pa alle
forskningssteder. Amerikanerne afmonterede og undersggte den
facilitet, der angiveligt skulle have udviklet dem. Det er
fuldst®endig usandt, at kun russere kunne fremstille dem, hvis
nogen overhovedet kan.

5) Novichok-programmet 13 i Usbekistan, ikke Rusland. Arven
efter det blev arvet af amerikanerne under deres alliance med
[usbekiske prasident Islam] Karimov, ikke af russerne.«

Foto: Storbritanniens PM, Theresa May.

Dokumentation: Tidligere
britiske diplomat Craig
Murray

afviser beskyldninger om
russisk nervegift

15. marts, 2018 — Den tidligere britiske ambassadgr til
Usbekistan Craig Murray har pa sin webside afvist
beskyldningerne om en russisk nervegift med hjalp fra kilder,
som han siger, han ikke kan afslgre pa nuvarende tidspunkt.
Han fremfgrer imidlertid, at »Novichok-historien er endnu et
irakisk massegdelaggelsesvaben-fupnummer«, som titlen pa hans
blog lyder.

Storbritanniens regering haver grundlaggende set, at den
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tidligere russiske agent i GRU (gverste efterretningsafdeling)
Sergei Skripal, der blev en MI6-dobbeltagent, blev drazbt [sic]
af »Novichok«, et stof, ingen nogensinde har set, og hvis
eksistens endda betvivles, sa hvis det virkelig blev brugt,
ville det vare fgrste gang, og britiske eksperter ville ikke
vere i stand til at identificere det. Desuden burde de have
afleveret en prgve til Organisationen for forbud mod kemiske
vaben (OPCW), som UK er medlem af.

Han opsummerer sine konklusioner som fglger:

»1) Porton Down [den britiske regerings laboratorie, der
arbejder med kemiske vaben] har i publikationer erkendt, at
det aldrig har set noget russisk ’'Novichok’. Den britiske
regering har absolut ingen ’'fingeraftryks-information’, sasom
urenheder, hvorved en prgve pa stoffet med sikkerhed kunne
tilskrives Rusland.

2) Frem til i1 dag har hverken Porton Down eller de globale
eksperter i OPCW varet overbevist om, at ’'Novichok’
overhovedet eksisterer.

3) UK nzgter at afgive en prgve til OPCW.

4) ’'Novichoks’ blev specifikt designet til at kunne blive
fremstillet fra almindeligt forekommende ingredienser pa alle
forskningssteder. Amerikanerne afmonterede og undersggte den
facilitet, der angiveligt skulle have udviklet dem. Det er
fuldstendig usandt, at kun russere kunne fremstille dem, hvis
nogen overhovedet kan.

5) Novichok-programmet 13 i Usbekistan, ikke Rusland. Arven
efter det blev arvet af amerikanerne under deres alliance med
[usbekiske prasident Islam] Karimov, ikke af russerne.«

Foto: Tidligere britiske ambassadgr til Usbekistan (2002-2004)
Craig Murray, foto fra 2016.



Briterne lyver 1gen 1igen for
at skabe

konfrontation med Rusland.
Politisk Orientering 15.
marts, 2018.

v/ Tom Gillesberg:

»Velkommen til disse dramatiske tider, hvor man ligesom fgler,
det er sadan lidt deja vu, at vi igen har en britisk leder,
Theresa May, som er i gang med at mobilisere nationen og
verden til krig, fordi, igen igen, sa er der en trussel fra
massegdelaggelsesvaben, som man er sten sikker pa, at man ved,
hvor truslen kommer fra, og derfor ma verden nu fglge det
britiske lederskab og ga i krig. Ligesom vi sa det, da Tony
Blair annoncerede, at man nu havde sikre beviser pa, at Saddam
Hussein havde massegdelaggelsesvaben, som inden for 45
minutter ville kunne na os alle sammen og at vi derfor
preventivt, hvis vi ikke havde lyst til at blive udraderet, sa
var vi jo ngdt til at ga i krig i Irak, ikke sandt? 0g senere
viste det sig sa selvfglgelig, at de der beviser, man havde,
som man ikke kunne fremvise, for sa ville man jo kompromittere
sine kilder og alt det der, det var rent fup og fidus; der var
nul og niks, det var rent fabrikerede beviser til lejligheden.

Det var ikke den eneste gang; der var nogen, der ogsa kunne
huske, at, da man fik hele det danske folketing inkl.
Enhedslisten, til at stemme for, at vi skulle sende danske
F16-fly ned til Libyen for at ga i krig, sa var det, fordi man
havde beviser fra Storbritannien pa, at Gaddafi var i gang med
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at ville udrydde hele befolkningen i Benghazi, og for at
beskytte dem, sa var vi jo tvunget til i humanitetens navn at
sende F16-flyene af sted. Det viste sig sa senere
selvfglgelig, at det var rent fup, det var bare noget, man
havde fundet pa. Der var ingen, der stillede spgrgsmalstegn
ved det; alle sagde, nar briterne siger det, sa md det jo vare
rigtigt, og som sagt, selv Enhedslistens medlemmer af
folketinget stemte for, at vi skulle sende F16-fly til Libyen,
og det har jo sa lige siden .. ligesom den fgrste krig, der
lagde Irak i ruiner, sa fik man ogsa lagt Libyen i ruiner. P3
lignende vis skal man huske pa, at det jo ikke er mere end i
marts sidste ar, at, lige pludselig ud af det bla kom der fra
britiske kilder dokumentation for, at Assad stod bag et
giftgasangreb 1 Syrien, som man prasenterede som stensikre
beviser og dermed fik Donald Trump til at affyre en masse
Tomahawk-missiler mod en syrisk luftbase for at statuere et
eksempel; noget, som kunne have sprengt alt potentielt
samarbejde mellem, ikke bare Rusland og USA 1 stumper og
stykker, men ogsd mellem USA og Kina, og det var selvfglgelig
formalet.

Man har dette engelske, eller amerikanske, ordsprog: 'Fool me
once, shame on you; fool me twice, shame on me’ ..«

https://soundcloud.com/si dk/briterne-lyver-igen-igen-for-at-s
kabe-konfrontation-med-rusland



